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The Honorable City Council
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 360
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Honorable Council Members:
It is my honor to present the Final Report and Recommendations of the 2021 Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission. The Commission has worked for
nearly a year to fulfill its task of providing recommended District lines for the City
of Los Angeles. The report herewith is the product of our labor.
The heart of the report is the recommended map, but the report also depicts the
Commission’s process and the context in which it worked. The pandemic forced the
Commission to find new ways to reach and give voice to all the communities of Los
Angeles—leading to innovations that may inform the process in the future. Our
work has also demonstrated the importance of a Commission acting with integrity,
transparency, and independence for the good of the city.
Redistricting is a complex and sometimes contentious journey. Yet without it our
democracy does not work. The hours-long meetings and painstaking attention to
details, the collaboration and compromise, the satisfaction and sometimes the anger,
are all part of the price we pay for democracy. The Commission worked with a deep
sense of responsibility to the people of our city and a willingness to pay that price.
We are honored to have served our city and our nation.
Sincerely,

Deputy Director
Arianna Bankler-Jukes
Outreach Director
Rafael Gonzalez
Associate Director
of Outreach
Robert Battles

Frank Cárdenas
Executive Director
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Cc:

Honorable Mayor Eric Garcetti
Honorable City Attorney Mike Feuer
Honorable City Controller Ron Galpern
Sharon Tso, Chief Legislative Analyst
Members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
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REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL
REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
I. SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS
The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (hereinafter the “Commission”) was
created by the voters of the City of Los Angeles (the “City”) through the adoption of the Los
Angeles City Charter (“Charter”) in 1999. Like the City’s two previous Commissions, the
purpose of this Commission, according to Charter Section 204, is to advise the Los Angeles City
Council (“City Council” or “Council”) on the drawing of new Council District boundaries.
However, unlike previous Commissions, this Commission conducted its work during a global
pandemic that brought unprecedented challenges for public engagement, a five-month delay in
the release of census data, and a historic undercount of certain communities. This Commission
culminated more than 11 months of work on October 21, 2021, by adopting the Final Map
Recommendation for consideration by the City Council, and approved this final report on
October 28, 2021. This report, including the Commission’s adopted map of new Council District
boundaries, is submitted in fulfillment of the Commission’s responsibilities under the Charter.
Though no map can achieve perfection, this recommended plan reflects what the Commission
believes to be the best way forward for the people of Los Angeles for the next decade.
In conducting its work, the Commission held its meetings in public in compliance with the
California Ralph M. Brown Act, also known as the Open Meeting Law (Cal. Gov. Code§ 54950
et seq.). For the first time, all Commission meetings were held virtually and telephonically in
accordance with COVID-19 public health protocols. During these meetings, the Commission
approved a work plan, hired a professional staff, contracted mapping and line drawing services,
and was briefed by City staff and outside experts on essential issues related to redistricting
criteria and legal constraints, the census, and open government laws and rules, among other
tasks. The Commission set out a work plan and established core values to guide what is an
inherently difficult and at times contentious process, seeking to center public testimony, data,
and redistricting laws in its deliberation and decision-making.
The Commission partnered with experienced community-based organizations to educate and
involve as many Angelenos as possible—especially hard-to-reach populations—in the process of
redistricting. The Commission held 21 public hearings prior to adopting the Final Map
Recommendation. Throughout the Commission’s work, more than 6,300 people participated in
public hearings and special meetings and more than 1,450 speakers provided testimony. The
Commission received more than 8,600 pieces of written feedback from the public, over 380
maps and 48 Community Impact Statements from Neighborhood Councils. Despite the challenge
of not being able to meet in person, more people offered testimony and participated in public
hearings and special meetings than during the previous redistricting process in 2011—with a
total of 15,594 community inputs1 in 2021.
The Commission endeavored to cultivate an open, respectful, and data-driven approach to the
line drawing phase of the redistricting process. The line drawing process was guided by Map
1

Includes total participants and public and written testimony in its various forms.
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Development Protocols, adopted unanimously by the Commission and explored in greater detail
in Appendix E, which stipulated that only maps drawn in public by the Commission, submitted
by staff, or submitted by the public would be considered. Publicly submitted maps served as the
starting point for the Commission’s recommended new Council District boundaries. More than
389 maps were submitted to the Commission by the public. When developing draft maps, the
Commission staff sought to balance regional preferences, interregional configurations, and
population count, as well as City Charter and Voting Rights Act requirements, and
neighborhoods, Neighborhood Council boundaries, and communities were intentionally used as
building blocks for line drawing.
As a result of this process, and after careful consideration of voluminous public testimony and
established legal requirements, the Commission is recommending that the current Council
District boundaries be modified as described in this report. In so recommending, the Commission
has expressly found that the Recommended Plan provides fair and effective representation for all
the people of the City of Los Angeles, enhances the opportunity for all voters to elect candidates
of their choice, meets all requirements of federal and state law, and is fully compliant with
Charter Section 204.
The Commission’s Recommended Plan, the result of an unprecedentedly open and transparent
process, features the following accomplishments:

•

In recognition of the fact that San Fernando Valley residents now constitute 38% of the
City’s population, for the first time in the City’s history, five Council Districts are
situated entirely in the San Fernando Valley, with only one “bridge” district crossing the
Santa Monica Mountains, with the majority of its population being within the Valley.

•

The community of Koreatown is finally unified within a single Council District,
following decades of advocacy from the community.

•
•
•

Black and Latino political voices are maintained, and in some cases, strengthened in
compliance with the Voting Rights Act.
Other communities of interest, such as Chinatown, Historic Filipinotown, Little Ethiopia,
Little Bangladesh, Little Tokyo, Thai Town, and diverse Jewish neighborhoods are kept
whole.
The number of Neighborhood Councils currently divided by Council District boundaries
has been reduced by 35%.

Based on the Commission’s conclusions, it now recommends that the Council take the following
actions:
1. Approve and adopt this Final Report and Recommendations of the 2021 Los Angeles
City Council Redistricting Commission (the Report).
2. Adopt as the City’s Decennial Redistricting Plan, the Commission’s Recommended Plan
discussed in this Report.
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3. Adopt an ordinance, as approved by the City Attorney, which establishes Council District
boundaries in accordance with this Report.
II. THE CHARTER REQUIREMENTS AND THE FORMATION OF THE COMMISSION
Charter Section 204
The Charter directs that every ten years the City Council shall redraw Council District lines,
based on recommendations from a Commission, by an ordinance to be adopted no later than
December 31. Charter Section 204 governing redistricting mandates that new Council Districts
“shall each contain, as nearly as practicable, equal portions of the total population of the City as
shown by the Federal Census immediately preceding the formation of districts.” (See Appendix
A: Charter Section 204.) Section 204 sets forth certain other criteria to be used in the process of
redistricting. These criteria, which are firmly based in established legal precepts, are described
later. The Charter also requires that the Commission “seek public input throughout the
redistricting process.”
The Commission’s Formation
The Commission was first created by the voters of the City of Los Angeles through the adoption
of the Charter in 1999. In preparation for the 2020 Redistricting Process, the City Council
adopted recommendations from an amended report from the Rules, Elections, and
Intergovernmental Relations Committee that required commissioners to take ethics training prior
to taking office, requested that the Commission avoid hiring current or former City staff who
have been out of city service for under a year, and instructed the City Clerk to provide
demographic information on the Commission. The Council also requested that, when possible,
the Commission provide more than 72 hours’ notice for public hearings and conduct hearings
during evenings and weekends to encourage the participation of working families in the
redistricting process. The Council further requested that all appointing authorities include
publicly available résumés and relevant background information with each commissioner
appointment letter. The Council instructed the City Attorney to draft an ordinance requiring
commissioners to disclose all ex parte communications between commissioners and elected
officials and their staff (See Appendix D).
In October 2020, the City Council adopted an ordinance, pursuant to Section 204, that
established August 31, 2021, as the deadline for the submission of the Commission’s
redistricting recommendation to the Council. In August 2021, the Council adopted an amended
ordinance, pursuant to Section 204, to extend the established deadline for the submission of the
Commission’s recommendation to on or before October 29, 2021. The Council enacted an ex
parte communication disclosure requirement for Commission members as part of its October
2020 ordinance. An ex parte communication is defined as “a communication between any
member of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission and any elected City officer,
or member of any elected City officer’s staff, regarding a matter pending before the
Commission.”
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In accordance with Section 204, the Commission was comprised of twenty-one (21) voting
members appointed as follows: three by Mayor Eric Garcetti, two by Council President Nury
Martinez, and one each by City Attorney Mike Feuer, Controller Ron Galperin, and the
remaining 14 members of the City Council. Appointed commissioners cannot be city officers or
employees, pursuant to Section 204. With experience in law, community organizing, politics,
education, business, and the nonprofit sector, the appointees brought wide-ranging expertise to
the Commission. Throughout the duration of the Commission’s work, seven commissioners were
replaced with new appointees. The final serving commissioners were: Fred Ali, Edward L.
Anderson, Elissa D. Barrett, Charisse Bremond-Weaver, Maria Brenes, Denis Cagna, Rockard J.
Delgadillo, Sonja F. Diaz, Natalie Freidberg, Jackie Goldberg, David Hyun, Richard Katz, Nam
Le, Tammy Membreño, Susan Minato, Wendy Mitchell, Carlos R. Moreno, Richard Polanco,
Michele Prichard, Valerie Lynn Shaw, and Rachel Torres. Commissioners who previously
served were: Michael Woo, Michele P. Siqueiros, Elizabeth Saldivar, Paloma Perez-McEvoy,
Andrew Garsten, Miguel Martinez, Alexandra Suh, and Cecilia Cabello. (See Appendix B: List
of Commissioners by Appointing Authority.)
The Commission held its first meeting on November 19, 2020. Public comment was invited at
the initial meeting and during all subsequent Commission meetings. All Commission meetings
were held virtually due to the COVID-19 pandemic, which will be discussed further in a
subsequent section. At its first four meetings (November 19, 2020; December 10, 2020; January
12, 2021; and January 21, 2021), the Commission heard presentations from City Attorney and
Chief Legislative Analyst staff and outside experts regarding open government laws and rules,
redistricting rules and legal constraints, the Commission’s timeline and purpose, and guiding
values in order to establish a foundation for the Commission to execute its mission and
responsibilities. At the Commission’s second meeting on December 10, 2020, Fred Ali was
elected Chair and announced plans for two Vice Chairs to head two standing committees
dedicated to the primary areas of focus for the Commission: Outreach and Mapping and Data.
At the next meeting on January 12, 2021, Charisse Bremond-Weaver was elected Vice Chair
leading the Outreach Committee and Paloma Perez-McEvoy was elected Vice Chair leading the
Mapping and Data Committee. Subsequently, David Hyun replaced Bremond-Weaver as Vice
Chair for Outreach; Michele Siqueiros replaced Perez-McEvoy and then Sonja Diaz replaced
Siqueiros as Vice Chair for Mapping and Data. In addition to the standing Outreach and
Mapping and Data committees, the Commission established eight ad hoc committees to work
with staff on certain tasks necessary to carry out the Commission’s work plan: Executive
Director Selection, Ex Parte Communication, Level Setting Rules, as well as four Regional
Groups and a subsequent Inter-Regional Group.
The Commission's Staff
In accordance with the Charter, the Commission appointed an Executive Director and other staff
to assist the Commission in the execution of its charge. At its March 17, 2021, meeting, the
Commission selected as its Executive Director Frank Cárdenas, an attorney and university
instructor with a long record of public service, including as an appointee on the California Fair
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Political Practices Commission and the Executive Director for the 2001-2002 Los Angeles City
Council Redistricting Commission. Cárdenas began his service on March 17, 2021. In the weeks
that followed, Cárdenas hired Arianna Bankler-Jukes as Deputy Director, Rafael Gonzalez as
Director of Community Outreach and Engagement, and Robert Battles as Associate Director of
Community Outreach and Engagement. The Commission approved the professional services
agreements for all Commission staff. The Commission also received ongoing assistance from
staff in the offices of the Chief Legislative Analyst, City Attorney, and City Clerk. The
Commission approved a contract with consultant Redistricting Partners, led by Paul Mitchell, for
line drawing and mapping services; and entered into service agreements with community-based
organizations for outreach efforts, which will be discussed further later.
Staffing and contractual services were initially delayed due to budgetary concerns related to
delayed census data and the need to support an extended work timeline for the Commission.
When the Commission learned that additional funds were available to support redistricting, a
budget amendment was submitted and approved by the Council in June.
III. THE COMMISSION’S WORK PLAN AND GUIDING PRINCIPLES
Introduction
The Commission carried out its work during a year that brought unprecedented challenges,
setting out a work plan and establishing core values to guide what is an inherently difficult and at
times contentious process. Community organizations provided vital guidance as the Commission
sought to involve as many Angelenos as possible in the process of informing the drawing of the
proposed new Council Districts. The Commission attempted from the start to center public
testimony, data, and redistricting laws in its decision-making. While acknowledging that its role
was advisory to the City Council, the Commission’s core values and guiding principles for map
drawing were created to help meet the goal of transparency and working independently without
undue influence or Council involvement. Neighborhoods, Neighborhood Council boundaries,
and communities were intentionally used as building blocks for line drawing. This section
provides a detailed discussion of the Commission’s work plan to execute its charge, which aimed
to recognize the interdependence of the communities and Council Districts comprising the city
that weave together to create one Los Angeles.
Pandemic Challenges and Delayed Census Data
The COVID-19 pandemic dramatically reshaped the landscape in which the 2021 Commission
worked. Community voices are central to the work of redistricting. At its best, redistricting gives
communities a say in determining who represents them. Past commissions organized public
hearings and meetings and invited the public to attend in person and voice their views. In the
spring of 2020, public health experts across the nation, including the Los Angeles County
Department of Public Health, advised against public gatherings as a means of combatting the
deadly and highly contagious coronavirus. On November 19, 2020, the day the Commission held
its first meeting, the state of California was under a state of emergency and a stay-at-home order.
Businesses, schools, and places of worship closed physical sites to comply with the order.
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Remote work, study, and worship had become the norm. City government also worked in
different ways. Months later, an effort to recall the governor of California would further
complicate the landscape in which the Commission carried out its work.
Forced to look for new ways to reach, educate, and hear from residents, the Commission turned
to technology and to the community. The Commission conducted all meetings online and
telephonically. The use of technology allowed meetings to continue, resolving a key challenge of
gathering public testimony, but raising issues of access for members of the public who did not
have internet connections or technological skills. This shift marked the first time Commission
meetings were conducted solely virtually, rather than in person. The Commission also developed
a strategy that relied on trusted messengers in the communities of Los Angeles to carry the
message of redistricting.
There were other firsts that traced back to the pandemic, specifically a delay in the release of
census data by the U.S. Census Bureau and a historic undercount of certain communities. Locallevel census data that had been scheduled for release no later than March 31, 2021, was not
released until August 12, 2021. Because of this delay, which had been forecasted by the Census
Bureau, the Los Angeles City Council passed an ordinance in August 2021 extending the
deadline for the Commission to complete its work to October 29, 2021. The Census data showed
the city’s population grew by 2.8%, from 3.79 million in 2010 to 3.89 million in 2020. But the
data noted a population decline in several neighborhoods, including Highland Park, Boyle
Heights, Cypress Park, and Chinatown/Solano Canyon, sparking deep concerns among residents
and officials that the political climate—and the pandemic—had produced an undercount. The
Commission sought to understand the quality of the data given the conditions surrounding its
collection. The census data, the American Community Survey (ACS), and community of interest
public testimony informed the Commission as it drew draft Council District maps.
A Climate of Change, A Call for Independence
The 2021 Commission conducted its work in a political context that was shaped by the
expectations of the Council, communities, local media, and the Commission itself. Every 10
years a new Commission is formed, but the work of each Commission has implications for the
people of the City of Los Angeles that endure long after the decennial Commission has ended.
The successes and failures of a preceding Commission help shape perceptions of the redistricting
process. A coalition of community groups and nonprofits wrote a letter to the Council calling for
a more independent redistricting process. In an editorial, the Los Angeles Times called the
previous redrawing of district lines a “sham process” and supported the coalition’s call for
change. Statewide change had swept the redistricting process when voters passed the Voters
FIRST Act in 2008 and expanded it in 2010. The Act authorized the creation of California’s
Independent Citizens Redistricting Commission, which removed redistricting responsibility from
the hands of the State Legislature and placed it in the hands of an independent body of citizens.
The Council passed an ordinance that required that this Commission disclose all ex parte
communications between commissioners and elected officials and their staff. The Commission
sought to go beyond the City Council-mandated disclosure requirement to ensure the
transparency and independence of its work prior to its final recommendation to Council. At its
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meeting on February 9, 2021, the Commission decided to require the disclosure of ex parte
communications at the beginning and end of each meeting and committed to the creation of an
Ex Parte Communication Disclosure Log, publicly posted and updated on the Commission’s
website. The Commission also unanimously approved a resolution requesting that the Council
ban all ex parte communications—oral or written communication between commissioners and
elected city officials or members of their staff related to redistricting. The Council did not take
up the resolution for consideration.
The Commission’s Work: A Systematic Approach
The Commission took a systematic approach to executing its charge, dividing its work among
three areas of focus: organizing the Commission and its work, educating and gathering input
from Angelenos through robust and community-guided outreach, and analyzing quantitative and
qualitative data to assess and recommend proposed Council District maps. Each area of focus
will be further explored in the sections that immediately follow. A brief timeline of the
Commission’s work is outlined here.
From its first meeting in November 2020 through early April 2021, the commissioners agreed on
core values they would strive to use to ground their work; studied redistricting, its rules and
constraints, and this cycle’s unique challenges; and assembled a professional staff, with
Executive Director Frank Cárdenas at the helm, bringing a depth of experience in public service
and with the City’s first Redistricting Commission. From April through June 2021, the
Commission aimed to educate and engage the public about redistricting and to encourage
communities to play an active role in determining how they are defined and represented. The
Commission held 17 community of interest public hearings in each of the 15 Council Districts
and citywide from July 1, 2021, through September 11, 2021, which provided an opportunity for
Angelenos across the City to tell commissioners about their communities. Unfortunately, and
unlike in previous Commission work plans, due to the Census Bureau’s five-month delay in
releasing local-level data, the majority of community of interest public hearings were held
without the benefit of census data.
The mapping and data portion of the Commission’s work was anchored in the public drawing of
draft Council District maps. Pursuant to its approved Map Development Protocols (See
Appendix E: Map Development Protocols), the Commission pledged to only consider maps that
were drawn in public during Commission meetings, submitted by Commission staff, or
submitted by the public. Four Regional Ad Hoc Groups and a subsequent Inter-Regional Ad Hoc
Group identified key regional and inter-regional considerations that led to the creation of
principles the Commission and staff used during the drafting of Council District maps. The
Commission approved a draft map of redrawn Council Districts at its September 30 meeting,
along with several key features and issues related to the draft map that had garnered significant
public interest for further public input. The Commission held four public hearings on the draft
map on October 6, 9, 13, and 16. At the October 13 and 16 meetings, the Commission made
several adjustments to the draft map based on public testimony. During the final weeks of the
Commission’s work, some members of the City Council replaced longstanding commissioners
with new appointees. The addition of new commissioners at a critical juncture altered the flow of
the Commission’s work and its schedule.
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The Commission heard additional public testimony at its meeting on October 18, 2021, and at a
special meeting on October 19, 2021, during which commissioners approved additional
adjustments to the draft map. At its meeting on October 21, 2021, the Commission voted 15-6 to
approve the Final Map Recommendation. At its final meeting on October 28, 2021, the
Commission voted 14-6 to approve its Final Report to be submitted to the City Council. The next
day the Commission formally submitted its Final Report and Final Map Plan to the Council.
The Commission’s Guiding Values
The Commission began by setting out to define, operationalize, and prioritize a core purpose,
vision, and core values that would serve as guideposts for the work. The goal was to cultivate a
redistricting process rooted in the original spirit of the 1999 City Charter reform that resulted in
the creation of a commission of community members—rather than elected officials—who would
redraw the Council District lines that give representation and voice to the people of Los Angeles.
Amy Dominguez-Arms, a senior advisor to the 2020 Census Project and Fair Representation in
Redistricting Initiative, facilitated a discussion among the commissioners to identify key values
to guide the Commission’s work. Based on recommendations by the Level Setting Rules Ad Hoc
Committee, the Commission unanimously approved a core purpose, vision, and core values at its
meeting on February 9, 2021.
The Commission’s core purpose was “to independently draw proposed Los Angeles City Council
District boundaries based on census data that will allocate constituents proportionately while also
accounting for the unique histories, experiences, and interests of communities, such that those
interests will have the highest probability of being served by elected representatives and the City
of Los Angeles.” The Commission’s vision was “to strengthen the governance of the City of Los
Angeles by empowering its communities to have their diverse needs served through fair and
inclusive representation.” The Commission ultimately selected nine core values: equity,
integrity, transparency, respect, compassion, dignity, data-driven, solution-oriented, and
interdependence. To put these values into practice, the Commission articulated 10 operating
principles, connecting the values with practical applications in the redistricting process. The
principles are included here in their entirety:
● We will adhere to City, state, and federal laws governing redistricting and, to the extent
feasible, keep neighborhoods and communities intact, utilize natural boundaries or street
lines, and be geographically compact.
● We will strive to ensure the data utilized captures L.A.’s communities of interest.
● We will value community-rooted knowledge and different forms of information.
● We will recognize interdependence to help strengthen the City of Los Angeles as a whole.
● We will conduct our business with transparency and integrity, our processes will be open,
and we will hold true to our purpose, vision, values, and operating principles.
● We will be intentional in creating and investing in opportunities to strengthen capacity and
provide access for historically underrepresented communities to allow for full participation
of their voices in the process.
● We will center equity, compassion, respect, and dignity of communities in decision-making.
● We will embrace creative and respectful tension to reach just decisions.
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● We will respect due process, fairness, and adherence to the law in all our deliberations.
● We will strive to equitably understand and acknowledge the different challenges and
strengths of L.A.’s communities of interest.
When approving the values, the Commission recognized that conflict and disagreement are a
given during the redistricting process. But they aimed to embrace the creative tension as a
pathway to solutions that aim to serve the City and its residents as a whole. The Commission
sought to uphold these core values and operating principles throughout its work. Commissioners
and staff often returned to the values—at times referring to them explicitly—when educating and
hearing from Los Angeles’ communities, when deciding on principles to guide the drawing of
District lines on draft maps, and ultimately when finalizing its recommendation to the City
Council. The articulation of these core values served as a guiding light for the Commission as it
navigated the inevitable competing interests, conflict, and political pressures inherent in the
redistricting process.
Community Outreach: A Phased Approach
The Commission recognized community outreach as a critical component of the redistricting
process. Beyond the goal of redrawing district lines, the redistricting process is an opportunity to
educate, inform, and engage the community about a lesser understood, yet fundamental element
of our democracy. The Commission, through the Outreach Committee, set out to develop a
strategy for developing educational materials, identifying and engaging community partners,
leveraging tools of communication (such as social media), and encouraging individual and
community engagement in the local redistricting process. A goal of the strategy was to reflect the
core purpose, vision, and core values of the Commission. Given the challenges caused by the
pandemic and census data delays, the Commission also sought to make the most of available
resources and a shortened time frame.
A key resource in Los Angeles is an array of community-based organizations that is as diverse
and unique as the communities and geographies they represent. The Commission adopted a
Strategic Community Outreach Plan that centered and recognized the value of these
organizations. The heart of the plan was the longstanding relationships between communitybased organizations (CBOs) and their communities. Because of these relationships, CBOs were
best positioned to reach, educate, and engage their communities, particularly during the
pandemic. The CBOs engaged by the Commission had worked to promote the 2020 Census to
their communities in the same challenging conditions present during the redistricting process.
The expertise that the CBOs gained from that experience was used to inform the strategy to
reach, educate, and engage communities about redistricting. This strategy also acknowledged
that some communities view public agencies as untrustworthy, and this perception would present
a hurdle. Communities would be more receptive to trusted messengers such as CBOs.
The Strategic Community Outreach Plan was divided into three phases, each with a clearly
defined purpose.
1. Phase 1: Public Workshops for Redistricting Education and Awareness (April through
May 2021)
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2. Phase 2: Public Hearings for Community of Interest Input (May through September
2021)
3. Phase 3: Public Hearings for Public Comment on Draft Maps (September and October
2021)
Although the Commission was ultimately able to launch a comprehensive outreach plan, staffing
and contractual services were initially delayed, on the advice of the Chief Legislative Analyst,
due to budgetary concerns related to delayed census data and the need to support an extended
timeline to conduct the work of the Commission. When the Commission learned that additional
funds were available to support redistricting work, a budget amendment was submitted and
approved by the Council in June.
Phase 1: Public Workshops for Education and Awareness
The purpose of Phase 1 was to raise public awareness about redistricting and the Commission’s
schedule of public hearings and to engage community partners. This work is always crucial to
redistricting but took on greater need because of the restrictions caused by the COVID-19
pandemic. Educating and engaging communities required new strategies and tools because of the
pandemic. In preparation for outreach work, the Commission heard from experts in public
workshops focused on three areas central to carrying out its mission:
1. Public Outreach and Community Engagement
2. Community of Interest Definition and Application
3. Census Undercounts and the Implications for Redistricting
These workshops held a dual aim of educating commissioners and the public about the
redistricting process and providing opportunities for participation. Guided by its core values and
operating principles, the Commission provided translation and interpretation services for several
languages, including Spanish, Korean, Thai, Mandarin, Cantonese, Russian, Armenian, and
Tagalog. Participants who viewed the meetings online could also access real-time transcription.
The first workshop was held on April 13, 2021, and included a presentation by Professor Paul
Ong, an economist and urban planner, whose quantitative research focused on spatial, income,
and racial inequalities. Ong, who is also director of the UCLA Center for Neighborhood
Knowledge, delivered a presentation “2020 Census and Redistricting Technical/Empirical
Challenges Los Angeles City.”
On May 11, 2021, a Community of Interest (COI) Workshop was held that included
presentations by the Mexican-American Legal Defense and Education Fund, Asian Americans
Advancing Justice, Dr. Andrea Garcia of the Los Angeles City/County Native American Indian
Commission and United American Indian Involvement, Inc., and the California Black Census
and Redistricting Hub. The workshop was convened by the Mapping and Data Committee and
moderated by Committee Vice Chair Sonja Diaz. The goal was to provide the Commission an
opportunity to discuss the definition of the term “community of interest” as it relates to
redistricting. In this workshop, the Commission heard from experienced organizations that
identified important, but less evident issues related to redistricting and the real-world
implications as well as the intricacies of the Voting Rights Act. On this date, the Commission
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hired Rafael Gonzalez to serve as the Director of Outreach. Gonzalez brought a long history of
working and organizing in the nonprofit, government, service, and philanthropic sectors to his
role. He previously served as Director of Community Relations for First 5 LA.
On May 20, 2021, the Commission convened a Community-Based Organizations Workshop that
featured CBOs sharing focused lessons learned during the 2020 Census and the COVID-19
pandemic. The CBOs worked with the census to educate and engage their communities and
shared best practices from this outreach experience with the Commission. The Commission
heard presentations from several organizations and community leaders, including the Peoples
Bloc, Asian Americans Advancing Justice, the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force, the Black
Redistricting Hub, and South L.A. Black leaders. On this date, the Commission hired
independent consultant Robert D. Battles to serve as Associate Director of Community Outreach
and Engagement. Battles had a decade of experience working as a consultant for nonprofits and
CBOs.
The Commission contracted with 12 CBOs to outreach to and engage communities in the
redistricting process. The contracted organizations included: the Central American Resource
Center (CARECEN); Community Health Councils (CHC); Highland Park Heritage Trust;
Koreatown Youth and Community Center (KYCC); Los Angeles Community Action Network
(LA CAN); MOTO VOTO; Pacoima Beautiful; South Bay Center for Counseling (SBCC);
Strategic Concepts in Organizing and Policy Education (SCOPE); Thai Community
Development Center (Thai CDC), (in partnership with Search to Involve Pilipino Americans
(SIPA)); and Ward Economic Development Corporation (Ward EDC). The Commission tasked
the organizations with working in the communities of Pico-Union, East Hollywood, Historic
Filipinotown (Hi-Fi), Koreatown, South L.A., the Eastside, the Northeast San Fernando Valley,
Watts, and Wilmington. The organizations focused on providing public education about
redistricting, including defining the process, its impact, and opportunities for participation, such
as creating maps and providing verbal and written testimony. Promoting and encouraging
participation in public hearings and workshops was an important part of the work of the
organizations.
The CBOs also used their social media networks and platforms as tools to educate their
communities about the importance of redistricting and their participation in the process. The
organizations received a social media toolkit that included templates, graphics, and text for use in
their promotions. The tagline, “Your Voice, Your Power,” was used on social media, and on the
Commission’s newly created website, which was a hub of information about redistricting and
provided a means of accessing meetings through posted links.
Phase 2: Public Hearings for Community of Interest Input
The purpose of Phase 2 was to engage the public in discussions about how communities define
themselves. Between May and September, the Commission held a public hearing for each of the
15 Council Districts and two additional citywide hearings, including one held in Spanish. Each
hearing included two major components:
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1. An overview of the redistricting process, timeline, protocols for public input, and what
“community of interest” means in the context of redistricting.
2. An opportunity for the public to identify communities of interest and advise the
Commission on issues of concern regarding the redistricting process.
The hearings began with opening remarks that included a clear explanation of the goal of
gathering community of interest testimony:
We want to know what makes your community unique, what you and your neighbors
share in common, and what are the special needs of your community. This is vital in
redistricting and in the creation of new district boundaries and maps for the City of Los
Angeles. People who have common interests and needs often benefit from being grouped
together in a single district. We truly value your time and participation in the
redistricting process.
During the hearings, time was also set aside to explain the redistricting process in remarks
provided by staff, including the following excerpt from Executive Director Frank Cárdenas:
Every 10 years, the entire country goes through a process called redistricting to redraw
the maps that determine each district. As communities get smaller or bigger, and people
move in and out, it is important that the districts are defined fairly and equally.
According to the U.S. Constitution, all electoral districts within a given redistricting map
must contain approximately the same number of people. The maps drawn will determine
the allocation of political power and representation at every level of government (city,
county, state, and federal) across the nation for at least the next 10 years.
By the summer of 2021, the Delta variant, an even deadlier variant of COVID-19, had forced the
Commission to abandon the idea of in-person hearings. The public hearings continued to be held
virtually, with some variation. Some CBOs worked to bridge the technological divide that made
attending virtually difficult for some. These organizations served as a bridge between the
Commission and the community. They set up computers in their offices or at outdoor locations in
the community, signed into the Commission hearings, and allowed the public to testify before the
Commission. These remote locations followed masking, physical distancing, and other COVID19 public health protocols. The Commission staff worked with CBOs and in some instances
Neighborhood Councils to resolve technical issues related to sound, video, translation, and
interpretation. The remote locations increased access and participation. For example, in Council
District 14, four remote locations helped draw 355 participants via Zoom and 105 provided
public comment. High attendance at remote sites in various Council Districts reflected the
community’s desire to participate and be heard.
For the 15th community of interest hearing held on September 2, 2021, the Watts Labor
Community Action Committee (WLCAC) Family Source Center invited Watts community
members to gather at their location to join a Zoom group meeting with the Commission. That
Thursday evening, community members showed up to take their turn at the microphone, offering
powerful testimony about their desire for Watts to be a part of Council District 9. In Wilmington,
community members visited the South Bay Center for Counseling, where they shared their
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testimony with the Commission via Zoom, with many expressing a desire to see their District
remain the same. The hearing included public testimony from these locations, along with many
others who called in individually to speak about their communities: their concerns, their needs,
and their hopes.
Despite the challenge of not being able to meet in person, more people offered verbal testimony
and participated in public hearings than during the previous redistricting process in 2011.
Collectively, 1,472 speakers provided testimony and 6,534 people participated in public hearings
and special meetings. By comparison, 570 speakers offered testimony in 2011 and 1,826
participated in public hearings.
Phase 3: Public Hearings for Public Comment on Draft Maps
After the Commission approved a draft map on September 30, 2021, the Commission held four
public hearings to gather public comment and input before finalizing its recommendation to the
Council. These hearings are discussed in the following mapping section.
Developing Council District Maps: A Public-Driven Process
The Commission endeavored to cultivate an open, respectful, and data-driven approach to the
line drawing phase of the redistricting process, in which public participation was the starting
point, rather than an afterthought. In late July 2021, Vice Chair Diaz and Executive Director
Cárdenas began developing what would ultimately become known as the Commission’s Map
Development Protocols—the rules the Commission would follow when drawing new Council
District boundaries. Sensitive to calls from the public and many commissioners that the map
development process should be as transparent as possible, the Map Development Protocols were
designed around a fundamental principle: that all line-drawing decisions made by the
Commission be made in public. Following the release of the census data on August 12, 2021, the
Commission unanimously adopted the Map Development Protocols at its meeting on August 19,
2021. (See Appendix E: Map Development Protocols.) A key element of the protocols was that
the Commission would only consider maps drawn by the Commission in public, those submitted
by staff, or those submitted by the public.
The protocols established a process to arrive at a starting-point map for public line-drawing that
began with commissioners being separated into four Regional Ad Hoc Groups. Region 1
encompassed Council Districts 8, 9, 10, and 15; Region 2 encompassed Council Districts 1, 13,
and 14; Region 3 encompassed Council Districts 4, 5, and 11; and Region 4 encompassed
Council Districts 2, 3, 6, 7, and 12. The regional groups each reviewed and assessed two areas of
redistricting information for their respective regions: qualitative data in the form of public
testimony (oral and written), and quantitative data, which included census population and
redistricting data, spatial boundaries such as transit routes, Neighborhood Council maps,
geographic markers and boundaries, municipal service areas, and other demographic data.
Each Regional Ad Hoc Group met several times privately with staff and Redistricting Partners to
review the data and to identify significant issues in their respective areas. To ensure compliance
with the Brown Act, no commissioner could participate in a Regional Ad Hoc Group other than
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their assigned group. Further, prior to the submission of all Regional Ad Hoc Group reports to
the full Commission, the transmittal, sharing, or release by any means of anything discussed in
Regional Ad Hoc Groups by commissioners, Commission staff, or Redistricting Partners was
prohibited. Each group was charged with producing regional reports that identified key regional
contours, such as regional boundaries and connections, that could be used to inform the map
drawing process. For example, Region 4 (San Fernando Valley) recommended that the
Commission place five districts entirely in the Valley with Mulholland Drive along the Santa
Monica Mountains serving as a boundary. Each Regional Group presented the Commission and
members of the public a summary of principles for the ultimate development of Council District
maps at the Commission’s meeting on September 13, 2021. (See Appendix F: Regional Ad Hoc
Memos.)
The presentation was followed by a Commission discussion on the proposed principles. Chair
Ali then dissolved the Regional Groups and formed a new Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Group,
composed of the four Regional Group leaders and the Chair and Vice Chairs, which met on
September 14-15, 2021. The Inter-Regional Ad Hoc group discussed inter-regional issues and
their citywide implications and developed overall regional concepts to provide initial direction
for the development of starting point maps (See Appendix G: Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Memo.)
The Inter-Regional Group presented four starting point motions to the Commission to provide
direction for Council District map drawing at the Commission meetings on September 20-21,
2021. The Commission discussed the proposals and passed the following motions:
● The draft maps will be grounded in the imperative that District lines comply with the
Voting Rights Act so that the protected classes have an equal opportunity to elect
candidates of their choice consistent with the Act.
● The Commission will agree to a contiguous San Fernando Valley Region, with one
bridge district to the balance of the City.
● The Commission will agree to reduce the current Council District splits of Koreatown.
● The Commission’s draft maps will adhere to the Los Angeles City Charter’s requirement
of keeping neighborhoods, Neighborhood Councils, and communities of interest intact to
the extent feasible, while taking into consideration the impact of the 2020 Census
undercount while referencing the regional memos drafted by the Commission.
The public map submission and overall line drawing process was guided by the Mapping and
Data Committee, Commission staff, and Redistricting Partners, a redistricting and data
consulting firm that the Commission contracted with to provide line drawing and mapping
services for the 2020-2021 Redistricting Process. Led by demographer Paul Mitchell,
Redistricting Partners has assisted in the redistricting process of dozens of cities and agencies
across the country. In total, 389 maps were submitted by the public, both by hard copy via mail
and through the Commission’s website using a mapping module powered by Districtr, a free and
open-source redistricting tool tied to the official Redistricting Database for California. The
Commission empowered community members to propose their own Council District maps,
helping to inform the Commission about how they would define the boundaries of their
communities.
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At the September 20-21, 2021 meetings, Commission staff and Redistricting Partners presented
initial draft maps to commissioners for review. The drafts included maps that were submitted by
the public; submitted by the public and modified by staff to meet some or all of the conditions
proposed by the Regional and Inter-Regional Groups; or staff-drawn plans that began with
elements from public submissions, followed the conditions of the Inter-Regional Group, and met
other criteria such as compactness, contiguity, and minimizing the division of neighborhoods.
The first draft maps presented by staff were designated as maps A1, B2, C2, D1, which all used
publicly submitted maps as their starting points and were modified to balance regional
preferences, interregional configurations, and population count, as well as City Charter and
Voting Rights Act requirements.
Over the course of the Commission’s meetings on September 20-21, 27, and 30, Commission
staff and Redistricting Partners would ultimately present 14 Draft Maps to the Commission,
which were based on publicly submitted maps: A1, B2, C2, D1, E, F, G, H, I, J, K, K Corrected,
K2, and K2.5, which was amended several times until its final adoption as the Commission’s
Final Recommended Map as version K2.5 Final. Staff and Redistricting Partners produced the
iterations of the revised maps based on Commission direction and the principles, criteria, and
regulations discussed previously. At the September 27 meeting, Executive Director Cárdenas
presented Map K Corrected, which was largely based on Map C2, with the San Fernando Valley
portion designed by Cárdenas in response to the recommendations of the Inter-Regional Ad Hoc
Group. Following Cárdenas’ presentation of Map K Corrected, Commissioner Alexandra Suh
introduced an alternative map that was submitted through the Commission’s public map website
as #54277, and later labeled by staff as Draft Map L, as an alternative to Drafts I and J.
During the Commission’s discussion of the maps, Mitchell of Redistricting Partners displayed
requested changes to District lines live during Zoom meetings. By drawing and redrawing lines
in public in real-time, commissioners and the public could see how even minor changes might
impact considerations such as population balances, giving a clear glimpse at the intricacies and
complications of redistricting. Until its meeting on September 30, 2021, all the staff-drawn draft
maps presented to the Commission by staff and Mitchell of Redistricting Partners for review
identified each District by a letter, rather than an assigned Council District number in an attempt
to remove considerations of Council District incumbency from the process. Maps K2, K2.5, and
L were the first draft maps presented with assigned Council District numbers.
Following a discussion of the merits of Draft Maps K2.5 and L at its meeting on September 30,
2021, the Commission voted unanimously to advance Draft Map K2.5 for review by the public
and voted 14-6 to table consideration of Draft Map L. The Commission ultimately voted 14-5 to
present only Draft Map K2.5 to the public, accompanied with a list of issues and points for
public focus, during the Draft Map Public Hearings. The list presented map features and issues
that had received substantial public interest during testimony from community of interest public
hearings and Commission meetings but was not intended to be an exhaustive identification of
potential areas for public feedback on Draft Map K2.5. The list of issues and map features
included:
South
● Watts remains unified and in Council District 15.
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●
●
●
●
East
●
●

Crenshaw Mall is now unified within Council District 8.
Koreatown is now unified within Council District 10.
Leimert Park and Crenshaw Manor are unified within Council District 10.
The current map does not change economic assets within Council District 9.
The alignment of Lincoln Heights with El Sereno and Boyle Heights.
Current placement of Silverlake, Angelino Heights, Elysian Park, Echo Park, Los Feliz,
Griffith Park, and Glassell Park.

Valley
● The current placement of Winnetka, Canoga Park, Reseda, Lake Balboa, and part of Van
Nuys within a new valley District.
● The redrawing of current Districts 2 and 4.
General
● The Neighborhood Council/community splits within the maps.
● The perceived impact of the proposed map on the following communities: Thai Town,
Historic Filipinotown, renters, and the Jewish and Armenian communities.
Public hearings on Draft Map K.25 took place on October 6, 9, 13, and 16, during which the
Commission heard public testimony from hundreds of Angelenos as well as presentations from
community-based organizations, including Asian Americans Advancing Justice, the Jewish
Federation, the Mexican-American Legal Defense and Education Fund (MALDEF), the People’s
Bloc, the Armenian National Committee of America - Western Region, and the Southern
Christian Leadership Conference. Following the public comment period during the October 13
and 16 public hearings, the Commission made several adjustments to Draft Map K2.5, based on
public testimony.
The Commission met on October 18, 2021, and at a special meeting on October 19, 2021, and
heard additional public testimony about the amended Draft Map K2.5. Based on the public
testimony during the meeting and the previous public hearings, the Commission directed staff to
make additional adjustments to Draft Map K2.5. On October 21, 2021, the Commission voted
15-6 to approve its Final Map Recommendation to the City Council and voted 14-6 to approve
its final report on October 28, 2021. The Final Report and Final Map Recommendation were
formally submitted to the Council on October 29, 2021, concluding the advisory work of the
Commission.
IV. REVIEW OF REDISTRICTING CRITERIA AND LEGAL ISSUES
Introduction
As stated previously, the Charter requires that new Districts be as equal in population “as
practicable.” The Charter also specifies that all Districts “shall be drawn in conformance with
requirements of state and federal law and, to the extent feasible, shall keep neighborhoods and
communities intact, utilize natural boundaries or street lines, and be geographically compact.”
The Charter-established criteria thus embrace the foundational elements of redistricting:
population equality, legal compliance, physical compactness, contiguity, and a respect for
communities of interest. From the outset of its work, the Commission was keenly aware of the
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application of federal law, particularly the 14th Amendment, the Voting Rights Act (42 U.S.C.
§ 1971 et seq.), and related case law to the manner in which City redistricting must be conducted.
The Commission considered all relevant provisions of law and carefully reviewed redistricting
plans that were submitted in accordance with the public process outlined previously. This review
resulted in a recommendation that the Council adopt the Commission’s Final Map
Recommendation which, in the Commission’s determination, provides fair and effective
representation for all the people of the City, enhances the opportunity for all voters to elect
candidates of their choice, and otherwise meets all of the requirements of law. The following
sections discuss some aspects of the legal issues surrounding the principles of population
equality, the Voting Rights Act, and the proscription against the use of race as a predominant
factor in redistricting. A more complete analysis of the legal issues pertaining to redistricting is
attached as Appendix C: “Letter from the City Attorney to the Commission.”
Population Equality
The Equal Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment to the U.S. Constitution requires that
electoral districts afford their residents equality of representation, which is known as the “one
person, one vote” principle. However, in addition to weighting votes equally, equality of
representation also means that each person in a given district (whether eligible to vote or not)
must have the same opportunity to be represented by his or her elected official as each person
in every other district. (See, Garza v. County of Los Angeles, 918 F.2d 763 (9th Cir. 1990)
(total population, rather than voting age population, eligible voters, or registered voters, is an
appropriate standard to measure equal representation)). This is achieved by ensuring that each
district contains substantially the same number of people. Traditionally courts have held that in
the context of redistricting substantially equal districts in population are those where the total
population deviation is less than 10%.
Decennial redistricting is required to equalize population. (Reynolds v. Sims, 377
U.S. at 569 (the plan must achieve “substantial equality of population among the various
districts.”)) Slight deviation is permissible provided, however, that it is necessary in order to
achieve a rational governmental policy, namely adhering to traditional redistricting criteria.
Measuring Deviation
The most prevalent yardstick courts use to measure deviation is the total population deviation.
The total population in the jurisdiction is divided by the number of districts in order to identify
the ideal population number for each district. Expressed as a percent, this number indexes the
difference between the district with the most population and the District with the least population
based on the ideal per-district population. To determine the total deviation, the absolute value
of the highest positive deviation from the ideal and lowest negative deviation from the ideal are
aggregated.
As an example, in the case of the City, the official census population figure for the City (as
adjusted by the State of California to include members of the incarcerated community) is
3,912,125, making the ideal population per Council District 260,808 (3,912,125 divided by 15).
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In the Recommended Plan, Council District 5 has a population of 275,219 (5.53%) and Council
District 1 has a population of 250,352 (-4.01%), making the total population deviation for the
City 9.54%. As more fully described below, this deviation in the proposed plan is within a range
determined by courts to qualify as being constitutional.
Different Deviation Standards for Congressional Redistricting and Their Application to Los
Angeles City Redistricting
Article I, Section 2 of the U.S. Constitution requires that congressional representatives must be
“apportioned among the several states … according to their numbers.” In the landmark decision
of Wesberry v. Sanders 376 U.S. 1 (1964), the U.S. Supreme Court interpreted this to require
that the population of each congressional district within a state must be “as nearly equal in
population as practicable.” By virtue of the Equal Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment, the
“one person, one vote” principle is extended to state legislative and municipal districts. The strict
standard applied to the equalization of population in congressional redistricting contrasts with
the more lenient equal population standard that has been applied to other state legislative plans,
including municipal redistricting plans.
In local plans, the requirement of equal representation has been interpreted by courts to require
only substantial equality of population. Traditionally, courts have upheld redistricting plans with
a maximum population deviation of less than 10%, considering such minor deviations
insufficient to establish “a prima facie case of invidious discrimination under the Fourteenth
Amendment.” (Brown v. Thompson, 462 U.S. 835, 842 [quoting Gaffney v. Cummings, 412 U.S.
735, 745 (1973)].) More recently, however, the courts have clarified that plans with a population
deviation under 10% do not enjoy a “safe harbor” from any and all constitutional challenges.
(See Larios v. Cox, 300 F.Supp.2d 1320 (N.D. Ga. 2004), aff’d 504 U.S. 947 (2004) [affirming
decision that state redistricting plan with deviation less than 10% violated equal population
principle].)
Accordingly, while local districts need only be substantially equal in population, local
redistricting plans should reflect a good faith effort to draw equipopulous districts with
deviations from population equality supported by legitimate public policy rationales. (See
Reynolds, supra, 377 U.S. at 579 [“So long as the divergences from a strict population are
based on legitimate considerations incident to the effectuation of a rational state policy, some
deviations from the equal-population principle are constitutionally permissible”]; Larios,
supra, 300 F.Supp.2d at 1337-1338 [holding that population deviations must be supported by
legitimate state interests].) Examples of legitimate public policy rationales that would justify
minor population deviations include compliance with the Voting Rights Act and consideration
of traditional redistricting criteria such as communities of interest, existing boundaries, and
geographic compactness.
Voting Rights Act
The Voting Rights Act of 1965, as amended (42 U.S.C. § 1971 et seq.) seeks to provide
assurance that all persons have equal voting opportunities. Specifically, it prohibits states and
their political subdivisions from denying or abridging citizens’ right to vote “on account of
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race or color” (42 U.S.C §§ 1973a, 1973c) or membership in a “language minority group” (42
U.S.C. § 1973b(f)(2)). Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, as amended, is applicable to the
City’s redistricting process and provides as follows:
(a) No voting qualification or prerequisite to voting or standard, practice, or
procedure shall be imposed or applied by any State or political subdivision in a
manner which results in a denial or abridgement of the right of any citizen of the
United States to vote on account of race or color, or in contravention of the
guarantees set forth in section 1973b(f)(2) of this title, as provided in subsection (b)
of this section.
(b) A violation of subsection (a) of this section is established if, based on the totality
of the circumstances, it is shown that the political processes leading to nomination or
election in the State or political subdivision are not equally open to participation by
members of a class of less opportunity than other members of the electorate to
participate in the political process and to elect representatives of their choice. The
extent to which members of a protected class have been elected to office in the State
or political subdivision is one circumstance which may be considered: Provided, that
nothing in this section establishes a right to have members of a protected class
elected in numbers equal to their proportion in the population. (42 U.S.C. § 1973.)
Thus, Section 2 prohibits any practice or procedure that, in the context of social and historical
conditions, impairs the ability of a racial minority to elect candidates of choice on an equal
basis with other voters. In interpreting Section 2, the U.S. Supreme Court has held that a
plaintiff must satisfy three (3) preconditions before a court will undertake a detailed analysis of
a challenged plan. (Thornburg v. Gingles, 478 U.S.30 (1986)). A plaintiff must show that the
minority group is sufficiently large and geographically compact to constitute a majority in a
single-member district; that it is politically cohesive; and that, in the absence of special
circumstances, bloc voting by the white majority usually defeats the minority’s preferred
candidate. (478 U.S at 50-51.) If the preconditions are satisfied, a court will conduct a detailed
and rigorous analysis of a challenged plan, factoring in the totality of the circumstances. (42
U.S. §1973(b); Thornburg v. Gingles, supra, 478 U.S. at 36-37.) This analysis looks to
objective factors, including:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

whether there is any history of official discrimination;
whether racially polarized voting exists;
whether voting practices exist that enhance opportunity for discrimination;
whether there is a denial of access to a candidate slating process;
whether members of a minority group bear lingering effects of discrimination in
education, employment and health, which hinder effective participation;
whether political campaigns have been characterized by racial appeals;
the extent to which members of the protected class have been elected;
whether there is a significant lack of responsiveness by elected officials to the
particularized needs of the group; and
whether the policy underlying the use of the voting qualification, standard, practice, or
procedure is tenuous. (478 U.S. at 36-37.)

21

The Supreme Court has further explained how manipulation of district lines can dilute the voting
strength of politically cohesive minority group members, whether by fragmenting the minority
voters among several districts where a bloc-voting majority can routinely outvote them, or by
packing them into one or a small number of districts, or drawing “cracking” or “packing,” where
its result, interacting with social and historical conditions, impairs the ability of a protected class
to elect its candidate of choice on an equal basis with other voters. (See Johnson v. De Grandy,
512 U.S. 997, 1007 (1994)).
Cracking, fracturing, or fragmenting is defined as the dilution of the strength of minority voters
by “dividing the minority group among various districts so that it is a majority in none[.]”
(Voinovich v. Quilter, 507 U.S. 146, 153-154 (1993) [quoting Thornburg v. Gingles, supra, 478
U.S. at 46 n.11].) Packing is defined as the dilution of minority voters’ strength by concentrating
the group “into districts where they constitute an excessive majority.” (Voinovich, supra.)
A key question about whether a population’s voting strength is diluted is whether districts pack
or crack minority populations, that is, whether districts could be drawn in a way that provides
more fair opportunity for minority voters to elect a representative of their choice. This, in turn,
depends on population concentrations within a potential district, among other factors. The U.S.
9th Circuit Court of Appeals, whose jurisdiction includes California, has found that in order to
determine whether a population constitutes at least 50% of a district, the proper population to
consider is its citizen voting age population (CVAP). As set forth in the following section of
this report, the American Community Survey is a key element of the City’s redistricting
database, and it is from this source that the City receives its CVAP data.
It must be stressed that Section 2 does not require the creation of the maximum possible
number of majority-minority districts. (Johnson v. DeGrandy, supra, 512 U.S. at 1017; 42
U.S.C. § 1973(b)). There exists no right to have members of a protected class elected in
numbers equal to their proportion in the population. Rather, Section 2 prohibits adoption of a
redistricting plan that, viewed in the totality of circumstances, would deny minority voters an
equal measure of political and electoral opportunity. (512 U.S. at 1013-1014.)
Shaw v. Reno
Since 1990, the U.S. Supreme Court has clarified that the use of race as a predominant factor
in redistricting is prohibitive absent special circumstances. The Court held that a violation of
the Equal Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment to the U.S. Constitution may exist where
a legislature’s boundary drawing, though “race neutral on its face,” nonetheless can be
understood only as an effort to “separate voters into different districts on the basis of race,”
and where the separation lacks sufficient justification. (Shaw v. Reno, 509 U.S. 630, 649
(1993).) Other cases have built upon Shaw in demonstrating the Court’s willingness to
invalidate redistricting plans based on racial gerrymandering where race is shown to be a
predominant factor, and where no compelling justification for using race as a predominant
factor is offered.
Los Angeles City Charter Section 204
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Charter Section 204 governing redistricting in the City adopts traditional redistricting criteria
that have evolved in the courts over the course of decades. As mentioned previously, such
traditional redistricting criteria include the following:
● Contiguity: All parts of a District should connect.
● Compactness: A District should be geographically compact.
● Existing Boundaries: Districting bodies should consider boundaries such as
geographic, street, and political boundaries.
● Neighborhoods and Communities of Interest: A district should preserve
neighborhoods and communities of people sharing common interests.
The concept of preserving communities of interest when drawing district lines is a key element
of proper redistricting. It requires redistricting to be done in a way that preserves communities
that share common interests in a single district or minimizes their division to the extent
feasible. A community of interest is a population that shares common social and economic
interests that should be included in a single district for purposes of its fair and effective
representation. (See Cal. Const., Art. 21, § 2(d)(4).) Examples of common interests that may
identify a community of interest include shared income levels, educational backgrounds,
housing patterns (e.g., urban, rural, suburban, industrial), cultural and language characteristics,
employment and economic patterns, including transportation and work opportunities, health
and environmental conditions, crime-related factors, schools, and other common issues. (See
Miller v. Johnson, supra, 515 U.S. at 919-920; Wilson v. Eu, 1 Cal.App.4th 707, 760 (1992).)
Redistricting bodies must consider all of these criteria to the extent feasible when drawing
District lines. The task often involves balancing and weighing criteria that may be in conflict
especially with regard to defining and maintaining neighborhoods and communities of
interest. The courts have acknowledged that the redistricting process “involves give and take
in resolving conflicts among the various standards and in considering the concerns, desires,
and objections of numerous interested persons and groups” and therefore afford redistricting
bodies great discretion in balancing the competing interests. (Nadler v. Schwarzenegger, 137
Cal.App.4th 1327, 1338-1340 (2006) [citing Wilson v. Eu, 1 Cal.App.4th 707, 720-721 (1992)
and Miller v. Johnson, 515 U.S. 900, 915 (1995)].)
The next section examines the Commission’s Final Map and Recommended Plan as the result
of its efforts to balance the foregoing factors on behalf of the City.

23

V.

REVIEW OF THE COMMISSION’S RECOMMENDED PLAN

The Recommended Plan Satisfies the Equal Population Principle Embodied in the United
States Constitution
The total population of the City, according to the 2010 Census (as adjusted by the State of
California to include members of the incarcerated community), is 3,912,125. Divided among the
15 Council Districts, the ideal population for each District becomes 260,808. In the
Recommended Plan, Council District 5 has a population of 275,219 (5.53%) and Council District
1 has a population of 250,352 (-4.01%), making the total population deviation for the City
9.54%. As described in the preceding section, the deviation in the proposed plan is within a
range determined by courts to qualify as being constitutional. The Final Map Recommendation
has made good faith efforts to draw equipopulous Districts with minimal deviations based on
redistricting criteria, such as designing Districts to be as compact and contiguous as possible, and
keeping neighborhoods and communities intact by minimizing and even reducing splits of
Neighborhood Councils between Council Districts, while complying with federal, state, and
municipal law.
Communities are More Intact and Unified
The Recommended Plan represents an improvement on existing Council District boundaries by
reducing the number of Los Angeles Neighborhood Councils that are divided between multiple
Council Districts. The Commission’s adopted database identifies 99 currently certified
Neighborhood Councils across the City, of which 60 are currently divided across multiple
Council Districts: 43 split between two Districts, 13 split between three Districts, and four split
between four Districts. The Final Map Recommendation reduces the number of split
Neighborhood Councils from 60 to 39. The number of Neighborhood Councils split between
two districts is reduced from 43 to 33, and the number of Neighborhood Councils divided
between three districts is reduced from 13 to 6—there are no Neighborhood Councils split into
four districts.
The Recommended Plan Respects the Voting Rights Act Without Resorting to the Use of
Race as a Predominant Factor
The Recommended Plan respects the increasing diversity of the City in a manner that is legally
compliant. As discussed in the prior section, a key factor in designing districts that comply with
the Voting Rights Act is the citizen voting age population (CVAP) of minority residents in a
district. The CVAP is an important factor in determining whether a minority population’s
voting strength is diluted either by packing the minority voters into a single district, which can
dilute their ability to elect representatives of their choice in more than one district, or cracking
them across multiple districts such that they cannot realistically elect a representative of their
choice in even one district.
Generally, a district with a minority population CVAP of at least 50% must be redistricted with
particular care to not dilute its minority-majority status. At the conclusion of the 2011
redistricting process there were six Voting Rights Act districts in the City; five of which were
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Latino minority-majority districts (1, 6, 7, 9, and 14) and Council District 8, which was a Black
minority-majority district. Since 2011, Council District 15 has become minority-majority
Latino. All CVAP data relied upon by the Commission was derived from the American
Community Survey, which is a key component of the City’s official redistricting database.
As has been common throughout the state, the City’s CVAP has grown considerably faster than
the overall city population. Over the last decade the City’s adult eligible voter population has
grown by 17%—well over the City’s overall population growth of 2.8%. This spike in growth
has increased the share of the population that is estimated by the census to be eligible voters
from 53% of residents in 2012 to 60% today. Overall, CVAP growth was 37.3% among
Latinos, 19.9% among Asian Americans, and 2.9% among Black residents within the City.
Some of the most notable racial and ethnic changes include:
● Latino CVAP grew in every District, with the 15th District exceeding 50%
Latino voting population for the first time over the course of the decade.
● Asian CVAP grew by double-digits in 11 of the 15 City Council Districts—with
the highest Asian CVAP being in District 1.
● Black CVAP grew slightly, by 2.8%, right at the citywide average, but became a
smaller share of the CVAP in 11 of 15 Council Districts, with significant
reductions in Districts 8, 9, and 10.
The 2011 Commission’s Final Report states that four of the then-existing five districts with a
Latino CVAP above 50% (namely Districts 1, 6, 7, and 14), had their Latino CVAP totals
reduced in order to accommodate that Commission’s decision to minimize the number of
Neighborhood Council splits between Council Districts. (See 2011 Commission Final Report at
p. 11).
This Commission was determined to follow the data, observe the spirit and letter of the Voting
Rights Act and, if possible, further reduce Neighborhood Council splits left behind by the 2011
Commission. The Commission was able to accomplish this ambitious aim while reducing the
Latino CVAP in only one of what are now six minority-majority Latino CVAP districts (1, 6, 7,
9, 14, and 15). Latino CVAP declined slightly only in Council District 1, from 51.9% to 50.8%.
Much of the slight reduction in Council District 1’s Latino CVAP was due to the Commission’s
deference to significant public testimony to align more of Lincoln Heights with adjoining El
Sereno and Boyle Heights in Council District 14.
Neighboring Council Districts 6 and 7 saw continued increases in Latino CVAP over the past
decade, with Council District 6 now at 56.7% (ACS) and 58.9% in the Recommended Plan, and
Council District 7 now at 58.6% (ACS) and 59% in the Recommended Plan. These two
Districts, along with Council District 9, have overtaken Council District 14—for decades the
most Latino district in the City—as having the highest Latino CVAP. Nowhere has the
proportional growth of Latino CVAP been higher than in Council District 9, growing from
50.5% in the 2011 Plan to 64.0% in the 2021 Recommended Plan.
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Council District 15 has seen a dramatic increase in Latino CVAP, from 44.5% in 2010 to 51.1%
(ACS). The District’s Latino CVAP in the Recommended Plan is 51.2%, making it the sixth
Latino minority-majority District in the City.
Thus, the number of districts from which Latino communities have an equal opportunity to elect
Latino candidates is maintained and indeed enhanced throughout the City with now six majority
Latino CVAP districts (1, 6, 7, 9, 14, and 15) and two coalition districts (10 and 4-or-2).
Because of this delicate tension when redistricting, between taking care to neither pack nor
crack minority populations, the Commission remained quite mindful of the strictures of the
Voting Rights Act with respect to Districts 1, 6, 7, 8, 9, 14, and 15. Changes to these Districts,
then, are fairly minimal.
The voting strength of Black residents has also been maintained in the same Districts, Council
Districts 8, 9, and 10, with one majority Black CVAP district and two coalition districts. Both
Black CVAP and voter registration increased for Districts 9 and 10 under the Recommended
Plan, while District 8 maintains majority Black CVAP (52.3%).
It must be stressed that the Commission accomplished all of the foregoing without using race as
a predominant factor in its process. The entirety of the record attendant to the Commission’s
process shows that various community-of-interest criteria and indicia were relied upon by the
Commission in its deliberations. Among the race-neutral principles guiding the Commission’s
deliberations were the attempt to create districts that are compact and contiguous and that
oblige the direction of the Charter to respect the intactness of communities and neighborhoods,
and in particular Neighborhood Councils and communities identified through the City’s
legislative process, as much as possible. It should also be stressed that the Commission did not
seek to create majority-minority Council Districts, but instead chose to not radically alter the
current configuration of Council Districts to reduce such Districts or create different ones. In
this respect, the Recommended Plan simply reflects the ongoing demographic changes in the
City. By limiting the demographic element of race to testing possible district designs to ensure
no dilution of minority voting strength, the Commission has successfully balanced the strictures
of the Voting Rights Act, the Equal Protection Clause, and the City Charter.
The Recommended Plan by Region
Region 1: The Voting Rights Act and Census Data Drive Stability
Given that these four Council Districts (8, 9, 10, and 15) combined are within about 1% of equal
population deviation (needing neither to lose nor gain population), and in light of public
testimony that suggested little change in population was necessary, the boundaries between and
among these Council Districts remain essentially unchanged, with Koreatown being located
entirely in Council District 10.
The Commission decided to keep the northern boundary of Council District 15 substantially the
same after recognizing the difficulties of maintaining an acceptable population level in the
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District if it were to no longer include the community of Watts. This decision followed lengthy
discussions in the Region 1 Ad Hoc Group and among the full Commission.
During the last several Commission meetings prior to the adoption of the Final Map
Recommendation, commissioners debated whether to keep the economic assets of the University
of Southern California and the Los Angeles Memorial Coliseum/Exposition Park in Council
District 9 or to move either or both to Council District 8. A majority of the Commission
ultimately decided to keep USC within Council District 9, while placing Exposition Park,
including the Coliseum, in Council District 8. Some commissioners, however, expressed that
discussion of changes to the distribution of these assets among Council Districts 8 and 9 may be
better left to the City Council’s discretion.
Region 2: Underpopulation Leads to Westward Movement
The three Districts comprising the greater Eastside, Council Districts 13, 1, and 14, together are
underpopulated by about 45,000. Because of existing City-limit boundaries, these three Districts
need to shift west and/or north in order to increase their populations. Ultimately, Council District
13 moves west in the Recommended Plan, expanding its footprint in Hollywood.
Several existing divisions of Neighborhood Councils were eliminated or reduced, including in
Glassell Park, which is now represented by two Council Districts rather than three. The fairly
minimal changes to the Eastside Districts include a realignment of a greater portion of Lincoln
Heights from Council District 1 to 14, in accordance with significant public testimony.
Region 3: Recognizing the Santa Monica Mountains as a Natural Boundary Drives Change
The boundaries of Council District 11 were left largely unchanged, in light of several factors:
the fixed boundaries provided by the ocean, the City limits and the cities of Santa Monica,
Culver City, Inglewood, Beverly Hills, and West Hollywood, Voting Rights Act factors related
to Council District 10, the recommendation to use Mulholland Drive as a natural boundary, and
public testimony requesting the unification of Tarzana, Encino, and Sherman Oaks. Council
District 5 shifted further east in order to make up for the population lost with the separation of
Encino from that District. The pressures of an unchanged northern boundary in the south for
Region 1, the need for Region 2 to move west, the need for Council District 5 in Region 3 to
move east, and the population growth up north in the Valley all combined to relocate a District,
Council District 4, completely for the first time since 2002.
Thus, adopting the example of Neighborhood Councils’ use of the natural boundary of
Mulholland Drive as a political boundary had significant implications. By heeding testimony to
situate Encino and Sherman Oaks in a District or Districts that are entirely within the Valley,
which the use of Mulholland Drive facilitates, both Council Districts 4 and 5 lost significant
population bases to which the majority of each District was connected by the slimmest of
connections. Removing Encino and Sherman Oaks from Districts that have a majority of their
population south of Mulholland Drive made possible a new Valley with unprecedented
representation.
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Region 4: A New, More Equitable Vision for Representation for the San Fernando Valley
Emerges
With the arrival of census data on August 12, 2021, came an opportunity to fortify Council
representation for Valley residents, and the Commission seized it. Valley residents now
constitute approximately 38% of the City’s total population, equal to 5.7 Districts. Following
this data, the Commission determined that it was time to provide Valley residents with five
Council Districts entirely within the San Fernando Valley, utilizing as a natural boundary
Mulholland Drive along the summit of the Santa Monica Mountains as the southern border of
the Valley. The Commission further decided that there should be only one bridge district
encompassing communities on either side of the mountains. Thus, for the first time in the City’s
history, the Recommended Plan calls for no less than five members of the City Council to
reside in the San Fernando Valley.
The Commission adopted Region 4’s recommendation that Mulholland Drive, which spans the
top of the Santa Monica Mountains’ east and west, be recognized as a natural boundary for
Council Districts, as it is for many Neighborhood Councils. Relying on the Commission’s
commitment to maintain or secure the intactness of neighborhoods, including Neighborhood
Councils, the design of the Valley began with the Warner Center, Tarzana, Encino, and Sherman
Oaks neighborhood councils. Because this district was designed starting with Warner Center and
Tarzana, which anchor current District 3, this new District was designated as proposed Council
District 3.
Because the communities of Council District 12 are almost completely undivided and there was
no testimony suggestive of a need to change District 12, it was left essentially intact.
Districts 7 and 6 share two characteristics that informed their minor changes; both are subject to
Voting Rights Act considerations, and both are at least slightly overpopulated. Thus, the only
recommended changes to these two Districts are to realign populations in a manner that is
consistent with the Voting Rights Act.
Following a Commission regional principle of using the 101 Freeway area as a suitable location
for a single bridge District, a new District was designed beginning with Studio City and Toluca
Lake, then moving north and south until a full District had been assembled with a majority of its
population being on the Valley side, consistent with the desire to locate 5.7 Districts in the
Valley. This new District would be designated 2-or-4. In the last several meetings, this District
was publicly redrawn to more closely reflect significant testimony from the Armenian
community to include specific neighborhoods.
The Neighborhood Council areas of Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda, and Balboa, together with
areas in Van Nuys, which would have left Council District 6 overpopulated, were then combined
to create a new, compact District spanning the Sherman Way corridor. This new District would
be designated 4-or-2. In recognition of demographic data and public testimony suggesting that
this new District includes socioeconomically disadvantaged neighborhoods, the Commission in
its final two meetings prior to adopting a Final Map Recommendation added the Sepulveda
Basin and a portion of the Warner Center area, including Pierce College, to this District.

28

The Designation of Districts 4-or-2 and 2-or-4
After much deliberation the Chair announced that he did not feel that it was within the
Commission’s charge under Charter Section 204, or otherwise, to designate the two most
changed Districts with specific numbers; those designated 4-or-2 and 2-or-4. There exist no
known criteria from any legal authority for the Commission to rely upon in assigning numbers
to Districts. The Charter is silent on this question. In the absence of any clear criteria or legal
authority for the Commission to assign a number to new significantly changed Districts, a
majority of commissioners decided the question should be left within the Council’s purview.
Unprecedented Public Participation and Adherence to Established Redistricting Law and
Criteria in a Transparent Process Results in Remarkable Achievements
This Recommended Plan represents the culmination of the Commission’s more than 11 months
of work, marked by unprecedented public participation, adherence to established redistricting
law and criteria, and a commitment to an open and transparent line-drawing process. Key
accomplishments of the plan include the following:
•

•
•
•
•

In recognition of the fact that San Fernando Valley residents now constitute 38% of the
City’s population, for the first time in the City’s history five Council Districts are situated
entirely in the San Fernando Valley, with only one “bridge” district crossing the Santa
Monica Mountains, with the majority of its population being within the Valley.
The community of Koreatown is finally unified within a single Council District,
following decades of advocacy from the community.
Black and Latino political voices are maintained, and in some cases, strengthened in
compliance with the Voting Rights Act.
Other communities of interest, such as Chinatown, Historic Filipinotown, Little Ethiopia,
Little Bangladesh, Little Tokyo, Thai Town, and diverse Jewish neighborhoods are kept
whole.
The number of Neighborhood Councils currently divided by Council District boundaries
has been reduced by 35%
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VI. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE CITY COUNCIL, COMMUNITY AND THE 2031-32
COMMISSION
Looking ahead to the work of the 2031-2032 Commission, this Commission recommends the
following actions to the City Council, future commissioners, and the community for
consideration to improve and maintain the integrity of the redistricting process for the City of
Los Angeles.
Recommendations to the City Council and Community
1. The Los Angeles City Council’s structure, in tandem with unique geographic,
demographic, and sociopolitical landscapes, impedes the descriptive and substantive
representation of all Angelenos. Expanding the number of Council Districts is necessary
to better create Council District boundaries that reflect the City’s 99 Neighborhood
Councils and 114 neighborhoods. Ultimately, Los Angeles lags behind other large cities
in the County, State, and U.S. with respect to the ratio between councilmembers and
residents. As we approach the third decade of the new century, this Commission
recommends that the City expand the number of Council Districts to meet the needs of a
complex and changing society. In view of the foregoing, we recommend the appointment
of a neutral, nonpartisan task force to formulate recommendations for the reconfiguration
and augmentation of the current City Council structure. The principal goal of the task
force would be to ensure fair, neutral, responsive, and proportionate representation of the
City’s residents in the proposed City Council structure, taking into account the historical,
cultural, demographic, and geographic considerations highlighted in the Supplemental
Report on this recommendation, Appendix M.
Recommendations to the City Council
This Commission recommends that the City Council:
1. Follow the example of the State of California and many counties and cities, and create an
independent, rather than advisory, citizen’s redistricting commission, removing the
appointing authority and final decision on redrawn Council District lines from city
elected officials.
2. Create narrow and clear parameters for the replacement of commissioners during the
redistricting process. These parameters should ensure ethical compliance, transparency,
and accountability, including a provision that currently seated elected officials not be
eligible for service on the Independent Citizens Redistricting Commission.
3. Ban all ex parte communication between commissioners and elected City officials and
members of their staff regarding redistricting. On February 9, 2021, this Commission
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unanimously passed a resolution requesting that the Council enact such a ban, but the
Council did not take up the resolution for consideration.
4. Ensure that the first meeting of the Commission takes place by September 1 in the year
preceding the Commission’s submission deadline.
5. Assign a full-time City employee to the Commission who is familiar with City
infrastructure and processes, in order to support the following functions:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Initial Commission formation and training;
Office, furniture, and equipment procurement;
Meeting preparation;
Staff hiring;
Contract procurement;
Working with other City departments; and
Information technology

6. Provide sufficient funds and authority in the 2031-32 City budget for the hiring of the
following Commission staff positions: Executive Director; Mapping and Data Director;
Community Outreach Director; Communications Director; Research Director; Office
Manager; Assistant Directors (3); Administrative Support (3); as well as contractual
authority to support the following functions: mapping consultant; census undercount
study; communications strategy and media relations; public education materials; social
media; website development and maintenance; earned media; language
translation/interpretation services; management, integration, and analysis of community
of interest and mapping data; and information technology support.
7. Authorize the search for the Commission’s Executive Director three months prior to the
start of the full Commission’s work.
8. In the year preceding the start of the redistricting process, award grants to support
community-based organizations providing education to the public about redistricting,
covering topics such as what the process entails, why it is important, and how to get
involved. This redistricting public education program could be combined with Citysupported census outreach work and conducted in coordination with Los Angeles County
and the Los Angeles Unified School District.
9. Ensure the development and launch of a starting-point Commission website that is
operational at the start of the Commission’s work.
Recommendations to the 2031-32 Commission
Within the first four months of the Commission’s work, the Commission should:
1. Hire the Executive Director of the Commission.
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2. Develop a vision statement and core values to guide the work of the Commission.
3. Request that the City Council ban all ex parte communications between commissioners
and City elected officials and members of their staff pertaining to redistricting.
4. Ensure training for Commission members on topics including ethics, conflict of interest,
and political activity; Brown Act compliance; rules and laws governing redistricting;
media relations; and mapping and data resources and technology.
5. Meet with the City Department of Neighborhood Empowerment and develop protocols
for working with Neighborhood Councils throughout the redistricting process.
6. Meet with experienced community-based organizations and civil rights organizations to
solicit recommendations on effective practices for public education and community
outreach.
7. Develop and approve a community education and outreach plan.
8. Adopt clear map-drawing protocols and draft map templates that ensure the Commission
can facilitate a transparent District line drawing process.
9. Develop and seek approval of the Commission’s budget.
10. Begin and conclude the search for all Commission staff positions, with phased start dates
as appropriate.
11. Hire a mapping and data consultant.
12. Identify and secure map-drawing software that can be efficiently and effectively used by
the Commission and members of the public.
13. Prioritize and begin soliciting for other contractual services as needed.
14. Develop a detailed Commission work plan that identifies key tasks and establishes a
timeline.
For the remaining duration of the Commission’s work, the Commission should:
1. Develop principles and establish processes and a timeline to guide the map-drawing
process.
2. Ensure technology support is in place to allow for the full Commission to conduct map
drawing with staff and the mapping and data vendor during public meetings.
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3. Utilize a combination of in-person and virtual formats for Commission meetings and
public hearings to assure broad access for the public and hard-to-reach populations.
4. To the extent possible, allow a minimum of two weeks to complete the final report and
recommendations after the vote on the final map recommendation.
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Appendix A:

Charter Section 204

Section 204 and Administrative Code Sec. 2.21

Sec. 204. Election of City Council Members; Redistricting.
(a) Redistricting by Ordinance. Commencing in 2002, the Council shall by ordinance
redraw district lines to be used for all elections of Council members, including their recall, and
for filling any vacancy in the office of member of the Council, after the effective date of the
redistricting ordinance. Districts so formed shall each contain, as nearly as practicable, equal
portions of the total population of the City as shown by the Federal Census immediately
preceding the formation of districts.
(b) Redistricting Commission. There shall be a Redistricting Commission to advise the
Council on drawing of Council district lines. The Commission members shall be appointed in the
following manner: one by each Council member except that the Council President shall appoint
two members, three by the Mayor, one by the City Attorney, and one by the Controller. No City
officer or employee shall be eligible to serve on the Commission. The Redistricting Commission
shall appoint a director and other personnel, consistent with budgetary approval, which positions
shall be exempt from the civil service provisions of the Charter.
(c) Redistricting Process. The Redistricting Commission shall be appointed no later than
the date by which the Census Bureau is to release decennial census data. A new Commission
shall be appointed to advise the Council prior to each subsequent redistricting. The Commission
shall begin the redistricting process at any time after the necessary data are obtained from the
most recent Federal Census, but no later than January 1, 2002, and each subsequent tenth
anniversary of that date. The Commission shall seek public input throughout the redistricting
process. The Commission shall present its proposal for redistricting to the Council no later than
a date prescribed by ordinance.
The Council shall adopt a redistricting ordinance no later than July 1, 2002, and each
subsequent tenth anniversary of that date. Nothing in this section shall prohibit the Council from
redistricting with greater frequency provided that districts so formed each contain, as nearly as
practicable, equal portions of the total population of the City as shown by the Federal Census
immediately preceding the formation of districts or based upon other population reports or
estimates determined by the Council to be substantially reliable.
(d) Criteria for Redistricting. All districts shall be drawn in conformance with
requirements of state and federal law and, to the extent feasible, shall keep neighborhoods and
communities intact, utilize natural boundaries or street lines, and be geographically compact.
(e) Effect of Redistricting on Incumbents. No change in the boundary or location of any
district by redistricting shall operate to abolish or terminate the term of office of any member of
the Council prior to expiration of the term of office for which the member was elected.

(f) Annexation or Consolidation. Any territory annexed to or consolidated with the City
shall, prior to or concurrently with completion of the proceedings therefor, be added to an
adjacent district or districts by the Council by ordinance, which addition shall be effective upon
completion of the annexation or consolidation proceedings notwithstanding any other provision
of the Charter to the contrary.
(g) Terms. The terms of office for those members of the Council elected from oddnumbered districts shall commence during each fourth anniversary of the year 1997 and for the
members elected from even-numbered districts shall commence during each fourth anniversary
of the year 1999.

ARTICLE 4
COUNCIL DISTRICTS
Sec. 2.21. Redistricting - Deadline for Presentation of Plans to Council (Charter §§ 204,
802).
(a) The Redistricting Commission established by Charter Section 204(b) and appointed for
each decennial redistricting shall present its proposal to the City Council for redistricting the City
Council on or before March 29, 2002, and, thereafter, every ten years after March 1, 2002.
(b) The Redistricting Commission established by Charter Section 802(b) and appointed for
each decennial redistricting shall present its proposal to the City Council for redistricting the
Board of Education on or before March 29, 2002, and, thereafter, every ten years after March 1,
2002.
(c) If the Council decides to consider redistricting the Council or the Board of Education
districts, or both, sooner than the next decennial Census, it shall appoint a Redistricting
Commission or Commissions for that purpose and shall adopt an ordinance establishing a date by
which the relevant Redistricting Commission will be required to submit its redistricting proposal.
SECTION HISTORY
Based on Charter, Sec. 6(2)(a).
Amended by: Ord. No. 154,252, Eff. 9-11-80; Title and Section, Ord. No. 158,965, Eff. 6-30-84;
Ord. No. 172,894, Eff. 12-13-99, Oper. 7-1-00; In Entirety, Ord. No. 174,456, Eff. 4-7-02.
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List of Commissioners by
Appointing Authority

List of Commissioners by Appointing Authority
APPOINTING
AUTHORITY

COUNCILMEMBER /
ELECTED OFFICIAL

COMMISSIONER
APPOINTED

DATES APPOINTED

Appointed by Council
District 1

Cedillo

Richard Polanco

9/24/2020

Appointed by Council
District 2

Krekorian

Denis Cagna

9/25/2020

Appointed by Council
District 3

Blumenfield

Richard Katz

9/24/2020

Appointed by Council
District 4

Ryu

Michael Woo

9/22/2020 - 1/1/21

Raman

Alexandra Suh

1/13/2021 - 10/13/2021

Jackie Goldberg

10/13/2021

Appointed by Council
District 5

Koretz

Rocky Delgadillo

10/1/2020

Appointed by Council
District 6

Council President
Martinez

Fred Ali

10/9/2020

Michele Siqueiros

10/9/2020 - 7/7/2021

Rachel Torres

9/27/2021

Elizabeth Saldivar

9/16/2020 - 9/1/2021

Wendy Mitchell

9/2/2021

Appointed By Council
District 7

Rodriquez

Appointed by Council
District 8

Harris-Dawson

Valerie Lynne Shaw

11/6/2020

Appointed by Council
District 9

Price

Paloma Perez-McEvoy

10/8/2020 - 4/9/21

Miguel Martinez

4/9/2021 - 10/15/21

Susan Minato

10/15/2021

Appointed by Council
District 10

Ridley-Thomas

Rev. Edward L. Anderson

9/14/2020

Appointed by Council
District 11

Bonin

Michele Prichard

10/8/2020

Appointed by Council
District 12

Lee

David Hyun

9/24/2020

Appointed by Council
District 13

O’Farrell

Andrew Garsten

10/6/2020 - 9/23/21

Natalie Freidberg

9/23/2021

Appointed by Council
District 14

De Leon

Sonja F. Diaz

11/16/2020

Appointed by Council
District 15

Buscaino

Nam Le

10/8/2020

Appointed by the City
Attorney

City Attorney Mike
Feuer

Hon. Carlos R. Moreno

9/3/2020

Appointed by the City
Controller

Controller Ron Galperin

Elissa Barrett

10/8/2020

Appointed by the Office of
the Mayor

Mayor Eric Garcetti

Cecilia Cabello

9/23/2020 - 6/22/2021

Maria Brenes

9/23/2020

Charisse Bremond Weaver

9/23/2020

Tammy Membreno

9/7/2021

Appendix C:
Letter from the
City Attorney

MICHAEL N. FEUER
CITY ATTORNEY

October 27, 2021

City Council Redistricting Commission
of the City of Los Angeles
Room 275, City Hall
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE:

City Council Redistricting Commission's Proposal

Dear Commissioners:
This memorandum discusses the legal criteria applicable to the work of the
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission and this Office’s review of the
redistricting proposal the Commission has recommended to the City Council.
City Charter
The Los Angeles City Charter requires the City Council to redraw the lines for the
City’s fifteen Council districts at least once every ten years. The Charter creates the
City Council Redistricting Commission (the Commission) to advise the Council on the
redrawing of Council district lines. The Charter requires the Commission to obtain
public input, prepare a redistricting proposal, and present it to the City Council. The
Charter provides that the City Council has the ultimate authority to adopt a redistricting
plan, and must do so by adopting a redistricting ordinance no later than December 31,
2021. (See City Charter § 204.)
The Charter requires that Council districts “contain, as nearly as practicable,
equal portions of the total population of the City as shown by the Federal Census
immediately preceding the formation of districts.” (Charter § 204(a).) The Charter also
specifies that Council districts “shall be drawn in conformance with requirements of
state and federal law and, to the extent feasible, shall keep neighborhoods and
communities intact, utilize natural boundaries or street lines, and be geographically
compact.” (Charter § 204(d).) The Charter thus frames several key legal criteria and
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standards applicable to redistricting: the equal population principle; consideration of
traditional redistricting criteria such as communities of interest, existing boundaries and
geographical compactness; compliance with the federal Voting Rights Act and Equal
Protection Clause; and seeking public input in the process. We discuss each of these
foundational elements of redistricting below.
Equal Population Principle
The Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States
Constitution requires that electoral districts afford their residents equality of
representation. This mandate is embodied in the “one person, one vote” equal
protection principle. In keeping with this principle, the United States Supreme Court has
held that redistricting plans for local legislative districts must achieve “substantial
equality of population among the various districts.” (Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533,
579 (1964).) The City Charter similarly provides that Council districts must be drawn
with equal population “as nearly as practicable.” (Charter § 204(a).) State law also is in
accord. (See Cal. Elections Code § 21621(a) [requiring city council districts to be
“substantially equal in population as required by the United States Constitution.”].)
Traditionally, courts have upheld redistricting plans as creating substantially
equal districts where the maximum population deviation across districts is less than
10%. The Supreme Court has considered population deviations of less than 10% as
minor and insufficient to establish a prima facie case of a constitutional violation.
(Brown v. Thompson, 462 U.S. 835, 842 (1983) [citing Gaffney v. Cummings, 412 U.S.
735, 745 (1973)].) More recently, the Supreme Court reaffirmed that plans with a
population deviation under 10% are presumptively constitutional when drawn based on
traditional redistricting criteria. (Evenwel v. Abbott, 136 S.Ct. 1120, 1124 (2016); Harris
v. Arizona Independent Redistricting Commission, 136 S.Ct. 1301, 1307 [“attacks on
deviations under 10% will succeed only rarely, in unusual cases.”].)
Accordingly, while local districts need only be substantially equal in population,
local redistricting plans should reflect a good faith effort to draw equipopulous districts
with deviations from population equality supported by legitimate public policy rationales.
(See Reynolds, supra, 377 U.S. at 579 [“so long as the divergences from a strict
population standard are based on legitimate considerations incident to the effectuation
of a rational state policy, some deviations from the equal-population principle are
constitutionally permissible”]; Evenwel, supra, 136 S.Ct. at 1124 [“jurisdictions are
permitted to deviate somewhat from perfect population equality to accommodate
traditional districting objectives, among them, preserving the integrity of political
subdivisions, maintaining communities of interest, and creating geographical
compactness.”].)
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The population to be considered for redistricting purposes is the total population
of the City as shown in the most recent federal Census, regardless of citizenship,
immigration status, or age. The use of total population for redistricting is codified in City
and State law. (See Charter § 204(a); Cal. Elections Code § 21621(a)(1).) The U.S.
Supreme Court also has held that redistricting based on the total population,
irrespective of citizenship, is the longstanding and constitutionally appropriate
apportionment base. (Evenwel, supra, 136 S.Ct. at 1123.)
Based on the 2020 Census data, the total population of the City is 3,912,125,1
and therefore the evenly-divided, “ideal” population of each of the City’s fifteen Council
districts is 260,808. The population deviation of a redistricting plan is measured based
on the percent deviation from the ideal population for each district, expressed as a
positive percentage for districts with total population greater than the ideal and a
negative percentage for districts with total population less than the ideal. The overall
population deviation of a plan is determined based on the difference between the
districts with the greatest positive deviation and greatest negative deviation.
Traditional Redistricting Criteria
The City Charter identifies several traditional redistricting criteria which should be
considered by a redistricting body to the extent feasible when drawing district lines.
(See City Charter § 204(d) [districts shall “to the extent feasible” keep “neighborhoods
and communities intact, utilize natural boundaries and street lines, and be
geographically compact.”].) The U.S. Supreme Court has held that redistricting plans
should follow these types of traditional redistricting criteria to ensure compliance with
equal protection principles. (See Harris, supra, 136 S.Ct. at 1307 [citing legitimate
traditional districting principles, including compactness, contiguity, and maintaining the
integrity of political subdivisions and communities of interest]; Miller v. Johnson, 515
U.S. 900, 916 (1995) [same].)
Traditional redistricting criteria may be summarized as including, but not limited
to, the following:
Contiguity – all parts of a district should connect
Compactness – a district should be geographically compact
Existing Boundaries – districting bodies should consider boundaries such as
geographic, street, and political boundaries

1

The total population of the City is published in the Federal Census dataset provided in accordance with
Public Law 94-171 (released on August 12, 2021), as adjusted to account for the last known place of
residence of incarcerated persons pursuant to State law. (See Cal. Elections Code § 21621(a)(1) & (2).)
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Neighborhoods and Communities of Interest – a district should preserve
neighborhoods and communities of people sharing common interests
The concept of preserving communities of interest involves drawing district lines
in a manner that preserves communities that share common interests in a single district
or minimizes their division to the extent feasible. A community of interest is a population
that shares common social and economic interests that should be included in a single
district for purposes of its fair and effective representation. (See Cal. Const., Art. 21, §
2(d)(4).) Examples of common interests that may identify a community of interest
include shared income levels, educational backgrounds, housing patterns (e.g., urban,
rural, suburban, industrial), cultural and language characteristics, employment and
economic patterns including transportation and work opportunities, health and
environmental conditions, crime-related factors, schools, and other common issues.
(See Miller v. Johnson, supra, 515 U.S. at 919-920; Wilson v. Eu, 1 Cal.App.4th 707,
760 (1992).)
Redistricting bodies must consider all of these criteria to the extent feasible when
drawing district lines. The task often involves balancing and weighing criteria that may
be in tension, especially with regard to defining and maintaining neighborhoods and
communities of interest. The courts have acknowledged that the redistricting process
“involves give and take in resolving conflicts among the various standards and in
considering the concerns, desires, and objections of numerous interested persons and
groups” and therefore afford redistricting bodies great discretion in balancing the
competing interests. (Nadler v. Schwarzenegger, 137 Cal.App.4th 1327, 1338-1340
(2006) [citing Wilson v. Eu, 1 Cal.App.4th 707, 720-721 (1992) and Miller v. Johnson,
515 U.S. 900, 915 (1995)].)
Federal Voting Rights Act
The Voting Rights Act of 1965 (the VRA) seeks to ensure that all persons have
equal voting opportunities. Section 2 of the VRA applies to the redistricting processes
and provides that no “standard, practice or procedure shall be imposed or applied ... in
a manner which results in a denial or abridgement of the right of any citizen of the
United States to vote on account of race or color” or language minority status. (42
U.S.C. §§ 1973(a), 1973b(f)(2).) Redistricting plans must be analyzed under Section 2
to ensure that minority voters are not deprived of an equal opportunity to elect
representatives of their choice in violation of the VRA. A violation of Section 2 is
established if “based on the totality of circumstances, it is shown that the political
processes leading to nomination or election ... are not equally open to participation by
members of a class of citizens protected by [the VRA] in that its members have less
opportunity than other members of the electorate to participate in the political process
and to elect representatives of their choice.” (42 U.S.C. § 1973(b).)
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The VRA protects against vote dilution of covered minority constituencies. Vote
dilution can occur when a redistricting plan minimizes or cancels the power of minority
groups to elect representatives of their choice. Examples of vote dilution include
“fracturing” and “packing” voters. “Fracturing” can occur when a minority group is large
enough to form the majority in a single, compact district but the redistricting plan
disperses the minority group’s voters into multiple different districts such that it is not a
majority in any district. (See Voinovich v. Quilter, 507 U.S. 146, 153 (1993).) “Packing”
can occur when a redistricting plan concentrates minority voters into a single or small
number of districts thereby minimizing their influence in other districts. (See Voinovich,
supra, 507 U.S. at 153.)
In Thornburg v. Gingles, 478 U.S. 30 (1986), the Supreme Court established a
multi-part test to determine whether a redistricting plan violates Section 2 of the VRA.
The first part of the test requires a plaintiff to satisfy three preconditions, known as the
“Gingles preconditions:”
1.
2.
3.

The minority group must be sufficiently large and geographically compact
to constitute a majority in a single-member district
The minority group must be politically cohesive
The majority votes sufficiently as a bloc to enable it usually to defeat the
minority's preferred candidate

(Gingles, supra, 478 U.S. at 50-51; Grawe v. Emison, 507 U.S. 25, 37-42 [applying
Gingles test to single-member districts].)
With regard to the first Gingles precondition, the courts have held that a minority
group is sufficiently large if its citizen voting age population (“CVAP”) in the proposed
district is greater than 50 percent. (Romero v. City of Pomona, 883 F.2d 1418, 1426
(9th Cir. 1989) [holding that CVAP, rather than total population, is the appropriate
measure of population under the Gingles test]; see also LULAC v. Perry, 548 U.S. 399,
429 [observing that citizen voting age population “fits the language of § 2 because only
eligible voters affect a group’s opportunity to elect candidates”].) Although the Supreme
Court has held that a minority group cannot establish Section 2 liability if it is large
enough to influence elections but not large enough to form a majority of a district
(Bartlett v. Strickland, 129 S.Ct. 1231, 1246 (2009)), the Court also has stated that
redistricting bodies are not prohibited from drawing such districts provided that race is
not the sole or predominant factor. (Id. at 1248.)
The second Gingles precondition requires evidence that “a significant number of
minority group members usually vote for the same candidates” or otherwise share
common political preferences. (Gingles, supra, 478 U.S. at 56.) The third Gingles
precondition requires evidence showing that majority voters vote sufficiently as a bloc
usually to defeat the minority group's preferred candidate. (Gingles, supra, 478 U.S. at
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53-74.) Both of these factors require an examination of past election data and other
evidence to show political cohesiveness and racially polarized voting in the area.
If all three Gingles preconditions are satisfied, a court will then move to the
second part of the Gingles test to examine the totality of the circumstances to determine
whether minority voters have been denied an equal opportunity to elect representatives
of their choice. This analysis looks to objective factors, including the following:
1.

2.
3.
4.
5.

6.
7.
8.
9.

The extent of any history of official discrimination that affected the right of
minority group members to register, vote or otherwise participate in the
democratic process;
The extent to which voting in elections is racially polarized;
The extent to which the jurisdiction has used voting practices or
procedures that may enhance the opportunity for discrimination;
Whether minority group members have been denied access to candidate
slating processes;
The extent to which minority group members bear the effects of
discrimination in areas such as education, employment and health, which
hinder their ability to participate effectively in the political process;
Whether political campaigns have been characterized by racial appeals;
The extent to which minority group members have been elected to public
office;
Whether there is a significant lack of responsiveness on the part of elected
officials to the particularized needs of the minority group; and
Whether the policy underlying the use of the voting qualification, standard,
practice or procedure is tenuous.

(See Gingles, supra, 478 U.S. at 36-37.) Also relevant as part of the totality of
circumstances portion of the analysis is the proportionality between the minority group's
citizen voting age population in the jurisdiction and the number of districts in which the
group forms an effective majority. (See Johnson v. DeGrandy, 512 U.S. 997, 1000
(1994).)
Equal Protection Clause and Considerations of Race
The Supreme Court has held that the Equal Protection Clause generally prohibits
the use of race as the sole or predominant factor in drawing district lines. (See Miller v.
Johnson, supra, 515 U.S. at 920 (1995); Shaw v. Reno, 509 U.S. 630 (1993).) If race is
determined to be the sole or predominant factor in redistricting, the courts will apply
“strict scrutiny” and invalidate the plan unless it is narrowly tailored to serve a
compelling governmental interest.
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The Supreme Court also has held, however, that the Equal Protection Clause
does not prohibit all consideration of race in redistricting. The Court has acknowledged
that redistricting bodies “almost always [will] be aware of racial demographics.” (Miller,
supra, 515 U.S. at 916; see Shaw v. Reno, supra, 509 U.S. at 646 [redistricting body is
“aware of race when it draws district lines, just as it is aware of age, economic status,
religious and political persuasion, and a variety of other demographic factors.”]; Cal.
Elections Code § 21628(d)(2) [requiring that each draft map be accompanied by racial
and ethnic characteristics of the citizen voting age population of each district].)
Accordingly, the Supreme Court has held that race may be a factor in redistricting, and
strict scrutiny will not apply unless race is the sole or predominant factor. (See Bush v.
Vera, 517 U.S. 952, 958-959 (1996) [“[s]trict scrutiny does not apply merely because
redistricting is performed with consciousness of race.”].) While redistricting bodies may
consider race in a mix with other factors, it may not subordinate traditional redistricting
principles to racial considerations. (See Miller, supra, 515 U.S. at 916.)
Courts have examined several factors in determining whether race was the sole
or predominant factor behind a redistricting plan. Courts will deem relevant the extent
to which a redistricting body contemporaneously based its plan on traditional criteria
such as preserving neighborhoods and communities of interest, observing existing
boundaries such as natural, street and political boundaries, and geographic
compactness. (See Bethune-Hill v. Virginia State Bd. of Elections, 137 S.Ct. 788, 798799 (2017).) The shape of the district also may be a factor. (See Miller, supra, 515
U.S. at 913; see Shaw v. Reno, supra, 509 U.S. at 647 [“reapportionment is one area in
which appearances do matter”].) Courts may also look to testimony and other evidence
reflecting legislative motives. (See Miller, supra, 515 U.S. at 919; Bush, supra, 517 U.S.
at 962.)
Process Requirements
The City Charter provides that the Redistricting Commission shall seek public
input throughout the redistricting process. (Charter § 204(c).) The State Elections
Code also includes several provisions regarding local redistricting processes. These
State law provisions require holding public hearings regarding council district
boundaries, encouraging residents from underrepresented communities and nonEnglish speaking communities to participate in the redistricting public review process,
and receiving and maintaining testimony from the public. (See Cal. Elections Code §§
21627-21628.)
Conclusion
We have reviewed the Commission’s proposal under the legal criteria described
above. Our review is based on the information available to us, the justifications and
rationales presented in the record of the Commission’s proceedings as well as those
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Rules, Elections, and
Intergovernmental Relations
Committee 2020 Redistricting
Process Report Amendments

File No. 20-0668
RULES, ELECTIONS, AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS COMMITTEE
REPORT relative to the 2020 Redistricting Process.
Recommendations for Council action:
1. AUTHORIZE the Chief Legislative Analyst (CLA), with the assistance of the Information
Technology Agency, to review and recommend a software application to draw and analyze
proposed geographic boundaries.
2. INSTRUCT the CLA to coordinate formation of the City Council Redistricting Commission
and the Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) Redistricting Commission.
3. INSTRUCT the CLA to seek financial and other resources necessary from the LAUSD to
support the LAUSD Redistricting Commission and negotiate and report with any
documents necessary to receive these resources.
4. REQUEST the City Council Redistricting Commission and the LAUSD Redistricting
Commission to prepare and present budgets to support their work program.
5. INSTRUCT the City Clerk to provide necessary administrative support to the City Council
Redistricting Commission and the LAUSD Redistricting Commission.
6. INSTRUCT the Information Technology Agency with the CLA to prepare public outreach
and meeting capabilities.
7. INSTRUCT the CLA to report on the status of any County, State, or federal legislation or
administrative action that may affect the timing of completion of the Redistricting process.
Fiscal Impact Statement: None submitted by the CLA. The CAO has not completed a financial
analysis of this report.
Community Impact Statement: None submitted.
SUMMARY
At the meeting held on June 30, 2020, your Rules, Elections, and Intergovernmental Relations
Committee considered a CLA report relative to the 2020 Redistricting Process. The CLA
reports that the City Charter requires that district boundaries for the City Council and LAUSD
Board be redrawn every ten years following the decennial U.S. Census (Redistricting). With the
Census occurring on April 1, 2020, the Charter requires that Redistricting occur prior to the next
City elections in March 2022. This CLA’s report dated May 27, 2020, attached to the Council file,
outlines the actions necessary to form the Redistricting Commissions, past processes
implemented to develop Redistricting plans, deadlines to comply with Charter requirements
related to Redistricting, and other matters of concern. After an opportunity for public comment
was held, the Committee moved to approve the CLA’s recommendations, as detailed above.
This matter is now forwarded to the Council for its consideration.

Respectfully Submitted,
RULES, ELECTIONS, AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS COMMITTEE

MEMBER
VOTE
MARTINEZ:
YES
HARRIS-DAWSON: YES
WESSON:
YES
ME 6/30/20

-NOT OFFICIAL UNTIL COUNCIL ACTS-
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Mapping Protocols
All Line Drawing Decisions are Made in Public
The only maps that can be considered by the Commission for decision-making are those drawn
by the Commission in public, those submitted by staff, or those submitted by the public.
Any and all Maps to be considered by the Commission for decision-making must be designed
and submitted by:
1. Commission staff, who shall provide with each submitted Map a written statement describing
the nexus between the Map and specific findings, concerns, potential solutions articulated in Ad
Hoc Regional Groups, or
2. Members of the Public, including organizations.
Ad Hoc Regional Groups
The role and responsibilities of each Ad Hoc regional group is to review and assess information,
including data and Community-of- Interest testimony, to ultimately inform the production of a
regional report. The data to be reviewed by the Ad Hoc Groups include, but are not limited to:
1. Qualitative Data: public testimony (oral and written), Community-of-Interest dataset;
2. Quantitative Data: Census population and redistricting data, spatial boundaries
including transit routes, neighborhood council maps, geographic markers and boundaries,
municipal service areas, and other demographic data.
Each Ad Hoc Regional Group will review and assess relevant information through a series of
discussions to ultimately produce a written report identifying key contours of the region to be
integrated into the 2021 Redistricting Process. This will include:

• Reviewing relevant data, including qualitative, quantitative, and spatial analysis, as a region.
This should include assessing the relevance, importance, and legality of information to
ultimately inform public map drawing. This will include spatial analysis as a technical aid to
process information.

• Discussing and reviewing options for the region that reflect the insights and data points of the
city; e.g., forecasting a range of scenarios, including those preferred by public input and
those that existed in past maps, to assess how redistricting can comport to population shifts
and legal requirements, like the Voting Rights Act.

Composition and Staffing of the Ad Hoc Regional Groups

• To support the Commissioners, each meeting will include the Commission’s Executive

Director, Frank Cardenas, or his designate, and either Paul Mitchell or Sophia Garcia of the
Commission’s Mapping Consultant, Redistricting Partners.

• During the initial meeting of each Ad Hoc Regional Group city experts will also support

commissioners. The City’s demographer Dave Ely and a representative from the Office of
the City Attorney will provide support limited to an overview of legal considerations and
technical support. Any ongoing consultations will be limited to legal or technical matters.

Ad Hoc Integrity under the Brown Act

• No Commissioner shall participate in an Ad Hoc Regional Group other than her/his assigned
Group.

• Prior to the submission of all Ad Hoc Regional Group Reports to the full Commission, there
shall be no transmittal, sharing or release by any means of anything discussed in Ad Hoc
Regional Groups by:

• Commissioners,
• Commission Staff, or
• The Commission’s Mapping Consultant.
Ad Hoc Regional Group Outcomes
The work product from each Ad Hoc Regional Group will be a Report about the key
considerations for Redistricting in an oral presentation at a public Commission meeting on
September 9 by the Region’s leader. Each Report will include:
1.
A summary of key Community-of-Interest and Population and Demographic
considerations within the Region.
2.
An assessment of potential scenarios by which Regions can more closely reflect
the summary considerations above.
3.
The identification of potential inter-regional issues, especially those that may
arise with adjoining Regions.
4.
An outline of significant themes that may have City-wide redistricting
implications.
Formation of the Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Group
In advance of public line-drawing, the Commission will establish a new Ad Hoc Group, one
focused on inter-regional considerations. The composition of this new Ad Hoc Group will
include 6 Commissioners: one representative for each of the four Regions (to be selected by each
Region), Commission Chair Ali, and Commission Vice-Chair Diaz.
The new Ad Hoc Inter-Region Group will work to address the inter-regional issues and Citywide implications illuminated at the September 9th full Commission meeting.
The objective of this new Ad Hoc Inter-Region Group is to provide staff direction on potential
starting points for mapping that align the City's regions towards an integrated whole.
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Region 1 Ad Hoc Memo

To: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
From: Commissioner Valerie Lynne Shaw, Commissioner Rev. Eddie Anderson, Commissioner
Charisse Bremond, Commissioner Nam Le, Commissioner Miguel Martinez
Date: September 13, 2021
Re: Region 1 Summary of Principles
Background: These principles were developed during four Region 1 meetings. These principles
were developed by consulting written Community of Interest Testimonies submitted by the
public; public testimony given at various of the Commission’s public hearings; and publicly
submitted maps sent to the Commission. Region 1 encompasses Council Districts 8, 9, 10 and
15.

Principles:
Region 1’s main principles for developing the City Council District Map are as follows:
•

The overall work of the Commission should be grounded in the imperative to adopt
recommendations for district lines which comply with the Voting Rights Act, adhere to
the Charter requirement to keep communities and other well established communities of
interest intact to the extent feasible, and acknowledge the unique challenges presented by
the undercount.

•

The reduction of the split of Neighborhood Councils, LA Times-defined neighborhoods
and other well-established communities of interest boundaries is a significant
consideration.
o This is a common theme throughout the public testimonies, as individuals explain
the difficulty of working with multiple council members for their Neighborhood
Council efforts. This also aligns with the Fair Maps Act requirement of keeping
neighborhoods intact to the extent feasible.

Alternative #1:
•

Leave council districts 8, 9, 10 and 15 as they are, with the only change being the
consolidation of the Crenshaw Plaza into council district 8.

•

The above stated principle is subject to the Undercount Analysis Study that will be
received in October.

Alternative #2:
•

Reduce the number of districts representing Koreatown, with the southern portion of the
Wilshire-Koreatown Neighborhood Council remaining in Council District 10 from 6th
Street south.

•

Place a portion of Watts into council district 9.

•

Consolidate Crenshaw Plaza into council district 8.

•

The above stated principles are subject to the Undercount Analysis Study that will be
received in October.

Public Submitted Maps that motivated the above principles:
Map 42477
Principles met:
Leave council districts 8, 9, 10 and 15 as they are.

Public Submitted Maps that motivated the above principles:
Baptist Ministers Conference
Principles met:
Leave council districts 8, 9, 10 and 15 as they are.

Public Submitted Maps that motivated the above principles:
Women of Southern Christian Leadership Conference-Southern California
Principles met:
Leave council districts 8, 9, 10 and 15 mainly as they are.

Region 2 Ad Hoc Memo

To: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
From: Commissioner Richard Polanco, Commissioner Maria Brenes, Vice-Chair Sonja Diaz,
Commissioner Andrew Garsten, Commissioner Carlos Moreno
Date: September 13, 2021
Re: Region 2 Summary of Principles
Background: These principles were developed during five Region 2 meetings. These principles
were developed by consulting written Community of Interest Testimonies submitted by the
public; public testimony given at various of the Commission’s 17 public hearings; and publicly
submitted maps sent to the Commission. Region 2 encompasses Council Districts 1, 13 and 14.

Principles:
Region 2’s main principles for developing the City Council District Map are as follows:
•

The overall work of the Commission should be grounded in the imperative to adopt
recommendations for district lines which comply with the Voting Rights Act, adhere to
the Charter requirement to keep communities and other well-established communities of
interest intact to the extent feasible, and acknowledge the unique challenges presented by
the undercount.

•

The reduction of the split of Neighborhood Councils, LA Times-defined neighborhoods
and other well-established communities of interest boundaries is a significant but not
compelling consideration.
o This is a common theme throughout the public testimonies, as individuals explain
the difficulty of working with multiple council members for their Neighborhood
Council efforts. This also aligns with the Fair Maps Act requirement of keeping
neighborhoods intact to the extent possible.

•

The existing splits of Northeast LA neighborhood council areas, Glassell Park, Cypress
Park and Highland Park, should be reduced as much as possible.

•

The Region’s existing southern boundary of Washington Blvd. / 10 Freeway should be
retained.

•

Given the need for the Region as a whole to add significant population and the nature of
the City’s topography, the Region’s footprint must move west and/or north.

•

In recognition of public testimony and the historic relationships between the Lincoln
Heights, Boyle Heights and El Sereno communities, these Neighborhood Council areas
of these communities should be united in Council District 14 to the extent possible.

•

In recognition of the importance of Downtown to the Region and public testimony
concerning the importance of the historic relationship between Downtown and the
Eastside, particularly Boyle Heights, Downtown LA should remain as is in Council
District 14 to the extent possible.

•

Unify Koreatown into one district in a way that it allows the neighborhood to have
effective and fair representation, ultimately allowing the community to have a candidate
of choice
o The Commission has received an overwhelming amount of testimony requesting
Koreatown unification. The Commission has received both written and spoken
testimony from the Koreatown Unification Task Force and residents alike,
including a petition of over 4,500 signatures requesting Koreatown to be placed in
one council district. The Koreatown Task Force map should be used as a guide.

•

The above stated principles are subject to the Undercount Analysis Study that will be
received in October.

Region 3 Ad Hoc Memo
To: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
From: Chair Fred Ali, Commissioner Rocky Delgadillo, Commissioner Michele Prichard,
Commissioner Alexandra Suh
Date: September 13, 2021
Re: Region 3 Summary of Principles
Background: These principles were developed during five Region 3 meetings occurring on the
dates of August 23rd, August 25th, August 30th, August 31st and September 7th, 2021. These
principles were developed by consulting written Community of Interest Testimonies submitted
by the public; public testimony given at one of the Commission’s 17 public hearings; and
publicly submitted maps sent to the Commission. Region 3 encompasses Council Districts 4, 5,
and 11.

Principles:
Region 3’s main principles for developing the City Council District Map are as follows:
•

Unify Koreatown into one district in a way that it allows the neighborhood to have
effective and fair representation, ultimately allowing the community to have a candidate
of choice
o The Commission has received an overwhelming amount of testimony requesting
Koreatown unification. The Commission has received both written and spoken
testimony from the Koreatown Unification Task Force and residents alike,
including a petition of over 4,500 signatures requesting Koreatown to be placed in
one district – either Council District (CD) 4, CD 10, or CD 13. Using the
Koreatown task force map as a guide, the Commission should also consider an
extension of the taskforce map further south to encompass more of the Koreatown
community.

•

Keep beach cities together
o The coastal neighborhoods face unique challenges – as one resident put it, “being
an urban beach community is unique and the living conditions that brings is
separate to what the eastward communities of Los Angeles experience.” Another
member of the public explained, “the Coastal areas in particular are necessary to
remain intact because they fall under the jurisdiction of the California Coastal
Commission, which is committed to insuring coastal access for all, including
access, social justice and economic diversity in housing.” Maintaining one coastal
district that encapsulates Santa Monica and Marina Del Rey, will allow for a more
unified voice for similar communities.
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•

Unite the neighborhoods surrounding Beverly Hills
o Similar to the beach cities principles, the Commission should aim to unite the
neighborhoods surrounding Beverly Hills, allowing for the joining together of
similar community interests and communities. This includes the Jewish
community and institutions, which according to much testimony, remains located
in areas such as Pico Robertson, Fairfax, Beverlywood and the west end of
Hancock Park, and would like to stay together (Over 35 written comments
explaining this).

•

Address the population deviation from the ideal target average in both CDs 11 and 5 at
the Inter-Regional Ad Hoc meeting

•

Unify Palms into a single district

•

Have at least one district connect to the Valley over the hill

•

Give consideration to unifying as much of Tarzana, Encino and Sherman Oaks as feasible
o These neighborhoods share common identities and interests. As one individual
explains, Encino and Tarzana even share a library… therefore “Encino should
remain part of the Valley, considering our representation, interests from a wide
range of areas from education to parks to climate. All those things we share with
our neighbors in the Valley.” These areas have been mentioned numerous times
through testimony as sharing similar interests and identities.

•

Reduce the split of Neighborhood Councils and other well-established communities of
interest
o This is a common theme throughout the public testimonies, as individuals explain
the difficulty of working with multiple council members for their Neighborhood
Council efforts. This also aligns with the Los Angeles City Charter requirement of
keeping neighborhoods intact to the extent feasible.

•

The above stated principles are subject to the Undercount Analysis Study that will be
received in late September
o The overall work of the Commission should be grounded in the imperative to
adopt recommendations for district lines which comply with the Voting Rights
Act, adhere to the Charter requirement to keep neighborhoods and other wellestablished communities of interest intact to the extent feasible, and acknowledge
the unique challenges presented by the undercount.

•

Please note that no significance should be given to the order in which the principles are
listed above.
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Maps
Publicly Submitted Maps that reflect many of the above principles:

Map ID: 40749
Principles reflected:
Beach cities unified in one district
Connects Jewish communities
Connects Valley over the hill
Neighborhoods around Beverly Hills connected
Unites Encino and Sherman Oaks

Map ID: 42477
Principles reflected:
Beach cities unified in one district
Most of the neighborhoods around Beverly Hills
connected
One over-the-hill district
Keeps Encino, Tarzana and Sherman Oaks together
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Map ID: 38448

Principles reflected:
Beach cities unified in one district
Neighborhoods around Beverly Hills connected
Palms in one unified district
One district from the Valley into the city side

Koreatown Redistricting Task Force Map
Principles reflected:
Shows unified Koreatown
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Region 4 Ad Hoc Memo
To: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
From: Commissioner Elissa Barrett, Commissioner Denis Cagna, Vice Chair David Hyun,
Commissioner Richard Katz, Commissioner Tammy Membreno, Commissioner Wendy Mitchell
Date: September 13, 2021
Re: Region 4 Summary of Principles
Background: These principles were developed during four Region 4 meetings occurring on the
dates of August 23rd, August 26th, August 31st and September 10th, 2021. These principles were
developed by consulting written Community of Interest Testimonies submitted by the public;
public testimony given at one of the Commission’s 17 public hearings; and publicly submitted
maps sent to the Commission. Region 4 encompasses Council Districts 2, 3, 6, 7, 12.

Principles:
Region 4’s main principles for developing the City Council District Map are as follows:
● Enhance the representation of protected classes.
● Minimize the split of San Fernando Valley (“Valley”) Council Districts over “the
hill” with Mulholland Drive serving as a potential southern border and with the
understanding that one or more of Valley centered Districts may need to extend outside
the Valley via a transportation corridor, such as the 101 freeway.
o Many Valley communities expressed a strong interest in being paired with their
Valley counterparts. For example, there was repeated public testimony asking for
Tarzana, Sherman Oaks and Encino to be kept together because these
neighborhoods share common identities and interests.
● To the extent feasible, ensure that Neighborhood Councils (“NC’s”), neighborhoods
and major commercial corridors remain intact within a singular city council district
o The Commission heard from various members of the public about the need for
NC’s and communities of interest to coordinate with only one Councilmember in
order to ensure adequate access to social services and support for community
projects.
o This principle includes protecting commercial corridors that have been hit hard by
the pandemic and uplifts the need to assist the economic development of stressed
communities.

● Keep the neighborhoods that comprise the “media and entertainment” communities
(for example, Toluca Lake, Studio City, North Hollywood and Hollywood), together
in a single City Council District.
o These neighborhoods share similar industries, communities and commutes.
o As one member of the public explained in written testimony: “The Southeastern
Valley of CD 2 is full of members of the entertainment industry, containing both
the studios and the people who work there. Some commute into Hollywood
proper, but there are a number of post production companies in Studio City, North
Hollywood, and elsewhere.”
● Consider the environmental concerns that impact neighborhoods within the Valley,
but not at the expense of higher-ranking criteria, such as ensuring the voting rights of
protected classes.
o These environmental concerns include the needs of those impacted by fires,
environmental racism, air and water quality concerns and, trash and natural
resource management. For instance, many individuals from CD 6 and 7 cited
issues around air quality - ensuring that these voices are connected will allow for
their needs to be met more appropriately.
o This principle includes maintaining the Sepulveda Basin in one city council
district. As one individual testified, “the Sepulveda Basin should remain within
one council district to better serve those who live, work, and access this area. Like
other communities within the City of Los Angeles, the Basin's needs and uses are
different. Decisions made in this area have a totally different effect on daily
living, wildlife, and the vast recreation area.”

Maps: On the pages that follow, we provide a few examples of maps submitted by the public
that illustrate one or more of the above principles.

Map: ID 38439
Principles illustrated:
● Minimizing split of NCs,
neighborhoods and commercial
corridors
● Using Mulholland Drive as a
potential southern border
● Uniting some of a potential “media
and entertainment” areas over “the
hill” via the 101 Fwy

Map ID: 40749
Principles illustrated:
● Keeping NCs and neighborhoods
mainly intact to the extent possible
● Keeping “media and entertainment”
communities together in one District

Map ID: 39717
Principles illustrated:
● Keeping the neighborhoods of Sherman
Oaks, Encino and Tarzana together in a
single City Council District

Map ID: 44823
Principles illustrated:
● Using Mulholland Drive as southern
border for the Valley
● Minimizing splits over “the hill”
● Enhancing the voting power of protected
classes

Map ID: 44304
Principles illustrated:
● Keeping commercial corridors together
● Keeping the neighborhoods of Encino
and Sherman Oaks together

Appendix G:
Inter-Regional Ad-Hoc Report

Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Memo
To: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
From: Chair Fred Ali
Date: September 16, 2021
Re: Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Summary of Regional Concepts
Background: The Map Development Process - Regional and Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Groups
At the August 19, 2021 Special Meeting, the LACCRC approved Map Development Protocols.
The approved Protocols stated that the only maps that would be considered by the Commission
for decision making are those drawn by the Commission in public, those submitted by staff, or
those submitted by the public.
Pursuant to these protocols, the Chair appointed Commissioners to four Ad Hoc Regional
Groups:
●
●
●
●

Region 1 encompassed Council Districts 8, 9, 10, 15
Region 2 encompassed Council Districts 1, 13, and 14
Region 3 encompassed Council Districts 4, 5, and 11
Region 4 encompassed Council Districts 2, 3, 6, 7, and 12

The purpose of these Ad Hoc Regional groups was to review and assess information, including
data and Community of Interest testimony, to inform the production of regional reports. These
reports identified key regional contours, e.g., regional boundaries and connections, that could be
used to inform the map drawing process. At the Commission’s meeting on September 13, 2021,
each Regional Group presented the Commission and members of the public, a summary of
principles for the ultimate development of City Council Maps. This was followed by robust
Commission discussion on the proposed principles. The Regional Groups were then dissolved by
the Chair and pursuant to the approved Protocols, a new Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Group was
appointed. The Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Group was comprised of the four regional leaders, along
with the Chair and Vice-chairs, and met on September 14 and 15, 2021.
The Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Group was tasked with addressing inter-regional issues and their
City-wide implications, in order to develop overall regional concepts. These inter-regional
concepts will then provide the Commission’s mapping contractor, Redistricting Partners, and
Staff, direction for the development of starting point maps. To the maximum extent possible, the
starting point maps will draw from publicly supported maps. These starting maps will be
presented to the Commission and Public at the Commission meeting on September 20-21, 2021.
The objective of the September 20-21 Commission meeting is to give direction to Redistricting
Partners and Staff for the development of one or more draft City Council district maps that can
be presented to the Commission for approval at their September 29 meeting.
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Public hearings on draft maps will take place on October 6, 9, 13, and 16. The October 9 meeting
will focus on Voting Rights Act considerations, and will include presentations from external
experts. The Commission plans to adopt a final map at their meeting on October 21.

Starting Point Motions and Regional Concepts
The Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Group met on September 14 and 15, and agreed to present the full
Commission with four starting point motions at the September 20-21 Commission meeting. It is
anticipated that the Commission will adopt additional motions during this meeting that provide
direction for district map drawing. Those motions are:
● Motion 1: The Draft Maps will be grounded in the imperative that district lines comply
with the Voting Rights Act so that the protected classes have an equal opportunity to
elect candidates of their choice consistent with the Act.
● Motion 2: The Commission’s Draft Maps will adhere to the Los Angeles City Charter’s
requirement of keeping neighborhoods, Neighborhood Councils and communities of
interest intact to the extent feasible, while taking into consideration the impact of the
2020 Census undercount.
● Motion 3: The Commission will agree to a contiguous San Fernando Valley Region, with
one bridge district to the balance of the City.
● Motion 4: The Commission will agree to reduce the current Council District splits of
Koreatown.
By referencing the Regional Ad Hoc Group regional memos, community testimony and publicly
submitted maps, the Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Group also developed the following Inter-Regional
Concepts as potential map starting points for the September 20-21 Commission meeting.
Inter-Regional Concept 1:
● Use Mulholland Drive as the southern border for the San Fernando Valley region (Region
4), with one bridge district that could follow the 101 Freeway on the east.
● Retain the existing boundaries between Regions 1 and 2, by using Washington
Boulevard, Adams Boulevard, and the 10 Freeway as Region 2’s southern boundary.
● Region 2 could extend as far west as either Wilton Ave. or Western Ave. (placing
Koreatown in Region 2) or extend to the eastern border of Koreatown at Vermont Ave.
(Placing Koreatown in Region 1) allowing for placement of a unified Koreatown
community in Regions 1 or 2.
● Region 1’s boundaries do not change, keeping the regional divide between Region 3 and
Region 1 at La Brea Ave.
● Region 3 remains the same on the westside, using Mulholland Drive as its northern
border and will need to add population by moving either east or north.

2

Inter-Regional Concept 2:
● Use Mulholland Drive as the southern border for the San Fernando Valley Region
(Region 4) with one bridge district that could extend to the 5 Freeway on the east, placing
Griffith Park and at least part of Los Feliz in the Valley region.
● Koreatown could be split into two regions – Region 1 and 2.
● Region 3 remains the same with a northern border of Mulholland Drive and will need to
add population by moving either east or north.

These Inter-Regional concepts will be discussed at the Commission’s September 20-21, 2021
meeting.
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Appendix H:

Recommended City and District
Maps and Related Data

Draft K 2.5 Final

City of Los Angeles

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

2020 Census
Population
Deviation
Deviation %
Other
Other %
Latino
Latino %
Asian
Asian %
Black
Black %

01 02-OR-04
250,352 265,519
-10,456
4,711
-4.0%
1.8%
37,125 151,420
14.8%
57.0%
159,913
82,195
63.9%
31.0%
41,666
19,897
16.6%
7.5%
11,648
12,007
4.7%
4.5%

03 04-OR-02
251,355 254,743
-9,453
-6,065
-3.6%
-2.3%
178,540
75,334
71.0%
29.6%
38,718 136,649
15.4%
53.6%
22,081
31,311
8.8%
12.3%
12,016
11,449
4.8%
4.5%

05
275,219
14,411
5.5%
172,173
62.6%
36,840
13.4%
54,165
19.7%
12,041
4.4%

06
259,134
-1,674
-0.6%
46,991
18.1%
176,631
68.2%
27,194
10.5%
8,318
3.2%

07
261,719
911
0.3%
58,956
22.5%
179,453
68.6%
15,375
5.9%
7,935
3.0%

08
259,294
-1,514
-0.6%
19,596
7.6%
145,055
55.9%
7,208
2.8%
87,435
33.7%

09
255,399
-5,409
-2.1%
14,302
5.6%
199,886
78.3%
7,886
3.1%
33,325
13.0%

10
274,032
13,224
5.1%
45,175
16.5%
127,122
46.4%
49,191
18.0%
52,544
19.2%

11
274,578
13,770
5.3%
178,238
64.9%
49,149
17.9%
36,214
13.2%
10,977
4.0%

12
256,026
-4,782
-1.8%
120,161
46.9%
74,529
29.1%
50,307
19.6%
11,029
4.3%

13
250,030
-10,778
-4.1%
96,505
38.6%
104,686
41.9%
37,931
15.2%
10,908
4.4%

14
259,808
-1,000
-0.4%
51,299
19.7%
158,345
60.9%
35,240
13.6%
14,924
5.7%

15
264,907
4,099
1.6%
46,800
17.7%
167,074
63.1%
18,868
7.1%
32,165
12.1%

05

06

07

08

09

10

11

12

13

14

15

Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP)
01 02-OR-04

03 04-OR-02

Total CVAP

132,611

183,311

179,080

152,234

194,576

132,526

151,461

146,311

103,330

153,406

197,601

187,626

168,404

153,660

147,526

Other CVAP

27,263

118,967

134,229

59,883

129,294

31,479

45,554

8,672

8,287

27,337

134,749

100,905

75,029

32,894

36,993

Other CVAP %

20.6%

64.9%

75.0%

39.3%

66.4%

23.8%

30.1%

5.9%

8.0%

17.8%

68.2%

53.8%

44.6%

21.4%

25.1%

Latino CVAP

67,410

41,970

23,421

61,975

22,568

78,110

89,354

58,121

66,107

50,204

29,673

43,129

57,747

84,854

75,595

Latino CVAP %

50.8%

22.9%

13.1%

40.7%

11.6%

58.9%

59.0%

39.7%

64.0%

32.7%

15.0%

23.0%

34.3%

55.2%

51.2%

Asian CVAP

28,189

12,752

12,063

21,034

32,384

16,780

10,293

2,998

3,372

26,607

23,290

33,493

26,371

25,195

11,784

Asian CVAP %

21.3%

7.0%

6.7%

13.8%

16.6%

12.7%

6.8%

2.0%

3.3%

17.3%

11.8%

17.9%

15.7%

16.4%

8.0%

Black CVAP

9,749

9,623

9,368

9,343

10,330

6,158

6,260

76,520

25,565

49,258

9,889

10,099

9,256

10,717

23,154

Black CVAP %

7.4%

5.2%

5.2%

6.1%

5.3%

4.6%

4.1%

52.3%

24.7%

32.1%

5.0%

5.4%

5.5%

7.0%

15.7%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

District 01

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
250,352 -10,456
-4.0%
37,125

Other %
14.8%

Latino
159,913

Latino %
63.9%

Asian
41,666

Asian %
16.6%

Black
11,648

Black %
4.7%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
132,611
27,263
20.6%
67,410
50.8%
28,189
21.3%
9,749
7.4%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

02-OR-04

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
265,519
4,711
1.8%
151,420

Other %
57.0%

Latino
82,195

Latino %
31.0%

Asian
19,897

Asian %
7.5%

Black
12,007

Black %
4.5%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
183,311
118,967
64.9%
41,970
22.9%
12,752
7.0%
9,623
5.2%

City of Los Angeles
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District 03

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
251,355
-9,453
-3.6%
178,540

Other %
71.0%

Latino
38,718

Latino %
15.4%

Asian
22,081

Asian %
8.8%

Black
12,016

Black %
4.8%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
179,080
134,229
75.0%
23,421
13.1%
12,063
6.7%
9,368
5.2%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

04-OR-02

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
254,743 -6,065
-2.3%
75,334

Other %
29.6%

Latino
136,649

Latino %
53.6%

Asian
31,311

Asian %
12.3%

Black
11,449

Black %
4.5%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
152,234
59,883
39.3%
61,975
40.7%
21,034
13.8%
9,343
6.1%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

District 05

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
275,219
14,411
5.5%
172,173

Other %
62.6%

Latino
36,840

Latino %
13.4%

Asian
54,165

Asian %
19.7%

Black
12,041

Black %
4.4%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
194,576
129,294
66.4%
22,568
11.6%
32,384
16.6%
10,330
5.3%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

District 06

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
259,134
-1,674
-0.6%
46,991

Other %
18.1%

Latino
176,631

Latino %
68.2%

Asian
27,194

Asian %
10.5%

Black
8,318

Black %
3.2%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
132,526
31,479
23.8%
78,110
58.9%
16,780
12.7%
6,158
4.6%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

District 07

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
261,719
911
0.3%
58,956

Other %
22.5%

Latino
179,453

Latino %
68.6%

Asian
15,375

Asian %
5.9%

Black
7,935

Black %
3.0%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
151,461
45,554
30.1%
89,354
59.0%
10,293
6.8%
6,260
4.1%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

District 08

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
259,294
-1,514
-0.6%
19,596

Other %
7.6%

Latino
145,055

Latino %
55.9%

Asian
7,208

Asian %
2.8%

Black
87,435

Black %
33.7%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
146,311
8,672
5.9%
58,121
39.7%
2,998
2.0%
76,520
52.3%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

District 09

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
255,399 -5,409
-2.1%
14,302

Other %
5.6%

Latino
199,886

Latino %
78.3%

Asian
7,886

Asian %
3.1%

Black
33,325

Black %
13.0%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
103,330
8,287
8.0%
66,107
64.0%
3,372
3.3%
25,565
24.7%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

District 10

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
274,032 13,224
5.1%
45,175

Other %
16.5%

Latino
127,122

Latino %
46.4%

Asian
49,191

Asian %
18.0%

Black
52,544

Black %
19.2%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
153,406
27,337
17.8%
50,204
32.7%
26,607
17.3%
49,258
32.1%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

District 11

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
274,578 13,770
5.3%
178,238

Other %
64.9%

Latino
49,149

Latino %
17.9%

Asian
36,214

Asian %
13.2%

Black
10,977

Black %
4.0%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
197,601
134,749
68.2%
29,673
15.0%
23,290
11.8%
9,889
5.0%

City of Los Angeles
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District 12

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
256,026 -4,782
-1.8%
120,161

Other %
46.9%

Latino
74,529

Latino %
29.1%

Asian
50,307

Asian %
19.6%

Black
11,029

Black %
4.3%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
187,626
100,905
53.8%
43,129
23.0%
33,493
17.9%
10,099
5.4%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

District 13

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
250,030 -10,778
-4.1%
96,505

Other %
38.6%

Latino
104,686

Latino %
41.9%

Asian
37,931

Asian %
15.2%

Black
10,908

Black %
4.4%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
168,404
75,029
44.6%
57,747
34.3%
26,371
15.7%
9,256
5.5%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

District 14

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
259,808 -1,000
-0.4%
51,299

Other %
19.7%

Latino
158,345

Latino %
60.9%

Asian
35,240

Asian %
13.6%

Black
14,924

Black %
5.7%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
153,660
32,894
21.4%
84,854
55.2%
25,195
16.4%
10,717
7.0%

City of Los Angeles
Draft K 2.5 Final

District 15

2020 Census

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Other %

Latino %

Asian %

Black %

Citizen Voting Age Population

Population Deviation Deviation % Other
264,907 4,099
1.6%
46,800

Other %
17.7%

Latino
167,074

Latino %
63.1%

Asian
18,868

Asian %
7.1%

Black
32,165

Black %
12.1%

Total CVAP Other CVAP Other CVAP % Latino CVAP Latino CVAP % Asian CVAP Asian CVAP % Black CVAP Black CVAP %
147,526
36,993
25.1%
75,595
51.2%
11,784
8.0%
23,154
15.7%

Appendix I:

Neighborhood Council
and Community Splits

User:
Plan Name: la city k 2_5 final
Plan Type:

Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
7:23 AM

Friday, October 22, 2021
2011 Lines

District

PPA_Populatio
n

%

1 - Gilbert Cedillo

01

230,363

95.3

1 - Gilbert Cedillo

08

0

0.0

1 - Gilbert Cedillo

09

1

0.0

1 - Gilbert Cedillo

10

3,954

1.6

1 - Gilbert Cedillo

13

46

0.0

1 - Gilbert Cedillo

14

7,378

3.1

10 - Mark Ridley-Thomas 01

3

0.0

10 - Mark Ridley-Thomas 05

256

0.1

10 - Mark Ridley-Thomas 08

642

0.3

10 - Mark Ridley-Thomas 10

257,195

99.6

10 - Mark Ridley-Thomas 13

94

0.0

11 - Mike Bonin

03

9

0.0

11 - Mike Bonin

05

6

0.0

11 - Mike Bonin

08

7,003

2.6

11 - Mike Bonin

11

263,069

97.4

12 - John Lee

03

0

0.0

12 - John Lee

04-OR-02

17,590

6.4

12 - John Lee

06

1

0.0

12 - John Lee

07

5

0.0

12 - John Lee

12

256,006

93.6
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
2011 Lines

District

13 - Mitch O'Farrell

01

13 - Mitch O'Farrell

02-OR-04

13 - Mitch O'Farrell

PPA_Populatio
n

la city k 2_5 final

%

12,530

5.3

3

0.0

10

11,487

4.9

13 - Mitch O'Farrell

13

211,251

89.8

14 - Kevin de Le?n

01

7,431

2.8

14 - Kevin de Le?n

09

0

0.0

14 - Kevin de Le?n

13

3,475

1.3

14 - Kevin de Le?n

14

252,304

95.9

15 - Joe Buscaino

08

16

0.0

15 - Joe Buscaino

15

257,912

100.0

2 - Paul Krekorian

02-OR-04

182,706

68.9

2 - Paul Krekorian

03

25,413

9.6

2 - Paul Krekorian

05

0

0.0

2 - Paul Krekorian

06

56,576

21.3

2 - Paul Krekorian

07

366

0.1

3 - Bob Blumenfield

03

111,269

40.3

3 - Bob Blumenfield

04-OR-02

165,136

59.7

3 - Bob Blumenfield

11

0

0.0

3 - Bob Blumenfield

12

0

0.0

4 - Nithya Raman

02-OR-04

81,137

31.1

4 - Nithya Raman

03

77,910

29.9

4 - Nithya Raman

04-OR-02

0

0.0

4 - Nithya Raman

05

65,987

25.3

4 - Nithya Raman

10

1,289

0.5
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2011 Lines

District

PPA_Populatio
n

4 - Nithya Raman

13

34,199

13.1

5 - Paul Koretz

03

36,753

13.7

5 - Paul Koretz

04-OR-02

10,143

3.8

5 - Paul Koretz

05

208,756

78.0

5 - Paul Koretz

10

100

0.0

5 - Paul Koretz

11

11,002

4.1

5 - Paul Koretz

13

750

0.3

6 - Nury Martinez

02-OR-04

1,673

0.6

6 - Nury Martinez

03

0

0.0

6 - Nury Martinez

04-OR-02

61,874

23.7

6 - Nury Martinez

06

197,706

75.7

6 - Nury Martinez

07

8

0.0

6 - Nury Martinez

12

0

0.0

7 - Monica Rodriguez

06

4,852

1.8

7 - Monica Rodriguez

07

261,331

98.2

7 - Monica Rodriguez

12

17

0.0

8 - Marqueece HarrisDawson

01

1

0.0

8 - Marqueece HarrisDawson

08

250,843

97.4

8 - Marqueece HarrisDawson

09

98

0.0

8 - Marqueece HarrisDawson

10

7

0.0

8 - Marqueece HarrisDawson

15

6,622

2.6

la city k 2_5 final

%
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2011 Lines

District

PPA_Populatio
n

9 - Curren D. Price Jr.

01

23

0.0

9 - Curren D. Price Jr.

08

603

0.2

9 - Curren D. Price Jr.

09

255,299

99.7

9 - Curren D. Price Jr.

14

87

0.0

la city k 2_5 final

%
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2011 Lines

la city k 2_5 final

-- Listed by District
PPA_Populatio
n

%

230,363

95.3

3

0.0

13 - Mitch O'Farrell (part)

12,530

5.3

14 - Kevin de Le?n (part)

7,431

2.8

1

0.0

23

0.0

District 01
1 - Gilbert Cedillo (part)
10 - Mark Ridley-Thomas (part)

8 - Marqueece Harris-Dawson
(part)
9 - Curren D. Price Jr. (part)
District 01 Totals

250,351

District 02-OR-04
13 - Mitch O'Farrell (part)

3

0.0

2 - Paul Krekorian (part)

182,706

68.9

4 - Nithya Raman (part)

81,137

31.1

6 - Nury Martinez (part)

1,673

0.6

District 02-OR-04 Totals

265,519
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PPA_Populatio
n

%

11 - Mike Bonin (part)

9

0.0

12 - John Lee (part)

0

0.0

25,413

9.6

111,269

40.3

4 - Nithya Raman (part)

77,910

29.9

5 - Paul Koretz (part)

36,753

13.7

0

0.0

la city k 2_5 final

District 03

2 - Paul Krekorian (part)
3 - Bob Blumenfield (part)

6 - Nury Martinez (part)
District 03 Totals

251,354

District 04-OR-02
12 - John Lee (part)

17,590

6.4

165,136

59.7

0

0.0

5 - Paul Koretz (part)

10,143

3.8

6 - Nury Martinez (part)

61,874

23.7

3 - Bob Blumenfield (part)
4 - Nithya Raman (part)

District 04-OR-02 Totals

254,743

District 05
10 - Mark Ridley-Thomas (part)

256

0.1

11 - Mike Bonin (part)

6

0.0

2 - Paul Krekorian (part)

0

0.0

4 - Nithya Raman (part)

65,987

25.3

208,756

78.0

5 - Paul Koretz (part)
District 05 Totals

275,005
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PPA_Populatio
n

la city k 2_5 final

%

District 06
12 - John Lee (part)

1

0.0

2 - Paul Krekorian (part)

56,576

21.3

6 - Nury Martinez (part)

197,706

75.7

4,852

1.8

7 - Monica Rodriguez (part)
District 06 Totals

259,135

District 07
12 - John Lee (part)

5

0.0

2 - Paul Krekorian (part)

366

0.1

6 - Nury Martinez (part)

8

0.0

261,331

98.2

7 - Monica Rodriguez (part)
District 07 Totals

261,710

District 08
1 - Gilbert Cedillo (part)
10 - Mark Ridley-Thomas (part)
11 - Mike Bonin (part)
15 - Joe Buscaino (part)
8 - Marqueece Harris-Dawson
(part)
9 - Curren D. Price Jr. (part)
District 08 Totals

0

0.0

642

0.3

7,003

2.6

16

0.0

250,843

97.4

603

0.2

259,107
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PPA_Populatio
n

%

1 - Gilbert Cedillo (part)

1

0.0

14 - Kevin de Le?n (part)

0

0.0

98

0.0

255,299

99.7

la city k 2_5 final

District 09

8 - Marqueece Harris-Dawson
(part)
9 - Curren D. Price Jr. (part)
District 09 Totals

255,398

District 10
1 - Gilbert Cedillo (part)
10 - Mark Ridley-Thomas (part)
13 - Mitch O'Farrell (part)
4 - Nithya Raman (part)
5 - Paul Koretz (part)
8 - Marqueece Harris-Dawson
(part)
District 10 Totals

3,954

1.6

257,195

99.6

11,487

4.9

1,289

0.5

100

0.0

7

0.0

274,032

District 11
11 - Mike Bonin (part)
3 - Bob Blumenfield (part)
5 - Paul Koretz (part)
District 11 Totals

263,069

97.4

0

0.0

11,002

4.1

274,071
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PPA_Populatio
n

%

la city k 2_5 final

District 12
12 - John Lee (part)

256,006

93.6

3 - Bob Blumenfield (part)

0

0.0

6 - Nury Martinez (part)

0

0.0

17

0.0

7 - Monica Rodriguez (part)
District 12 Totals

256,023

District 13
1 - Gilbert Cedillo (part)

46

0.0

10 - Mark Ridley-Thomas (part)

94

0.0

211,251

89.8

14 - Kevin de Le?n (part)

3,475

1.3

4 - Nithya Raman (part)

34,199

13.1

750

0.3

13 - Mitch O'Farrell (part)

5 - Paul Koretz (part)
District 13 Totals

249,815

District 14
1 - Gilbert Cedillo (part)
14 - Kevin de Le?n (part)
9 - Curren D. Price Jr. (part)
District 14 Totals

7,378

3.1

252,304

95.9

87

0.0

259,769
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PPA_Populatio
n

%

257,912

100.0

6,622

2.6

la city k 2_5 final

District 15
15 - Joe Buscaino (part)
8 - Marqueece Harris-Dawson
(part)
District 15 Totals

264,534
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la city k 2_5 final

Summary Statistics
Number of 2011 Lines not split

0

Number of 2011 Lines split

15

Number of 2011 Lines split in 2

1

Number of 2011 Lines split in 3

1

Number of 2011 Lines split in 4

5

Number of 2011 Lines split in 5

4

Number of 2011 Lines split in 6

4

Total number of splits

69
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User:
Plan Name: la city k 2_5 final
Plan Type:

Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Friday, October 22, 2021

6:59 AM

Adjusted
Neighborhood_Councils

District

PPA_Populatio
n

%

ARLETA NC

06

34,063

100.0

ARROYO SECO NC

01

15,526

81.4

ARROYO SECO NC

14

3,539

18.6

ATWATER VILLAGE NC

02-OR-04

0

0.0

ATWATER VILLAGE NC

13

13,521

100.0

BEL AIR BEVERLY CREST
NC

02-OR-04

8,192

31.2

BEL AIR BEVERLY CREST
NC

05

18,105

68.9

BOYLE HEIGHTS NC

14

86,833

100.0

Brentwood

11

33,911

100.0

CANOGA PARK NC

04-OR-02

53,401

100.0

CENTRAL ALAMEDA NC

09

30,971

100.0

CENTRAL HOLLYWOOD
NC

13

18,352

100.0

CENTRAL SAN PEDRO NC 15

29,126

100.0

CHATSWORTH NC

12

35,786

100.0

COASTAL SAN PEDRO NC 15

28,494

100.0

COMMUNITY AND
NEIGHBORS FOR NINTH
DISTRI

09

47,010

100.0

DEL REY NC

11

32,811

100.0
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Adjusted
Neighborhood_Councils

District

PPA_Populatio
n

DOWNTOWN LOS
ANGELES

01

5,000

8.3

DOWNTOWN LOS
ANGELES

09

806

1.3

DOWNTOWN LOS
ANGELES

14

54,394

90.4

EAGLE ROCK NC

01

1,806

6.2

EAGLE ROCK NC

14

27,335

93.8

EAST HOLLYWOOD NC

13

41,718

100.0

ECHO PARK NC

01

11,610

28.5

ECHO PARK NC

13

29,138

71.5

ELYSIAN VALLEY
RIVERSIDE NC

13

6,117

100.0

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS CENTRAL
AREA NDC

08

44,652

100.0

EMPOWERMENT
01
CONGRESS NORTH AREA
NDC

5,006

6.6

EMPOWERMENT
08
CONGRESS NORTH AREA
NDC

54,697

71.6

EMPOWERMENT
09
CONGRESS NORTH AREA
NDC

16,647

21.8

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS SOUTHEAST
AREA NDC

08

60,073

76.1

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS SOUTHEAST

09

16,501

20.9

la city k 2_5 final

%
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Adjusted
Neighborhood_Councils

District

PPA_Populatio
n

la city k 2_5 final

%

AREA NDC
EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS SOUTHEAST
AREA NDC

15

2,419

3.1

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS SOUTHWEST
AREA NDC

08

29,405

100.0

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS WEST AREA
NDC

08

5,988

15.3

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS WEST AREA
NDC

10

33,045

84.7

ENCINO NC

03

36,747

78.2

ENCINO NC

04-OR-02

10,261

21.8

FOOTHILL TRAILS
DISTRICT NC

06

141

0.6

FOOTHILL TRAILS
DISTRICT NC

07

22,133

99.4

GLASSELL PARK NC

01

12,707

58.7

GLASSELL PARK NC

13

8,941

41.3

GRANADA HILLS NORTH
NC

12

25,934

100.0

GRANADA HILLS SOUTH
NC

12

36,855

100.0

GREATER CYPRESS PARK
NC

01

12,908

100.0

GREATER TOLUCA LAKE
NC

02-OR-04

13,190

100.0
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Adjusted
Neighborhood_Councils

District

GREATER VALLEY GLEN
COUNCIL

02-OR-04

47,647

100.0

GREATER WILSHIRE NC

05

42,676

87.8

GREATER WILSHIRE NC

13

5,936

12.2

HARBOR CITY NC

15

25,547

100.0

HARBOR GATEWAY
NORTH NC

08

3,327

9.3

HARBOR GATEWAY
NORTH NC

15

32,467

90.7

HARBOR GATEWAY
SOUTH NC

15

23,069

100.0

HERMON NC

14

2,992

100.0

HISTORIC CULTURAL NC

14

8,347

100.0

HISTORIC CULTURAL
NORTH NC

01

14,949

92.8

HISTORIC CULTURAL
NORTH NC

14

1,154

7.2

HISTORIC HIGHLAND
PARK NC

01

28,113

55.8

HISTORIC HIGHLAND
PARK NC

14

22,293

44.2

HOLLYWOOD HILLS WEST 02-OR-04
NC

18,991

45.1

HOLLYWOOD HILLS WEST 13
NC

23,143

54.9

HOLLYWOOD STUDIO
DISTRICT NC

27,348

100.0

12,418

60.6

13

HOLLYWOOD UNITED NC 02-OR-04

PPA_Populatio
n

la city k 2_5 final

%
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Adjusted
Neighborhood_Councils

District

HOLLYWOOD UNITED NC 13

PPA_Populatio
n

la city k 2_5 final

%

8,060

39.4

LA 32 NC

14

43,475

100.0

LAKE BALBOA NC

03

0

0.0

LAKE BALBOA NC

04-OR-02

43,005

100.0

LAKE BALBOA NC

06

0

0.0

LINCOLN HEIGHTS NC

01

20,043

68.1

LINCOLN HEIGHTS NC

14

9,407

31.9

LOS FELIZ NC

02-OR-04

24,779

75.5

LOS FELIZ NC

13

8,040

24.5

MACARTHUR PARK NC

01

26,059

88.7

MACARTHUR PARK NC

10

3,307

11.3

MAR VISTA CC

11

51,000

100.0

MID CITY NC

10

27,240

100.0

MID CITY WEST CC

05

60,597

100.0

MISSION HILLS NC

07

23,402

100.0

NC VALLEY VILLAGE

02-OR-04

0

0.0

NC VALLEY VILLAGE

03

27,173

100.0

NC WESTCHESTER PLAYA 08

7,114

10.7

NC WESTCHESTER PLAYA 11

59,555

89.3

NOHO NC

02-OR-04

52,293

100.0

NOHO WEST NC

02-OR-04

20,634

100.0

NORTH HILLS EAST

06

26,084

63.7

NORTH HILLS EAST

07

14,871

36.3

NORTH HILLS WEST NC

12

13,411

100.0
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Adjusted
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District

NORTH HOLLYWOOD
NORTHEAST NC

02-OR-04

24,964

49.9

NORTH HOLLYWOOD
NORTHEAST NC

06

25,057

50.1

NORTH WESTWOOD NC

05

32,551

100.0

NORTHRIDGE EAST

12

27,547

100.0

3,564

11.1

NORTHRIDGE SOUTH NC 12

28,552

88.9

NORTHRIDGE WEST

12

22,974

100.0

NORTHWEST SAN PEDRO 15
NC

22,013

100.0

OLYMPIC PARK NC

10

18,013

100.0

Pacific Palisades

11

24,896

100.0

PACOIMA NC

07

73,607

100.0

PALMS NC

05

27,822

100.0

PANORAMA CITY NC

02-OR-04

1,672

2.5

PANORAMA CITY NC

06

65,920

97.5

PARK MESA HEIGHTS CC

08

38,003

100.0

PICO NC

05

3,280

14.4

PICO NC

10

19,558

85.6

PICO UNION NC

01

37,606

95.6

PICO UNION NC

10

1,752

4.5

PORTER RANCH NC

12

25,180

100.0

RAMPART VILLAGE NC

01

9,086

39.1

RAMPART VILLAGE NC

10

490

2.1

NORTHRIDGE SOUTH NC 04-OR-02

PPA_Populatio
n

la city k 2_5 final

%
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Adjusted
Neighborhood_Councils

District

PPA_Populatio
n

RAMPART VILLAGE NC

13

13,659

58.8

RESEDA NC

04-OR-02

70,860

100.0

SHERMAN OAKS NC

03

68,929

100.0

SHERMAN OAKS NC

04-OR-02

0

0.0

SILVER LAKE NC

02-OR-04

3,459

10.7

SILVER LAKE NC

13

28,839

89.3

SOUTH CENTRAL NC

09

43,150

100.0

SOUTH ROBERTSON NC

05

31,656

73.8

SOUTH ROBERTSON NC

10

11,255

26.2

STUDIO CITY NC

02-OR-04

37,280

100.0

SUN VALLEY AREA NC

06

47,727

100.0

SUNLAND TUJUNGA NC

07

44,158

100.0

SYLMAR NC

07

83,219

100.0

TARZANA NC

03

37,202

100.0

UNITED
NEIGHBORHOODS OF
THE HISTORIC ARL

10

50,995

100.0

VAN NUYS NC

03

7,231

8.4

VAN NUYS NC

04-OR-02

18,751

21.8

VAN NUYS NC

06

60,142

69.8

VENICE NC

11

38,460

100.0

VOICES OF 90037

09

47,815

100.0

WATTS NC

08

8,966

17.4

WATTS NC

15

42,726

82.7

WEST ADAMS NC

10

26,118

100.0

la city k 2_5 final

%
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Adjusted
Neighborhood_Councils

District

PPA_Populatio
n

WEST HILLS NC

12

39,787

100.0

WEST LOS ANGELES NC

11

33,938

100.0

WESTLAKE NORTH NC

01

22,402

90.7

WESTLAKE NORTH NC

13

2,297

9.3

WESTLAKE SOUTH NC

01

22,520

100.0

WESTSIDE NC

05

34,033

100.0

WESTWOOD NC

05

24,499

100.0

WILMINGTON NC

15

51,849

100.0

WILSHIRE CENTER
KOREATOWN NC

10

82,259

84.9

WILSHIRE CENTER
KOREATOWN NC

13

14,672

15.1

WINNETKA NC

04-OR-02

48,702

100.0

WOODLAND HILLS
WARNER CENTER NC

03

74,073

92.3

WOODLAND HILLS
WARNER CENTER NC

04-OR-02

6,199

7.7

ZAPATA KING NC

09

52,499

100.0

la city k 2_5 final

%
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Adjusted
Neighborhood_Councils

la city k 2_5 final

-- Listed by District
PPA_Populatio
n

%

15,526

81.4

DOWNTOWN LOS ANGELES
(part)

5,000

8.3

EAGLE ROCK NC (part)

1,806

6.2

ECHO PARK NC (part)

11,610

28.5

5,006

6.6

District 01
ARROYO SECO NC (part)

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
NORTH AREA NDC (part)
GLASSELL PARK NC (part)

12,707

58.7

GREATER CYPRESS PARK NC

12,908

100.0

HISTORIC CULTURAL NORTH NC
(part)

14,949

92.8

HISTORIC HIGHLAND PARK NC
(part)

28,113

55.8

LINCOLN HEIGHTS NC (part)

20,043

68.1

MACARTHUR PARK NC (part)

26,059

88.7

PICO UNION NC (part)

37,606

95.6

RAMPART VILLAGE NC (part)

9,086

39.1

WESTLAKE NORTH NC (part)

22,402

90.7

WESTLAKE SOUTH NC

22,520

100.0

District 01 Totals

245,341
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PPA_Populatio
n

la city k 2_5 final

%

District 02-OR-04
ATWATER VILLAGE NC (part)

0

0.0

BEL AIR BEVERLY CREST NC
(part)

8,192

31.2

GREATER TOLUCA LAKE NC

13,190

100.0

GREATER VALLEY GLEN
COUNCIL

47,647

100.0

HOLLYWOOD HILLS WEST NC
(part)

18,991

45.1

HOLLYWOOD UNITED NC (part)

12,418

60.6

LOS FELIZ NC (part)

24,779

75.5

0

0.0

NOHO NC

52,293

100.0

NOHO WEST NC

20,634

100.0

NORTH HOLLYWOOD
NORTHEAST NC (part)

24,964

49.9

NC VALLEY VILLAGE (part)

PANORAMA CITY NC (part)

1,672

2.5

SILVER LAKE NC (part)

3,459

10.7

37,280

100.0

STUDIO CITY NC
District 02-OR-04 Totals

265,519

Page 10 of 20
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PPA_Populatio
n

%

36,747

78.2

0

0.0

NC VALLEY VILLAGE (part)

27,173

100.0

SHERMAN OAKS NC (part)

68,929

100.0

TARZANA NC

37,202

100.0

7,231

8.4

74,073

92.3

la city k 2_5 final

District 03
ENCINO NC (part)
LAKE BALBOA NC (part)

VAN NUYS NC (part)
WOODLAND HILLS WARNER
CENTER NC (part)
District 03 Totals

251,355

District 04-OR-02
CANOGA PARK NC

53,401

ENCINO NC (part)

10,261

21.8

LAKE BALBOA NC (part)

43,005

100.0

3,564

11.1

70,860

100.0

NORTHRIDGE SOUTH NC (part)
RESEDA NC
SHERMAN OAKS NC (part)

100.0

0

0.0

VAN NUYS NC (part)

18,751

21.8

WINNETKA NC

48,702

100.0

6,199

7.7

WOODLAND HILLS WARNER
CENTER NC (part)
District 04-OR-02 Totals

254,743
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PPA_Populatio
n

%

BEL AIR BEVERLY CREST NC
(part)

18,105

68.9

GREATER WILSHIRE NC (part)

42,676

87.8

MID CITY WEST CC

60,597

100.0

NORTH WESTWOOD NC

32,551

100.0

PALMS NC

27,822

100.0

3,280

14.4

SOUTH ROBERTSON NC (part)

31,656

73.8

WESTSIDE NC

34,033

100.0

WESTWOOD NC

24,499

100.0

la city k 2_5 final

District 05

PICO NC (part)

District 05 Totals

275,219

District 06
ARLETA NC

34,063

100.0

141

0.6

0

0.0

NORTH HILLS EAST (part)

26,084

63.7

NORTH HOLLYWOOD
NORTHEAST NC (part)

25,057

50.1

PANORAMA CITY NC (part)

65,920

97.5

SUN VALLEY AREA NC

47,727

100.0

VAN NUYS NC (part)

60,142

69.8

FOOTHILL TRAILS DISTRICT NC
(part)
LAKE BALBOA NC (part)

District 06 Totals

259,134
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
PPA_Populatio
n

%

FOOTHILL TRAILS DISTRICT NC
(part)

22,133

99.4

MISSION HILLS NC

23,402

100.0

NORTH HILLS EAST (part)

14,871

36.3

PACOIMA NC

73,607

100.0

SUNLAND TUJUNGA NC

44,158

100.0

SYLMAR NC

83,219

100.0

la city k 2_5 final

District 07

District 07 Totals

261,390

District 08
EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
CENTRAL AREA NDC

44,652

100.0

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
NORTH AREA NDC (part)

54,697

71.6

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
SOUTHEAST AREA NDC (part)

60,073

76.1

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
SOUTHWEST AREA NDC

29,405

100.0

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
WEST AREA NDC (part)

5,988

15.3

HARBOR GATEWAY NORTH NC
(part)

3,327

9.3

NC WESTCHESTER PLAYA (part)
PARK MESA HEIGHTS CC
WATTS NC (part)
District 08 Totals

7,114

10.7

38,003

100.0

8,966

17.4

252,225
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
PPA_Populatio
n

%

CENTRAL ALAMEDA NC

30,971

100.0

COMMUNITY AND NEIGHBORS
FOR NINTH DISTRI

47,010

100.0

DOWNTOWN LOS ANGELES
(part)

806

1.3

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
NORTH AREA NDC (part)

16,647

21.8

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
SOUTHEAST AREA NDC (part)

16,501

20.9

SOUTH CENTRAL NC

43,150

100.0

VOICES OF 90037

47,815

100.0

ZAPATA KING NC

52,499

100.0

la city k 2_5 final

District 09

District 09 Totals

255,399
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
PPA_Populatio
n

%

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
WEST AREA NDC (part)

33,045

84.7

MACARTHUR PARK NC (part)

3,307

11.3

MID CITY NC

27,240

100.0

OLYMPIC PARK NC

18,013

100.0

PICO NC (part)

19,558

85.6

1,752

4.5

490

2.1

SOUTH ROBERTSON NC (part)

11,255

26.2

UNITED NEIGHBORHOODS OF
THE HISTORIC ARL

50,995

100.0

WEST ADAMS NC

26,118

100.0

WILSHIRE CENTER KOREATOWN
NC (part)

82,259

84.9

la city k 2_5 final

District 10

PICO UNION NC (part)
RAMPART VILLAGE NC (part)

District 10 Totals

274,032

District 11
Brentwood

33,911

100.0

DEL REY NC

32,811

100.0

MAR VISTA CC

51,000

100.0

NC WESTCHESTER PLAYA (part)

59,555

89.3

Pacific Palisades

24,896

100.0

VENICE NC

38,460

100.0

WEST LOS ANGELES NC

33,938

100.0

District 11 Totals

274,571
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
PPA_Populatio
n

%

CHATSWORTH NC

35,786

100.0

GRANADA HILLS NORTH NC

25,934

100.0

GRANADA HILLS SOUTH NC

36,855

100.0

NORTH HILLS WEST NC

13,411

100.0

NORTHRIDGE EAST

27,547

100.0

NORTHRIDGE SOUTH NC (part)

28,552

88.9

NORTHRIDGE WEST

22,974

100.0

PORTER RANCH NC

25,180

100.0

WEST HILLS NC

39,787

100.0

la city k 2_5 final

District 12

District 12 Totals

256,026
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
PPA_Populatio
n

%

ATWATER VILLAGE NC (part)

13,521

100.0

CENTRAL HOLLYWOOD NC

18,352

100.0

EAST HOLLYWOOD NC

41,718

100.0

ECHO PARK NC (part)

29,138

71.5

ELYSIAN VALLEY RIVERSIDE NC

6,117

100.0

GLASSELL PARK NC (part)

8,941

41.3

GREATER WILSHIRE NC (part)

5,936

12.2

HOLLYWOOD HILLS WEST NC
(part)

23,143

54.9

HOLLYWOOD STUDIO DISTRICT
NC

27,348

100.0

HOLLYWOOD UNITED NC (part)

8,060

39.4

LOS FELIZ NC (part)

8,040

24.5

RAMPART VILLAGE NC (part)

13,659

58.8

SILVER LAKE NC (part)

28,839

89.3

2,297

9.3

14,672

15.1

la city k 2_5 final

District 13

WESTLAKE NORTH NC (part)
WILSHIRE CENTER KOREATOWN
NC (part)
District 13 Totals

249,781
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
PPA_Populatio
n

la city k 2_5 final

%

District 14
ARROYO SECO NC (part)

3,539

18.6

BOYLE HEIGHTS NC

86,833

100.0

DOWNTOWN LOS ANGELES
(part)

54,394

90.4

EAGLE ROCK NC (part)

27,335

93.8

HERMON NC

2,992

100.0

HISTORIC CULTURAL NC

8,347

100.0

HISTORIC CULTURAL NORTH NC
(part)

1,154

7.2

HISTORIC HIGHLAND PARK NC
(part)

22,293

44.2

LA 32 NC

43,475

100.0

9,407

31.9

LINCOLN HEIGHTS NC (part)
District 14 Totals

259,769
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
PPA_Populatio
n

%

CENTRAL SAN PEDRO NC

29,126

100.0

COASTAL SAN PEDRO NC

28,494

100.0

2,419

3.1

HARBOR CITY NC

25,547

100.0

HARBOR GATEWAY NORTH NC
(part)

32,467

90.7

HARBOR GATEWAY SOUTH NC

23,069

100.0

NORTHWEST SAN PEDRO NC

22,013

100.0

WATTS NC (part)

42,726

82.7

WILMINGTON NC

51,849

100.0

la city k 2_5 final

District 15

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
SOUTHEAST AREA NDC (part)

District 15 Totals

257,710
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)

la city k 2_5 final

Summary Statistics
Number of Adjusted Neighborhood_Councils not split

60 (Excluding Pacific Palisades and Brentwood )

Number of Adjusted Neighborhood_Councils split

39

Number of Adjusted Neighborhood_Councils split in 2

33

Number of Adjusted Neighborhood_Councils split in 3

6

Total number of splits

84
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User:
Plan Name: City of LA 2011 Council Lines
Plan Type:

Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
10:48 AM

Monday, October 11, 2021
Neighborhood_Councils
2021-08-0

District

LF_20_Total

%

ARLETA NC

6

33,954

100.0

ARLETA NC

7

0

0.0

ARROYO SECO NC

1

15,465

81.4

ARROYO SECO NC

14

3,533

18.6

ATWATER VILLAGE NC

13

13,473

100.0

ATWATER VILLAGE NC

4

0

0.0

BEL AIR BEVERLY CREST
NC

11

0

0.0

BEL AIR BEVERLY CREST
NC

4

10,809

41.2

BEL AIR BEVERLY CREST
NC

5

15,425

58.8

BEL AIR BEVERLY CREST
NC

Unassigned

0

0.0

BOYLE HEIGHTS NC

14

86,387

100.0

Brentwood

11

33,859

100.0

Brentwood

5

0

0.0

CANOGA PARK NC

12

0

0.0

CANOGA PARK NC

3

53,225

100.0

CENTRAL ALAMEDA NC

9

30,736

100.0

CENTRAL HOLLYWOOD
NC

13

11,732

64.2
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Neighborhood_Councils
2021-08-0

District

CENTRAL HOLLYWOOD
NC

4

LF_20_Total

%

6,553

35.8

CENTRAL SAN PEDRO NC 15

28,963

100.0

CHATSWORTH NC

12

35,706

100.0

CHATSWORTH NC

Unassigned

9

0.0

28,349

99.8

48

0.2

COASTAL SAN PEDRO NC 15
COASTAL SAN PEDRO NC Unassigned

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

COMMUNITY AND
NEIGHBORS FOR NINTH
DISTRI

8

0

0.0

COMMUNITY AND
NEIGHBORS FOR NINTH
DISTRI

9

46,627

100.0

DEL REY NC

11

32,704

100.0

DEL REY NC

Unassigned

0

0.0

DOWNTOWN LOS
ANGELES

1

4,995

8.3

DOWNTOWN LOS
ANGELES

14

54,087

90.2

DOWNTOWN LOS
ANGELES

9

885

1.5

EAGLE ROCK NC

1

1,805

6.2

EAGLE ROCK NC

14

27,265

93.8

EAST HOLLYWOOD NC

13

41,542

100.0

ECHO PARK NC

1

11,592

28.6

ECHO PARK NC

13

28,992

71.4

ELYSIAN VALLEY
RIVERSIDE NC

13

6,097

100.0
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Neighborhood_Councils
2021-08-0
RIVERSIDE NC

District

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS CENTRAL
AREA NDC

8

44,294

100.0

EMPOWERMENT
1
CONGRESS NORTH AREA
NDC

4,951

6.5

0

0.0

EMPOWERMENT
8
CONGRESS NORTH AREA
NDC

53,766

70.8

EMPOWERMENT
9
CONGRESS NORTH AREA
NDC

17,220

22.7

20

0.0

EMPOWERMENT
10
CONGRESS NORTH AREA
NDC

LF_20_Total

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

%

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS SOUTHEAST
AREA NDC

15

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS SOUTHEAST
AREA NDC

8

61,899

79.1

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS SOUTHEAST
AREA NDC

9

16,310

20.9

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS SOUTHWEST
AREA NDC

8

29,135

100.0

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS WEST AREA
NDC

10

33,347

86.2

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS WEST AREA

8

5,360

13.9
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Neighborhood_Councils
2021-08-0
CONGRESS WEST AREA
NDC

District

EMPOWERMENT
CONGRESS WEST AREA
NDC

Unassigned

ENCINO NC

LF_20_Total

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

%

0

0.0

5

46,785

99.8

ENCINO NC

6

117

0.3

FOOTHILL TRAILS
DISTRICT NC

2

365

1.6

FOOTHILL TRAILS
DISTRICT NC

6

141

0.6

FOOTHILL TRAILS
DISTRICT NC

7

21,691

97.7

GLASSELL PARK NC

1

10,919

50.6

GLASSELL PARK NC

13

5,561

25.8

GLASSELL PARK NC

14

5,083

23.6

GRANADA HILLS NORTH
NC

12

25,849

99.9

GRANADA HILLS NORTH
NC

7

20

0.1

GRANADA HILLS SOUTH
NC

12

36,740

100.0

GREATER CYPRESS PARK
NC

1

12,828

100.0

GREATER TOLUCA LAKE
NC

2

0

0.0

GREATER TOLUCA LAKE
NC

4

13,162

100.0

GREATER VALLEY GLEN
COUNCIL

2

47,514

100.0
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Neighborhood_Councils
2021-08-0
COUNCIL

District

GREATER WILSHIRE NC

4

43,484

89.7

GREATER WILSHIRE NC

5

5,014

10.3

HARBOR CITY NC

15

24,898

97.8

HARBOR CITY NC

Unassigned

569

2.2

HARBOR GATEWAY
NORTH NC

15

32,231

90.8

HARBOR GATEWAY
NORTH NC

8

3,286

9.3

HARBOR GATEWAY
SOUTH NC

15

22,972

100.0

HARBOR GATEWAY
SOUTH NC

Unassigned

0

0.0

HERMON NC

1

0

0.0

HERMON NC

14

2,979

100.0

HISTORIC CULTURAL NC

14

8,933

100.0

HISTORIC CULTURAL
NORTH NC

1

14,865

92.6

HISTORIC CULTURAL
NORTH NC

14

1,185

7.4

HISTORIC HIGHLAND
PARK NC

1

27,138

54.1

HISTORIC HIGHLAND
PARK NC

14

23,056

45.9

HOLLYWOOD HILLS WEST 13
NC

6,755

16.1

0

0.0

HOLLYWOOD HILLS WEST 2
NC

LF_20_Total

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

%
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Neighborhood_Councils
2021-08-0

District

LF_20_Total

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

%

HOLLYWOOD HILLS WEST 4
NC

35,299

83.9

HOLLYWOOD STUDIO
DISTRICT NC

13

27,235

100.0

HOLLYWOOD UNITED NC 13

8,038

39.3

HOLLYWOOD UNITED NC 4

12,416

60.7

0

0.0

LA 32 NC

1

LA 32 NC

14

43,282

100.0

LAKE BALBOA NC

6

42,859

100.0

LINCOLN HEIGHTS NC

1

26,896

91.8

LINCOLN HEIGHTS NC

14

2,407

8.2

LOS FELIZ NC

13

5,245

16.0

LOS FELIZ NC

4

27,500

84.0

LOS FELIZ NC

Unassigned

0

0.0

MACARTHUR PARK NC

1

28,894

98.3

MACARTHUR PARK NC

10

509

1.7

MAR VISTA CC

11

39,915

78.4

MAR VISTA CC

5

10,987

21.6

MID CITY NC

10

27,070

100.0

MID CITY WEST CC

4

25,065

41.4

MID CITY WEST CC

5

35,418

58.6

MISSION HILLS NC

12

0

0.0

MISSION HILLS NC

7

23,322

100.0

NC VALLEY VILLAGE

2

25,324

93.5

NC VALLEY VILLAGE

4

1,776

6.6
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Neighborhood_Councils
2021-08-0

District

NC WESTCHESTER PLAYA 11
NC WESTCHESTER PLAYA Unassigned

LF_20_Total

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

%

66,505

100.0

0

0.0

NOHO NC

2

52,131

100.0

NOHO NC

4

0

0.0

NOHO WEST NC

2

20,557

100.0

NORTH HILLS EAST

12

0

0.0

NORTH HILLS EAST

6

21,008

51.5

NORTH HILLS EAST

7

19,794

48.5

NORTH HILLS WEST NC

12

13,377

100.0

NORTH HILLS WEST NC

6

0

0.0

NORTH HOLLYWOOD
NORTHEAST NC

2

40,077

80.4

NORTH HOLLYWOOD
NORTHEAST NC

6

9,763

19.6

NORTH WESTWOOD NC

5

32,505

100.0

NORTHRIDGE EAST

12

27,500

100.0

NORTHRIDGE SOUTH NC 12

32,005

100.0

NORTHRIDGE WEST

12

22,935

100.0

NORTHWEST SAN PEDRO 15
NC

21,951

100.0

OLYMPIC PARK NC

10

17,941

100.0

Pacific Palisades

11

24,684

99.3

Pacific Palisades

Unassigned

168

0.7

PACOIMA NC

7

73,229

100.0

PALMS NC

5

27,751

100.0
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Neighborhood_Councils
2021-08-0

District

LF_20_Total

PANORAMA CITY NC

6

67,309

100.0

PARK MESA HEIGHTS CC

8

37,788

100.0

PICO NC

10

19,722

86.7

PICO NC

4

0

0.0

PICO NC

5

3,017

13.3

PICO UNION NC

1

39,182

100.0

PORTER RANCH NC

12

25,136

100.0

RAMPART VILLAGE NC

1

5,476

23.6

RAMPART VILLAGE NC

10

0

0.0

RAMPART VILLAGE NC

13

17,685

76.4

RESEDA NC

12

13,975

19.8

RESEDA NC

3

56,645

80.2

SHERMAN OAKS NC

2

0

0.0

SHERMAN OAKS NC

4

68,795

100.0

SHERMAN OAKS NC

5

0

0.0

SHERMAN OAKS NC

6

0

0.0

SILVER LAKE NC

13

25,759

80.0

SILVER LAKE NC

4

6,449

20.0

SOUTH CENTRAL NC

9

42,932

100.0

SOUTH ROBERTSON NC

10

11,199

26.2

SOUTH ROBERTSON NC

5

31,596

73.8

STUDIO CITY NC

2

36,779

98.9

STUDIO CITY NC

4

425

1.1

SUN VALLEY AREA NC

2

21,364

44.9

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

%
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Neighborhood_Councils
2021-08-0

District

LF_20_Total

SUN VALLEY AREA NC

6

25,967

54.6

SUN VALLEY AREA NC

7

208

0.4

SUN VALLEY AREA NC

Unassigned

17

0.0

SUNLAND TUJUNGA NC

7

44,042

100.0

SYLMAR NC

7

83,039

100.0

TARZANA NC

3

37,123

100.0

UNITED
NEIGHBORHOODS OF
THE HISTORIC ARL

10

50,683

100.0

VAN NUYS NC

2

19,844

23.1

VAN NUYS NC

4

7,211

8.4

VAN NUYS NC

6

58,768

68.5

VENICE NC

11

38,294

100.0

VOICES OF 90037

9

47,408

100.0

WATTS NC

15

42,020

82.2

WATTS NC

8

8,887

17.4

WATTS NC

Unassigned

226

0.4

WEST ADAMS NC

10

25,952

100.0

WEST HILLS NC

12

39,685

100.0

WEST LOS ANGELES NC

11

33,862

100.0

WESTLAKE NORTH NC

1

13,622

55.4

WESTLAKE NORTH NC

13

10,971

44.6

WESTLAKE SOUTH NC

1

22,409

100.0

WESTLAKE SOUTH NC

14

0

0.0

WESTSIDE NC

11

6

0.0

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

%
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
Neighborhood_Councils
2021-08-0

District

WESTSIDE NC

5

WESTWOOD NC

11

WESTWOOD NC

LF_20_Total

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

%

33,973

100.0

0

0.0

5

24,457

100.0

WILMINGTON NC

15

53,101

100.0

WILMINGTON NC

Unassigned

25

0.1

WILSHIRE CENTER
KOREATOWN NC

10

69,527

72.0

WILSHIRE CENTER
KOREATOWN NC

13

25,949

26.9

WILSHIRE CENTER
KOREATOWN NC

4

1,112

1.2

WINNETKA NC

3

48,552

100.0

WOODLAND HILLS
WARNER CENTER NC

3

80,124

100.0

WOODLAND HILLS
WARNER CENTER NC

Unassigned

0

0.0

ZAPATA KING NC

9

52,112

100.0
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Neighborhood_Councils
2021-08-0

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

-- Listed by District
LF_20_Total

%

0

0.0

District Unassigned
BEL AIR BEVERLY CREST NC
(part)
CHATSWORTH NC (part)

9

0.0

48

0.2

DEL REY NC (part)

0

0.0

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
WEST AREA NDC (part)

0

0.0

COASTAL SAN PEDRO NC (part)

HARBOR CITY NC (part)

569

2.2

HARBOR GATEWAY SOUTH NC
(part)

0

0.0

LOS FELIZ NC (part)

0

0.0

NC WESTCHESTER PLAYA (part)
Pacific Palisades (part)
SUN VALLEY AREA NC (part)
WATTS NC (part)
WILMINGTON NC (part)
WOODLAND HILLS WARNER
CENTER NC (part)
District Unassigned Totals

0

0.0

168

0.7

17

0.0

226

0.4

25

0.1

0

0.0

1,062
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LF_20_Total

%

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

District 1
ARROYO SECO NC (part)

15,465

81.4

DOWNTOWN LOS ANGELES
(part)

4,995

8.3

EAGLE ROCK NC (part)

1,805

6.2

ECHO PARK NC (part)

11,592

28.6

4,951

6.5

GLASSELL PARK NC (part)

10,919

50.6

GREATER CYPRESS PARK NC

12,828

100.0

0

0.0

HISTORIC CULTURAL NORTH NC
(part)

14,865

92.6

HISTORIC HIGHLAND PARK NC
(part)

27,138

54.1

0

0.0

LINCOLN HEIGHTS NC (part)

26,896

91.8

MACARTHUR PARK NC (part)

28,894

98.3

PICO UNION NC

39,182

100.0

RAMPART VILLAGE NC (part)

5,476

23.6

WESTLAKE NORTH NC (part)

13,622

55.4

WESTLAKE SOUTH NC (part)

22,409

100.0

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
NORTH AREA NDC (part)

HERMON NC (part)

LA 32 NC (part)

District 1 Totals

241,037
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

%

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
NORTH AREA NDC (part)

0

0.0

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
WEST AREA NDC (part)

33,347

86.2

MACARTHUR PARK NC (part)

509

1.7

MID CITY NC

27,070

100.0

OLYMPIC PARK NC

17,941

100.0

PICO NC (part)

19,722

86.7

0

0.0

SOUTH ROBERTSON NC (part)

11,199

26.2

UNITED NEIGHBORHOODS OF
THE HISTORIC ARL

50,683

100.0

WEST ADAMS NC

25,952

100.0

WILSHIRE CENTER KOREATOWN
NC (part)

69,527

72.0

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

District 10

RAMPART VILLAGE NC (part)

District 10 Totals

255,950
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

%

0

0.0

Brentwood (part)

33,859

100.0

DEL REY NC (part)

32,704

100.0

MAR VISTA CC (part)

39,915

78.4

NC WESTCHESTER PLAYA (part)

66,505

100.0

Pacific Palisades (part)

24,684

99.3

VENICE NC

38,294

100.0

WEST LOS ANGELES NC

33,862

100.0

WESTSIDE NC (part)

6

0.0

WESTWOOD NC (part)

0

0.0

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

District 11
BEL AIR BEVERLY CREST NC
(part)

District 11 Totals

269,829
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

%

District 12
CANOGA PARK NC (part)

0

0.0

CHATSWORTH NC (part)

35,706

100.0

GRANADA HILLS NORTH NC
(part)

25,849

99.9

GRANADA HILLS SOUTH NC

36,740

100.0

MISSION HILLS NC (part)

0

0.0

NORTH HILLS EAST (part)

0

0.0

NORTH HILLS WEST NC (part)

13,377

100.0

NORTHRIDGE EAST

27,500

100.0

NORTHRIDGE SOUTH NC

32,005

100.0

NORTHRIDGE WEST

22,935

100.0

PORTER RANCH NC

25,136

100.0

RESEDA NC (part)

13,975

19.8

WEST HILLS NC

39,685

100.0

District 12 Totals

272,908
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

%

ATWATER VILLAGE NC (part)

13,473

100.0

CENTRAL HOLLYWOOD NC
(part)

11,732

64.2

EAST HOLLYWOOD NC

41,542

100.0

ECHO PARK NC (part)

28,992

71.4

ELYSIAN VALLEY RIVERSIDE NC

6,097

100.0

GLASSELL PARK NC (part)

5,561

25.8

HOLLYWOOD HILLS WEST NC
(part)

6,755

16.1

HOLLYWOOD STUDIO DISTRICT
NC

27,235

100.0

HOLLYWOOD UNITED NC (part)

8,038

39.3

LOS FELIZ NC (part)

5,245

16.0

RAMPART VILLAGE NC (part)

17,685

76.4

SILVER LAKE NC (part)

25,759

80.0

WESTLAKE NORTH NC (part)

10,971

44.6

WILSHIRE CENTER KOREATOWN
NC (part)

25,949

26.9

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

District 13

District 13 Totals

235,034
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

%

District 14
ARROYO SECO NC (part)

3,533

18.6

BOYLE HEIGHTS NC

86,387

100.0

DOWNTOWN LOS ANGELES
(part)

54,087

90.2

EAGLE ROCK NC (part)

27,265

93.8

GLASSELL PARK NC (part)

5,083

23.6

HERMON NC (part)

2,979

100.0

HISTORIC CULTURAL NC

8,933

100.0

HISTORIC CULTURAL NORTH NC
(part)

1,185

7.4

HISTORIC HIGHLAND PARK NC
(part)

23,056

45.9

LA 32 NC (part)

43,282

100.0

LINCOLN HEIGHTS NC (part)

2,407

8.2

WESTLAKE SOUTH NC (part)

0

0.0

District 14 Totals

258,197
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

%

CENTRAL SAN PEDRO NC

28,963

100.0

COASTAL SAN PEDRO NC (part)

28,349

99.8

20

0.0

HARBOR CITY NC (part)

24,898

97.8

HARBOR GATEWAY NORTH NC
(part)

32,231

90.8

HARBOR GATEWAY SOUTH NC
(part)

22,972

100.0

NORTHWEST SAN PEDRO NC

21,951

100.0

WATTS NC (part)

42,020

82.2

WILMINGTON NC (part)

53,101

100.0

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

District 15

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
SOUTHEAST AREA NDC (part)

District 15 Totals

254,505

Page 18 of 26

Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

%

365

1.6

0

0.0

47,514

100.0

0

0.0

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

District 2
FOOTHILL TRAILS DISTRICT NC
(part)
GREATER TOLUCA LAKE NC
(part)
GREATER VALLEY GLEN
COUNCIL
HOLLYWOOD HILLS WEST NC
(part)
NC VALLEY VILLAGE (part)

25,324

93.5

NOHO NC (part)

52,131

100.0

NOHO WEST NC

20,557

100.0

NORTH HOLLYWOOD
NORTHEAST NC (part)

40,077

80.4

SHERMAN OAKS NC (part)

0

0.0

STUDIO CITY NC (part)

36,779

98.9

SUN VALLEY AREA NC (part)

21,364

44.9

VAN NUYS NC (part)

19,844

23.1

District 2 Totals

263,955

District 3
CANOGA PARK NC (part)

53,225

100.0

RESEDA NC (part)

56,645

80.2

TARZANA NC

37,123

100.0

WINNETKA NC

48,552

100.0

WOODLAND HILLS WARNER
CENTER NC (part)

80,124

100.0

District 3 Totals

275,669
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

%

District 4
ATWATER VILLAGE NC (part)

0

0.0

BEL AIR BEVERLY CREST NC
(part)

10,809

41.2

CENTRAL HOLLYWOOD NC
(part)

6,553

35.8

GREATER TOLUCA LAKE NC
(part)

13,162

100.0

GREATER WILSHIRE NC (part)

43,484

89.7

HOLLYWOOD HILLS WEST NC
(part)

35,299

83.9

HOLLYWOOD UNITED NC (part)

12,416

60.7

LOS FELIZ NC (part)

27,500

84.0

MID CITY WEST CC (part)

25,065

41.4

NC VALLEY VILLAGE (part)

1,776

6.6

0

0.0

NOHO NC (part)
PICO NC (part)

0

0.0

68,795

100.0

SILVER LAKE NC (part)

6,449

20.0

STUDIO CITY NC (part)

425

1.1

VAN NUYS NC (part)

7,211

8.4

WILSHIRE CENTER KOREATOWN
NC (part)

1,112

1.2

SHERMAN OAKS NC (part)

District 4 Totals

260,056
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

%

15,425

58.8

0

0.0

46,785

99.8

5,014

10.3

MAR VISTA CC (part)

10,987

21.6

MID CITY WEST CC (part)

35,418

58.6

NORTH WESTWOOD NC

32,505

100.0

PALMS NC

27,751

100.0

3,017

13.3

0

0.0

SOUTH ROBERTSON NC (part)

31,596

73.8

WESTSIDE NC (part)

33,973

100.0

WESTWOOD NC (part)

24,457

100.0

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

District 5
BEL AIR BEVERLY CREST NC
(part)
Brentwood (part)
ENCINO NC (part)
GREATER WILSHIRE NC (part)

PICO NC (part)
SHERMAN OAKS NC (part)

District 5 Totals

266,928

Page 21 of 26

Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

%

ARLETA NC (part)

33,954

100.0

ENCINO NC (part)

117

0.3

FOOTHILL TRAILS DISTRICT NC
(part)

141

0.6

LAKE BALBOA NC

42,859

100.0

NORTH HILLS EAST (part)

21,008

51.5

0

0.0

NORTH HOLLYWOOD
NORTHEAST NC (part)

9,763

19.6

PANORAMA CITY NC

67,309

100.0

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

District 6

NORTH HILLS WEST NC (part)

SHERMAN OAKS NC (part)

0

0.0

SUN VALLEY AREA NC (part)

25,967

54.6

VAN NUYS NC (part)

58,768

68.5

District 6 Totals

259,886
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

%

District 7
ARLETA NC (part)

0

0.0

21,691

97.7

20

0.1

MISSION HILLS NC (part)

23,322

100.0

NORTH HILLS EAST (part)

19,794

48.5

PACOIMA NC

73,229

100.0

208

0.4

SUNLAND TUJUNGA NC

44,042

100.0

SYLMAR NC

83,039

100.0

FOOTHILL TRAILS DISTRICT NC
(part)
GRANADA HILLS NORTH NC
(part)

SUN VALLEY AREA NC (part)

District 7 Totals

265,345

Page 23 of 26

Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

%

0

0.0

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
CENTRAL AREA NDC

44,294

100.0

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
NORTH AREA NDC (part)

53,766

70.8

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
SOUTHEAST AREA NDC (part)

61,899

79.1

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
SOUTHWEST AREA NDC

29,135

100.0

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
WEST AREA NDC (part)

5,360

13.9

HARBOR GATEWAY NORTH NC
(part)

3,286

9.3

37,788

100.0

8,887

17.4

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

District 8
COMMUNITY AND NEIGHBORS
FOR NINTH DISTRI (part)

PARK MESA HEIGHTS CC
WATTS NC (part)
District 8 Totals

244,415
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Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)
LF_20_Total

%

CENTRAL ALAMEDA NC

30,736

100.0

COMMUNITY AND NEIGHBORS
FOR NINTH DISTRI (part)

46,627

100.0

DOWNTOWN LOS ANGELES
(part)

885

1.5

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
NORTH AREA NDC (part)

17,220

22.7

EMPOWERMENT CONGRESS
SOUTHEAST AREA NDC (part)

16,310

20.9

SOUTH CENTRAL NC

42,932

100.0

VOICES OF 90037

47,408

100.0

ZAPATA KING NC

52,112

100.0

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

District 9

District 9 Totals

254,230

Page 25 of 26

Communities of Interest (Landscape, 11x8.5)

City of LA 2011 Council Lines

Summary Statistics
Number of Neighborhood_Councils 2021-08-0 not split

39

Number of Neighborhood_Councils 2021-08-0 split

60 (Excludes Brentwood and Pacific Palisades)

Number of Neighborhood_Councils 2021-08-0 split in 2

43 (Excludes Brentwood and Pacific Palisades

Number of Neighborhood_Councils 2021-08-0 split in 3

13

Number of Neighborhood_Councils 2021-08-0 split in 4

4

Total number of splits

145
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Appendix J:

Commission Vision
and Values

Commission Vision and Values
Vision:
To strengthen the governance of the City of Los Angeles by empowering its communities to
have their diverse needs served through fair and inclusive representation.
Values:
● Equity
● Integrity
● Transparency
● Respect
● Compassion
● Dignity
● Data Driven
● Solution Oriented
● Interdependence

Appendix K:
Community
Outreach

Appendix
K.1:
Outreach
Plan

I – Introduction – LACCRC Outreach & Engagement Plan
The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (“Commission”) is an
appointed, 21-member body charged by the Los Angeles City Charter with the
responsibility of designing new recommended boundaries of the City’s fifteen council
districts. The Commission’s adopted Core Purpose is to independently draw proposed
Los Angeles City Council District boundaries based on census data and applicable law
that will allocate constituents proportionately while also accounting for the unique
histories, experiences and interests of communities, such that those interests will have
the highest probability of being served by elected representatives and the City of Los
Angeles.
Boundaries for the City Council districts must be made as equal in population as
possible and practicable so that communities have equal access to political
representation. How and where districts are drawn can shape communities' ability to
elect the representatives of their choice. The testimony and input of the residents of Los
Angeles is critical to creating a redistricting plan that provides fair and effective
representation for all residents of the City.
The Commission has further adopted the following Vision and Core Values to inform
and drive its fulfillment of its legal responsibilities and its Core Purpose:
Vision: To strengthen the governance of the City of Los Angeles by empowering its
communities to have their diverse needs served through fair and inclusive
representation.
Core Values:
 Equity
 Integrity
 Transparency
 Respect
 Compassion






Dignity
Data-driven
Solution-oriented
Interdependence

Building from the Commission’s Core Purpose, Vision and Core Values, this Strategic
Community Outreach Plan has been developed to ensure a systematic approach to
develop educational material, identify and engage community partners, leverage tools to
communicate, including social media platforms, and to encourage individual and
community engagement in the Commission’s redistricting process.

II - Community Outreach and Engagement Strategy
The Commission’s aforementioned Core Values drive the approach necessary to fulfill
its mission through the Community Outreach and Engagement Plan. These Core
Values evidence the Commission’s commitment to a process of empowerment that is
equitable, transparent, inclusive, and aimed at solutions that are intentionally based on
data and integrity.
The Commission has expressed its desire to listen, to learn and to recognize the
interdependent nature of the redistricting process as a reflection of the interdependent
nature of the communities that give the City its vitality and strength. The Commission
therefore determines to begin the core of its work by listening to experts in three areas
of critical importance to the fulfillment of its mission, particularly in the current
environment:
1) public outreach and community engagement,
2) community-of-interest definition and application, and
3) the phenomenon of Census undercounts and its implications for redistricting.
The Commission recognizes that its meetings can raise the public’s awareness of this
year’s redistricting process and the opportunities to participate in the process. Special
Commission meetings, properly designed, can also educate both Commissioners and
the public about these three critical factors.
Public Workshops convened by the Commission around these three issues can set the
stage procedurally and substantively for successful Public Hearings that contribute to a
sensible and defensible recommended map and plan.
The Commission thus sees its work as consisting of three Phases, each building on the
lessons learned from its preceding Phase, toward the ultimate goal of Angelenos across
the City empowering themselves and each other to make their own contributions to a
Redistricting Map and Plan. The Commission believes this phased approach to
community outreach and engagement offers the best hope of arriving at an organic,
bottom-up result.
The Commission will therefore begin its core work with a series of Public Workshops
designed to educate both the public and Commissioners as Phase I of its overall
outreach effort. In Phase II, the Commission will hold a series of Public Hearings to
educate and engage communities in redistricting. Phase III will consist of a Public
Comment period for public input on Draft Maps.

Phase 1 - Public Workshops for Redistricting Education and Awareness
Purpose: Raise public awareness about redistricting and the Commission’s Public
Hearing Schedules. Engage community partners in public outreach efforts.
Timing: April - May 2021
Forum: Public workshop discussion convened by the Outreach Committee.
 Outreach Workshop: Community-Based Organizations. This Outreach
Workshop will focus on engaging CBOs through the People’s Bloc convened by
the Advancement Project and Community Coalition.
• The People’s Bloc – May 20th
 Outreach Workshop: Neighborhood Councils. This Outreach Workshop will
involve the City’s Department of Neighborhood Empowerment (DONE) and its 99
neighborhood councils so they are on board in supporting the Commission’s
redistricting efforts.
• Neighborhood Councils – June 9th
Purpose: Raise public awareness about redistricting and the Commission’s Public
Hearing Schedules. Educate the public and the Commission about critical issues in
redistricting.
Timing: April - May 2021
Forum: Public workshop discussion convened by the Mapping and Data Committee.
 Community of Interest Workshop: Redistricting Advocacy Organizations.
This Workshop will provide the Commission the opportunity to engage with
representatives of MALEF, Asian Americans Advancing Justice and the California
Black Census and Redistricting Hub; organizations dedicated to issues of social
justice, good governance, fair representation and redistricting in a discussion about
the definition and importance of “community of interest” in the context of redistricting.
• Civil Rights Groups – May 11th
Phase 2 - Public Hearings for Community Input (COI input)
Purpose: Engage the public in discussions about how they define their communities and
incorporate their testimony into the Commission’s database for eventual map and plan
development.
Timing: July – October 2021
Forum: Public Hearings of the Commission to receive public input on redistricting,
including Community-of-Interest testimony.

In this phase, the Commission will engage communities across the City through Public
Hearings designed to solicit and receive public input. The Commission will leverage
contacts with community-based organizations (CBOs) to get the word out and
coordinate the public input meetings. These meetings will include the Commission’s
retained "line drawer" to take public input into consideration for line drawing purposes.
The Commission will have community of interest (COI) tools to collect public input.
Seventeen Public Hearings were held, one for each Council District, from July through
October. Two additional city-wide Public Hearings were held with one exclusively in
Spanish.
These Public Hearings will consist of two parts:
1) An overview for the public of the redistricting process, timeline, protocols for
public input and what “community of interest” means in the context of
redistricting.
2) Opportunity for the public to identify communities of interest and advise the
Commission on issues of concern with regard to the redistricting process.
At the end of Phase II, the Commission will receive the Census PL-94 data and
incorporate it into the Commissions database.
Phase 3 - Public Hearings for Public Comment on Draft Maps
Purpose: Receive public comment of the Commission’s Draft Map, identify possible
amendments to the Draft Map for the Commission’s consideration.
Timing: October 2021
Forum: Public Hearings of the Commission to receive public input on Draft Maps.
Once the 2020 Census data and mapping software are available, the public can
develop maps for submission and consideration by the Commission. With this input, the
Commission will develop its proposed redistricting map(s) for further feedback.
Additional Public Hearings will occur prior to the Commission’s final adoption of a Los
Angeles City 2021 Decennial Redistricting Map and Plan.
Resourcing for Community Outreach and Engagement Phases II and III
To ensure the success of Phases II and III of the Community Outreach and
Engagement Plan, the Commission will recruit and partner with a broad cross-section of
community-based organizations who are experienced, tested and trusted. Many such
CBOs will have been recent veterans of the 2020 Census outreach efforts. A public
solicitation and procurement document will be presented to the Outreach Committee for
its approval in July 2021.
Outreach partners will be supervised by the Commission’s Director of Redistricting
Community Outreach and Engagement under the guidance of the Commission’s
Outreach Committee.

The Commission’s Core Values invite careful consideration of accessibility
considerations that impact engagement. Such accessibility considerations may include,
but are not limited to:
 Digital divide
 Understanding of the political
system
 Language
 Past political disenfranchisement
 Not eligible to vote:
Undocumented, formerly
incarcerated, under 18 years old
 Incarcerated individuals








Isolated/afraid to engage
Transportation
Limited technological or written literacy
Mobile device accessible
Cultural
Religion (including holidays & norms of
engagement)
 Education level
 Disability

III - Community Outreach & Engagement Approach - PHASE I
Consistent with the Commission’s Core Values and its commitment to promote public
participation in the redistricting process, this Community Outreach and Engagement Plan
seeks to ensure the widest practicable participation and dissemination of pertinent
redistricting information and materials.
This Strategic Community Outreach Plan builds on lessons learned from the 2020
Census outreach during COVID-19. The recommended outreach strategy is to build on
the experience and expertise of Los Angeles City departments, other public agencies,
and, crucially, tested and trusted community-based organizations (CBOs).
Building on the Existing Expertise of LA’s Community Organizations
The rich tapestry of Los Angeles’ unequaled diversity provides the Commission with an
opportunity to listen to, learn from and partner with the myriad of community
organizations that help bind the City together. In light of constrained resources and the
short timeframe for redistricting, the Commission’s best strategy is to work with
agencies and organizations interested in redistricting that already have established
networks and distribution channels by virtue of being trusted voices for Phase I.
To facilitate their involvement, Commission staff will:
 Build on the Census 2020, City departmental, CBO, business, and related
networks
 Develop toolkits in multiple languages for promoting redistricting events
 Recruit a broad cross-section of organizations with distribution channels that can
promote accessibility to the redistricting process and activities both through
traditional channels and in languages beyond English
Outreach Workshops
The Commission will hold three Public Workshops in May and June, prior to the series
of Public Hearings. The purpose of the Public Workshops is two-fold:
1. Raise public awareness about redistricting and the Commission’s Public Hearing
Schedules prior and subsequent to the release of Draft Maps in October.
2. Advance the Commission’s understanding of critical issues in the fulfillment of its
Core Purpose, such as how best to do community outreach and how to think
about and incorporate expressions of “community of interest.”
 Outreach Workshop: Community-Based Organizations. This Outreach
Workshop will focus on engaging CBOs. Given COVID-19, the contacts for some

of these organizations may have changed and will need to be confirmed. This
Workshop will be conducted by the Outreach Committee.
 Outreach Workshop: Neighborhood Councils. This Outreach Workshop will
involve the City’s Department of Neighborhood Empowerment (DONE) and its 99
neighborhood councils so they are on board in supporting the Commission’s
redistricting efforts. This Workshop will be conducted by the Outreach Committee.
 Community of Interest Workshop: Advocacy Organizations. This Workshop
will provide the Commission the opportunity to engage with representatives of
organizations dedicated to issues of social justice, good governance, fair
representation and redistricting in a discussion about the definition and
importance of “community of interest” in the context of redistricting. This
Workshop will be conducted by the Mapping and Data Committee.
The Goals of the two Outreach Workshops are to:
 Identify the organizations that are the “influencers”
 Solicit their input to refine the Commission’s approach
 Solicit their involvement and support to help engage the diverse communities in
the City
 Explore how these organizations can support the public outreach efforts:
o Coalition building
o Digital, print, media outreach
o Conducting redistricting mapping workshops
o Building redistricting maps for Commission consideration
o Providing language translation support services
 Identify the organizations’ reach in terms of communities of interest, Council
Districts, racial/ethnic groups, and other demographic factors
 Pinpoint ways that residents who are not affiliated with an organization can locate
organizations that align with their interests and that they might opt to work with
 Identify coverage gaps to pinpoint other organizations to recruit and involve in the
redistricting activities
These gaps may be based on a variety of factors, such as:
 Age groups (e.g., young people, seniors and older adults)
 Racial/ethnicity groups
 Geography
 People with disabilities
 LGTBQ individuals and families
 Households with Limited English Proficiency (LEP)
 Addressing digital divide issues by enabling residents to work with trusted CBOs

The Goals of the Community of Interest Workshop(s) are to:
 Listen to and learn from experienced organizations that have a redistricting focus
as part of their mission
 Engage such organizations in the Commission’s Community Outreach and
Engagement efforts
 Identify important issues in redistricting that may not have been considered
 More deeply investigate issues such as the real-world intricacies of the Voting
Rights Act
 Solicit their input to refine the Commission’s approach

IV - Additional Community Outreach & Engagement Pillars
LACCRC Redistricting Website
The LACCRC Redistricting Website will be the primary source to disseminate all
redistricting information and materials, including online redistricting software for the
public to develop and submit Redistricting Plans for LACCRC consideration.
The Commission’s website will provide basic information about redistricting generally. The current
LACCRC redistricting website is found at LACCRC2021.org.
Posted information will include:


“Home Page,” which provides an Introduction, sign-up for more information, and
privacy/terms and addresses such questions as:
o What is Redistricting?
o Why is Redistricting important?
o What criteria will be used for drawing district lines?
o What is a Community of Interest and how do I define my Community of
Interest?
o How can the public participate in Redistricting?
 “About Us,” including the Selection Process, Commissioners, the Commission’s
Core Purpose, Vision and Core Values, and Commission Staff.
 “Meetings,” including:
o 2021 Virtual Meetings
o Calendar
 “Community Outreach,” including
o Community Outreach Plan
o Public Hearing on Communities of Interest
o Public Hearings on Draft Maps
o Press Releases




The Commission utilized “Districtr,” as a means for the public to draw their maps for
consideration by the Commission. This included the current City and District maps
and information about training and use of the mapping software.
Website also includes “Redistricting 101,” listing Legal Resources, Frequently Asked
Questions, and Glossary of Terms. This page will also house tools for asynchronous learning
in the form of short, educational videos about different aspects of redistricting such as the
Voting Rights Act and Communities of Interest.

Users will be able to access different foreign languages by using a specialized
translator inscribed onto the website
Social Media Networks
In addition to leveraging the social networks of the various CBOs and City departments,
the Commission will build its own social networks, on various platforms and forums such
as: Twitter, FaceBook, YouTube, and lnstagram. The Commission should also develop a
social media advertising campaign and videos in multiple languages as a low-cost means
of raising awareness and publicizing Public Hearings and engagement opportunities.
Other LACCRC Communication Vehicles
In addition to the LACCRC website, the public can contact LACCRC by:
 Mail: Los Angeles City Hall, 200 N. Spring Street, Room 275, Los Angeles, CA
90012 Telephone: (213) 263-5765.
 Email to the Commission’s Executive Director: frank.cardenas@lacity.org
 Email to the Commission’s Director of Redistricting Community Outreach and
Engagement: rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Toolkits
The Commission will develop toolkits in multiple languages for cities, agencies, and
organizations to use to distribute redistricting information via their social networks (e.g.,
Twitter, Instagram, Facebook, WeChat), websites, pop- up events, and email.

Commission Speakers Bureau
As community leaders in their own right, Commissioners are natural ambassadors for
their own redistricting work. Commissioners are encouraged to participate in public
events to raise awareness and engage the public in the process. Staff will prepare
Commissioner Presentation Kits for their use in making presentations and will maintain
a Master Speakers Bureau calendar to coordinate activities.
Staff will also make themselves available to interested parties for presentations.
Commissioners and staff will be clear when scheduling and making each presentation
that the presentation is for educational purposes only and that the Commissioners/Staff
will not take public comment on redistricting matters during these meetings. Members of
the public will be informed at the beginning of public presentations and at the beginning
of the Question and Answer (Q&A) part of such presentations about upcoming Public
Hearings in which they may provide public input on redistricting matters. Meeting
participants will also be given information on how to get to the tools for public input.
The presentations could be between fifteen minutes to one hour in length and would consist of the
following basic information:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Welcome by the hosting organization
Image slide of all Commissioners - Pictures and City
Introduction of attending Commissioner(s)
PowerPoint and/or video presentation
Q&A
Closing

Commissioners will be provided with talking points, a PowerPoint presentation, and
other materials to use for the presentations depending on time allotted. Links to the
Commission website, videos, COI tools, and other available information will be provided
to the hosting organizations prior to the meetings.
Neighborhood Councils
The 99 Neighborhood Councils comprise critical grassroots foundation of the City
government. Created by the same Charter reform movement that resulted in the
establishment of the Commission, Neighborhood Councils connect LA’s diverse
communities to City Hall, led by board members who are volunteer public officials
elected to office by the members of their community. The Los Angeles City Department
of Neighborhood Empowerment (DONE) provides guidance and administrative support
for the network of Neighborhood Councils (more than 10,000 email subscribers).
Outreach to and engagement of Neighborhood Councils will be a critical element of the
Commission’s overall Community Outreach and Engagement Plan.

V - Community Outreach and Engagement Schedule
With the Census Bureau not be releasing 2020 Census data until August 2021, the
Commission will have more time to hold the Public Hearings for community input, but a
compressed timeline for the public to submit plans, the Commission to review them, and
then prepare its proposed Redistricting Map and Plan for transmittal to the City Council.

COMMUNITY OUTREACH AND ENGAGEMENT SCHEDULE
PHASES 1 AND 2
April 2021

Commission reviews the Community Outreach and Engagement Plan

PHASE I
May 2021

Outreach Workshops with CBOs, City departments, and other
agencies to hear their views on Community Outreach and engage
them in outreach.

PHASE I
May 2021

Community of Interest Workshop with advocacy organizations to
discuss “community of interest” in the context of redistricting.

PHASE I
May 2021

Commission adopts the Community Outreach and Engagement Plan,
including the Public Hearing Schedule.

May 2021

Promotion of Public Hearing Schedule; dates, times, and links.
Public Hearings in all Fifteen council Districts; during evening hours
and weekends in July and October 2021. Two additional city-wide
Public Hearings with one exclusively in Spanish.
These public hearings will consist of two parts:

PHASE II
July-October 2021

August 2021

1. Overview of the redistricting process, timeline, public input
and engagement opportunities.
2. Opportunity for the public to identify communities of interest
and advise the LACCRC on issues of concern with regard to
the redistricting process.

2020 Census data made available and incorporated into the City’s
mapping software.

COMMUNITY OUTREACH AND ENGAGEMENT SCHEDULE
PHASES 2 AND 3
PHASE II
August - September
2021

Free Redistricting mapping software. The LACCRC will provide free
online redistricting tools, information, and materials on the
redistricting website.
The following is proposed to be provided with the Redistricting
software to assist in developing redistricting proposals: a list of
datasets, statutory, ordinance, and other legal requirements for City
redistricting, and instructions/requirements for submitting a
Redistricting Map.
Commission staff will organize virtual workshops on the use of the
mapping software.
Members of the public will have the opportunity to submit proposed
Redistricting Plans for consideration by the LACCRC.

September 2021

State tabulation of incarcerated individuals released and
incorporated into the City’s mapping software.

PHASE III
Early October 2021

Release of Draft Council District Maps by the Commission.

PHASE III
October 2021

Members of the public will have the opportunity to submit proposed
Redistricting Plans for consideration by the LACCRC.

PHASE III
October 2021

Public Hearings on Draft Council District Maps by the Commission.

October 2021

Commission Approval of Final Recommended Map and Plan and
Submittal to the City Council.

Community Outreach Partners
Entity

Type

South Bay Center
for Counseling

Nonprofit

Strategic Concept in
Organizing & Policy
Education

Nonprofit

Highland Park
Heritage Trust

Nonprofit

Central American
Resource Center

Nonprofit

Korean Youth &
Community Center

Nonprofit

Pacoima Beautiful

Nonprofit

Community Health
Councils
Moto Voto

Nonprofit
Consultant

Mission

Address

City

State

Zip

We mobilize the power of communities to fight
for social justice and equity. Our commitment is
to diverse social networks, economic vitality,
and innovative neighborhood ventures.
SCOPE builds grassroots power to create social
and economic justice for low-income, female,
immigrant, black, and brown communities in
Los Angeles.
The mission of the Highland Park Heritage Trust
is to preserve the heritage of Los Angeles’
Arroyo Seco communities through education,
advocacy and preservation projects for the
benefit of present and future generations.
CARECEN empowers Central Americans and
all immigrants by defending human and civil
rights, working for social and economic justice
and promoting cultural diversity.
The mission of KYCC is to serve the evolving
needs of the Korean American population in the
greater Los Angeles area as well as the
multiethnic Koreatown community.

540 N. Marine
Ave.

Wilmington

Ca

90744

Outreach Areas
(CD)
15, 9, 8

1715 W. Florence
Ave.

Los Angeles

Ca

90047

9, 8

P.O. Box 50894

Los Angeles

Ca

90050

14, 1

2845 W. 7th St.

Los Angeles

Ca

90005

9, 1, city-wide

3727 w. 6th Suite
300

Los Angeles

Ca

90020

City-wide

Pacoima Beautiful is a grassroots environmental
justice organization that provides education,
impacts local policy, and supports local arts and
culture in order to promote a healthy and
sustainable San Fernando Valley.
Better Communities for All People

13520 Van Nuys
Blvd. Suite 200

Pacoima

Ca

91331

7, 6

3731 Stoker St.

Los Angeles

Ca

90008

15, 9, 8

PO Box 861376

Los Angeles

Ca

90086

City-wide

Thai Community
Development Center

Nonprofit

Ward Economic
Development
Corporation

Nonprofit

CANGRESS

Nonprofit

to advance the social and economic well-being
of low and moderate income individuals in the
greater Los Angeles area through a broad and
comprehensive community development
strategy including human rights advocacy,
affordable housing, access to healthcare,
promotion of small businesses, neighborhood
empowerment, and social enterprises.
WEDC is a California not-for-profit community
development corporation whose mission
includes neighborhood, housing, economic, and
leadership development.
is to help people dealing with poverty create &
discover opportunities, while serving as a
vehicle to ensure we have voice, power &
opinion in the decisions that are directly
affecting us.

6376 Yucca St.,
Suite B

Los Angeles

Ca

90028

City-wide

1177 W Adams
Blvd.

Los Angeles

CA

90007

10

838 E. 6th St.

Los Angeles

CA

90021
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LACCRC CBO Outreach & Engagement Strategy
The following community based organizations have been contracted by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission to render outreach and engagement services in communities including Central Cities (Pico-Union, East
Hollywood, Hi-Fi, Koreatown), South LA, Eastside, Northeast San Fernando Valley, Watts, and Wilmington:
- Central American Resource Center (CARECEN)
- Community Health Councils (CHC)
- Highland Park Heritage Trust
- Koreatown Youth & Community Center (KYCC)
- LA CAN
- Moto Voto
- Pacoima Beautiful
- South Bay Center for Counseling (SBCC)
- Strategic Concepts in Organizing & Policy Education (SCOPE)
- Thai CDC (in partnership with Search to Involve Pilipino Americans (SIPA))
- Ward EDC
Specifically, they will be responsible for organizing and facilitating the following:
Phase I – August through September
Provide Public Education
•
What is Redistricting?
•
Impact of Redistricting on Your Family and Community
•
The Redistricting Process in the City of Los Angeles
•
Your Role in the Redistricting Process
Compose and Submit Written Testimony on Community of Interest
•
Defining Your Community of Interest
•
Mapping Your Community
•
Preparing your Verbal and/or Written Testimony
•
Submitting your Written Testimony
Drive Redistricting Public Hearing Turnout – August through September
•
People and Local Organization Turnout to Observe and Provide Public Testimony
•
Turnout at Both CD specific Public Hearing and/or Regional Public Hearings
Phase II – September through October
Provide Ongoing Public Education – September through October
•
Community Updates on the Redistricting Process
•
Preparing Community on the Draft Maps Commission will Release to the Public
Drive Draft Maps Public Hearing Turnout – mid/late October
•
People and Local Organization Turnout to a Public Hearing to React and Provide Public Testimony
to LACCRC Draft Maps.
Social Media Engagement Support throughout All Phases
•
Utilize Your Communications and Social Media Platforms to Uplift Redistricting and its Importance
in your communities
•
Serve as a Redistricting Ambassador
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List of Commission Hearings & Meetings
Communities of Interests Public Hearings (17)
Thursday, July 1 (6pm)
● CD12 – John Lee
o Participants: 59
o Speakers: 20
● Total time: 1 Hr 22 minutes
Wednesday, July 7 (6pm)
● CD5 – Paul Koretz
o Participants: 104
o Speakers: 30
● Total time: 1 Hr 47 minutes
Monday, July 12 (6pm)
● CD11 – Mike Bonin
o Participants: 100
o Speakers: 26
● Total time: 1 Hr 29 minutes
Thursday, July 15 (6pm)
● CD3 – Bob Blumenfield
o Participants: 30
o Speakers: 15
● Total time: 1 Hr 13 minutes
Wednesday, July 21 (6pm)
● CD2 – Paul Krekorian
o Participants: 40
o Speakers: 11
● Total time: 1 Hr 06 minutes
Thursday, July 29 (6pm)
● CD13 – Mitch O’Farrell
o Participants: 58
o Speakers: 19
● Total time: 1 Hr 27 minutes
Saturday, July 31 (10am)
● CD6 – Nury Martinez
o Participants: 24

●

o Speakers: 10
Total time: 1 Hr 49 minutes

Wednesday, August 4 (6pm)
● CD4 – Nithya Raman
o Participants: 117
o Speakers: 32
● Total time: 1 Hr 57 minutes
Wednesday, August 11 (6pm)
● CD7 – Monica Rodriguez
o Participants: 100
o Speakers: 39
● Total time: 2 Hr 35 minutes
Saturday, August 14 (10am)
● CD1 – Gil Cedillo
o Participants: 41
o Speakers: 10
● Total time: 1 Hr 13 minutes
Wednesday, August 18 (6pm)
● CD15 – Joe Buscaino
o Participants: 82
o Speakers: 34
● Total time: 2 Hr 11 minutes
Saturday, August 21 (10am)
● CD14 – Kevin de Leon
o Participants: 355
o Speakers: 105
● Total time: 4 Hr 12 minutes
Wednesday, August 25 (6pm)
● Regional Public Hearing – Spanish
o Participants: 46
o Speakers: 24
● Total time: 1 Hr 57 minutes
Saturday, August 28 (10am)
● CD10 – Mark Ridley Thomas
o Participants: 126
o Speakers: 51
● Total time: 2 hr 41 minutes

Thursday, September 2 (6pm)
● CD9 – Curren Price
o Participants: 151
o Speakers: 45
● Total time: 2 Hr 30 minutes
Wednesday, September 8 (6pm)
● CD 8 – Marqueece Harris Dawson
o Participants: 123
o Speakers: 38
● Total time: 2 hours 24 minutes
Saturday, September 11 (10am)
● Regional Public Hearing – Citywide
o Participants: 206
o Speakers: 80
● Total time: 4 hours 25 minutes
2021
Total Participants: 1,762
Total Speakers: 589
2011
Total Participants: 1,826
Total Speakers: 570
Special Meeting – Reports from Regional Groups
Monday, September 13 (6pm)
● Participants: 137
● Speakers: 50
● Total time: 2 hours 58 minutes
Special Meeting – Review of Public Maps & Creation of Draft Maps (3)
Monday, September 20 (5pm)
● Participants: 258
● Speakers: 51
● Total time: 4 hours 20 minutes
Tuesday, September 21 (5pm)
● Participants: 331
● Speakers: 56
● Total time: 5 hours 13 minutes
Monday, September 27 (6pm)
● Participants: 500+

●
●

Speakers: 59
Total time: 6 hours 27 minutes

Total Participants: 1,089
Total Speakers: 267
Special Meeting – Adoption of Draft Map
Thursday, September 30 (5pm)
● Participants: 714
● Speakers: 58
● Total time: 5 hours 35 minute
Public Hearing – Presentation of Draft Map (4)
Wednesday, October 6 (6pm)
● Participants: 422
● Speakers: 141
● Total time: 4 hours
Saturday, October 9 (10am)
● Participants: 246
● Speakers: 100
● Total time: 3 hours 21 minutes
Wednesday, October 13 (6pm)
● Participants: 573
● Speakers: 71
● Total Time: 4 hours 25 minutes
Saturday, October 16 (10am)
● Participants: 377
● Speakers: 72
● Total time: 7 hours 35 minutes
Total Participants: 1,618
Total Speakers: 384
Special Meeting – Amend the Draft Map (2)
Monday, October 18 (6pm)
● Participants: 348
● Speakers: 37
● Total Time: 4 hours 41 minutes
Tuesday, October 19 (6pm)
● Participants: 318
● Speakers: 29

●

Total Time: 4 hours 21 minutes

Total Participants: 666
Total Speakers: 66
Special Meeting – Adoption of Final Map
Thursday, October 21 (6pm)
● Participants: 342
● Speakers: 37
● Total Time: 3 hours 2 minutes
TOTAL NUMBERS (WITH OCT. 28 MEETING):
Total Hearings: 21
Total Special Meetings: 9
Total Participants: 6,534
Total Speakers: 1,472
Total Time of Hearings and Special Meetings: 90 hours
Total Testimony submitted via email, mail and letters = 8,623
Community Impact Statements = 48
Maps submitted = 389
Total community inputs via spoken and written testimony
equals 15,594.

For more information on these public hearings & meetings please contact Rafael Gonzalez, Director of
Community Outreach and Engagement at rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org.
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Total Testimony By the Numbers:
● Spoken Testimony at Public Hearings and Special Meetings: 1,451
● Testimony Collected via Email, Mail, Online Forms, Phone Calls,
Handwritten Forms, Petitions, Community Impact Statements:
8,655
○ Testimony from Email, Mail, Phone Calls: 7,762
○ Community Impact Statements: 48
○ Handwritten Forms and Signatures on Petitions: 845
● Number of Maps submitted to the Commission by the October 1,
2021 12 PM deadline: 389
○ Maps submitted via Districtr: 208
○ Maps submitted in other formats (hand-drawn, shapefiles, PDF):
181
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Community Of Interest Testimony Themes

Region 1 COI Themes:
Region 1 includes Council Districts 8, 9, 10 and 15. Major Themes for Region 1 taken from
District specific public hearings and submitted COI testimony are as follows:
CD 8
● Shared South LA culture, fighting disinvestment in particular within CD 8 and 9
● Hopes to place the area from 111th Place and Grand /Figueroa Avenues (Figueroa Street
School to Imperial Highway) into CD-15 as this area is indeed the gateway to San Pedro,
LAX, Watts and the Metro to the 605 FWY.
● Return USC and EXPO park to CD 8
CD 9
● Do not change lines of CD 9; if lines are changed, they should increase, not decrease,
Latinx representation
● Keep USC and Exposition together and in CD 9
CD 10
● Crenshaw Manor and Leimert park have similarities and should be together in CD10
● The Historic Preservation Zone that contains Miracle Mile needs to be unified under
one council district (currently split between CDs 4 and 10)
● Make Koreatown whole
CD 15
● Keep Athens on the Hill in CD 15
● Keep CD 15 boundaries as they are
● Some call for Watts to be in CD 8 or 9, as it is geographically closer to the
communities in these districts. Others explain there is no consensus on this topic
● Do not split up Watts into numerous districts - wants to remain whole
● Keep Wilmington, San Pedro, and Harbor City together
Region 2 COI Themes:
Region 2 includes Council Districts 1, 13 and 14. Major Themes for Region 2 taken from District
specific public hearings and submitted COI testimony are as follows:
CD 1
● Do not split up Westlake
● Put all of Echo Park in CD 1
● Keep Westlake and Koreatown together and whole within on district

● Put Koreatown in one council district
● Keep all of Chinatown in one district
CD 13
●
●
●
●
●
●
●

Repeated concerns over displacement, rising rents, and gentrification
Significant and historic LGBTQ + community within CD 13
Unite the rest of Silverlake with CD 4
Bring all of Greater Elysian and Echo Park together into CD 13
Keep Griffith Park Los Feliz together
Keep Thai town whole and in the same district as HiFi
Keep river adjacent communities whole and together in one district

CD 14
● Keep Downtown in one district and within CD 14
● Keep NELA together as one - (Eagle Rock, Highland Park, Frogtown/Elysian Valley, Los
Feliz, Silver Lake, and Echo Park).
● Keep El Sereno in CD 14 and whole
● Don’t split up Skid Row
● Keep Santa Fe Art Colony in CD 14
● Keep Boyle Heights in CD 14
● Keep Eagle Rock in CD 14
Region 3 COI Themes:
Region 3 encompasses Council Districts 4, 5 and 11. Major Themes for Region 3 taken from
District specific public hearings and submitted COI testimony are as follows:
CD 4
● Flatland and hillside have different priorities – hills are single family homeowners that
have different concerns around public safety, building density etc.and want to be kept
with other single family homeowners
● Keep Studio city, Toluca lake separate from CD 4 and south of Hollywood spots
● Separate the valley – no over the hill districts
● Keep Koreatown whole
● Make CD 4 mainly midcity
● Keep Jewish populations together in CDs 5, 4 and 2
● Keep Greater Wilshire Unified and within one district
CD 5
●
●
●
●

Separate Valley districts from the westside
Keep bel air crest together
Keep Benedict Canyon together
Unite Jewish community

CD 11
● Keep coastal areas as one
● Keep Westchester, Playa Del Rey and Playa Vista together
Region 4 COI Themes:
Region 4 comprises Council Districts 2, 3, 6, 7, and 12. Major Themes for Region 4 taken from
District specific public hearings and submitted COI testimony are as follows:
CD 2
● Large film industry contingent wanting be kept together
● Large Armenian contingent
CD 3
● Woodland Hills and the Warner Center to be a part of CD 12
● Sentiment that neighborhoods north of Ventura BLVD. are heard more than those in the
hillside communities; the mountain community should therefore be its own, smaller
district.
CD 6
● Predominantly low- and middle-income Latinx communities in CD 6, while another
highlighted additional Filipino, Persian, African American, Russian, and Armenian
communities.
● Shared environmental concerns in particular within Sun Valley
● Keeping Lake Balboa and Sepulveda Basin together
CD 7
● Rural equestrian communities
● Latino, older white folks and Armenian community
CD 12
● North Hills West to stay unified within CD 12 with 405 freeway as eastern boundary
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Ongoing Media Report
August 11 – October 27
The following report provides information on key media relations and communications
activities supported by Helen Sanchez and Jania Palacios, as well as a media monitoring report
of press garnered across efforts (communications, outreach team, council districts) during the
period of Aug. 11- Oct. 27.

Activities
•
•
•
•

•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Aug. 12 – Prepared media statement on release of 2020 Census Redistricting Data and
distributed to 120 journalists in 49 local outlets.
Aug. 16 – Prepared and conducted calendar listing outreach for upcoming public hearings.
Aug.18 - Prepared media alert on LACCRC’s Aug. 19 special meeting to present analysis of
2020 Census redistricting data and distributed to 120 journalists in 49 local outlets.
Aug. 19 – Conducted follow-up of LACCRC media alert on Aug. 19 special meeting targeting
key broadcast and print outlets.
o Media in attendance:
KABC 7
Los Angeles Times
Aug. 20 – Rafael Gonzalez interview on KMEX-TV (Univision) with Andrea Gonzalez (8:45
p.m.)
Aug. 23 – Prepared media alert on LACCRC’s Aug. 25 city-wide Spanish-language meeting
and distributed to Spanish-language outlets.
Aug. 25 – Conducted follow-up of LACCRC media alert on Aug. 25 city-wide Spanishlanguage meeting.
o Media in attendance:
KRCA-TV (Estrella TV)
Aug. 25 – Rafael Gonzalez interview on KBUE-FM (Que Buena)
Aug. 26 – KABC 7, KPCC, City News Service attended “The Importance of Redistricting in the
Black Community”
Aug. 26 – Commissioner Richard Polanco and Commission Chair Fred Ali interviewed by
David Zahniser of the Los Angeles Times. We expect the story to be published as early as
Aug. 28.
Aug. 31 – Commissioner Maria Brenes interview on KBUE-FM (Que Buena)
Sept. 1 – Rafael Gonzalez interview on KABC
Sept. 2 – Rafael Gonzalez interview on KTNQ-AM 1020
Sept. 7 – Prepared media alerts for Sept. 11 public hearing and Sept. 13 committee meeting.
Sept. 7 – Commissioner Miguel Martinez interview on KBUE-FM (Que Buena)
Sept. 9 – Distributed Sept. 11 media alert to 120 journalists in 49 local outlets
Sept. 10 – Redistributed Sept. 11 media alert to 120 journalists in 49 local outlets

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Sept. 11 – Redistributed Sept. 11 media alert to broadcast media
o KABC was in attendance
Sept. 12 – Distributed Sept. 13 media alert to 120 journalists in 49 local outlets.
Sept. 13 – Redistributed Sept. 13 media alert to full list
Sept. 14 – Rafael Gonzalez interview on KBUE-FM (Que Buena)
Sept. 17 – Prepared media alert for Sept. 20 and 21 meetings and distributed to full list.
Sept. 17 – Coordinated interview for Commission Chair Fred Ali with Pete Demetriou of KNX
1070.
Sept. 20 – Redistributed Sept. 20 and 21 media alert to full list
Sept. 24 – Coordinated interview for Commission Chair Fred Ali with David Zahniser of the
Los Angeles Times
Sept. 24 – Prepared and distributed media alert for Sept. 27 meeting
September 24 – Coordinated interview for Commissioner Alexandra Suh and Steve Kan of
KYCC on Radio Seoul
Sept. 27 – Redistributed Sept. 27 meeting media alert
Sept. 28 – Commissioner Miguel Martinez interview on KBUE-FM (Que Buena)
Sept. 29 – Prepared and distributed media alert for Sept. 30 meeting.
Sept. 30 – Redistributed Sept. 30 meeting media alert
Sept. 30 – Coordinating media request by Nicole Chang of Korea Daily
Oct. 1 – Coordinated interview for Rafael Gonzalez with The Eastsider
Oct. 5 – Prepared and distributed media alert for October special meeting
Oct. 6 – Redistributed October special meetings alert
o KTTV (Fox 11) was in attendance
Oct. 6 – Supported media statement for KNX
Oct. 8 – Prepared and distributed media alert for Oct. 9 special meeting
Oct. 8 – Distributed media statement on behalf of Fred Ali
Oct. 8 – Robert Battles participated in interview on First Things First with Dominique
Diprima on KBLA 1580 AM
Oct. 12 – Prepared and distributed media alert for Oct. 13 special meeting
Oct. 13 – Redistributed October 13 special meeting alert
Oct. 13 – Provided KABC-TV with media statement on behalf of Fred Ali
Oct. 15 – Prepared and distributed media alert for Oct. 16 special meeting
Oct. 16 – Redistributed oct. 16 special meeting alert
Oct. 18 – Prepared and distributed media alert for Oct. 18 special meeting
Oct. 18 – Coordinated LA Times Editorial Board meeting with Chair Fred Ali, Vice Chair Sonja
Diaz and Executive Director Frank Cardenas
Oct. 19 – Prepared and distributed media alert for Oct. 19 special meeting
Oct. 21 – Prepared and distributed media alert for Oct. 21 special meeting
Oct. 22 – Prepared and distributed media statement on behalf of Fred Ali
Oct. 24 – Coordinated interview with Spectrum1 with Rafael Gonzalez
Oct. 27 – Prepared and distributed media alert for Oct. 28 special meeting
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•

Oct. 27 – Supported Daily News Editorial Board meeting with Chair Fred Ali, Vice Chair Sonja
Diaz, Commissioner Richard Katz, and Executive Director Frank Cardenas

Summary
•
•
•
•
•

Calendar Listings: 117
o Reach where available: 11,078,028
Print/Online News Stories: 127
o Reach where available: 744,528,260
TV: 5
o Reach where available: 12,091,808
Radio: 9
E-blast: 2

TOTAL: 767,698,096 +

Coverage
•

EyeSpyLA.com (Calendar Listings)
o 8/18 http://eyespyla.com/www/thebuzz.nsf/49a4964c0944f62888256f2500703ea1/82a378b
80368488b862587320028facf!OpenDocument
o 8/21 http://eyespyla.com/www/thebuzz.nsf/49a4964c0944f62888256f2500703ea1/82a378b
80368488b862587320028facf!OpenDocument
o 8/25 http://eyespyla.com/www/thebuzz.nsf/49a4964c0944f62888256f2500703ea1/a23932c
277a4ccfb86258732002a7112!OpenDocument
o 8/28 http://eyespyla.com/www/thebuzz.nsf/49a4964c0944f62888256f2500703ea1/9431237
8dd6565cd86258732002af5fe!OpenDocument
o 9/2 http://eyespyla.com/www/thebuzz.nsf/49a4964c0944f62888256f2500703ea1/9431237
8dd6565cd86258732002af5fe!OpenDocument
o 9/8 http://eyespyla.com/www/thebuzz.nsf/49a4964c0944f62888256f2500703ea1/e3fc5c7c
54dcac2486258732002cd34b!OpenDocument
o 9/11 http://eyespyla.com/www/thebuzz.nsf/49a4964c0944f62888256f2500703ea1/2e52289
a27e271df86258732002d104c!OpenDocument
o No metrics are available
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•

Discover Los Angeles (Calendar Listings)
o 8/18 - https://www.discoverlosangeles.com/event/2021/08/18/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-council-district-15-community-public
o 8/21 - https://www.discoverlosangeles.com/event/2021/08/21/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-council-district-14-community-public
o 8/25 - https://www.discoverlosangeles.com/event/2021/08/25/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-city-wide-community-public-hearing
o 8/28 - https://www.discoverlosangeles.com/event/2021/08/28/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-council-district-10-community-public
o 9/2 - https://www.discoverlosangeles.com/event/2021/08/28/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-council-district-10-community-public
o 9/8 - https://www.discoverlosangeles.com/event/2021/09/08/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-council-district-8-community-public
o 9/11 - https://www.discoverlosangeles.com/event/2021/09/08/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-council-district-8-community-public
o Online reach: 449,867

•

SpinGo.com (Calendar listing serving a network of 7 websites)
o http://www.spingo.com/calendar/event/8644405-la-city-council-redistrictingcommission-community-public-hearings?radius_miles=100&location=90012-losangeles&sections=all&date=2021-08-18
Note: All meetings (8/18, 8/21, 8/25, 8/28, 9/2, 9/8, 9/11) linked in main calendar
listing. No metrics are available for the websites.
Sites include:
SpinGo.com
Events.com Virtual Events Calendar
IEShineOn - Inland Empire Events
OnLongBeach.com
OnLosAngeles.com
Identity Talent Management Group West Coast
SpinGo LA

•

KTLA.com (Calendar Listings)
o 8/18 - https://ktla.com/community-calendar-ktla/#!/details/LA-City-CouncilRedistricting-Commission-Community-Public-Hearings/9371431/2021-08-18T18
o 8/21 = https://ktla.com/community-calendar-ktla/#!/details/LA-City-CouncilRedistricting-Commission-Community-Public-Hearings/9371431/2021-08-21T10
o 8/25 - https://ktla.com/community-calendar-ktla/#!/details/LA-City-CouncilRedistricting-Commission-Community-Public-Hearings/9371431/2021-08-21T10
o 8/28 - https://ktla.com/community-calendar-ktla/#!/details/LA-City-CouncilRedistricting-Commission-Community-Public-Hearings/9371431/2021-08-28T10
o 9/2 - https://ktla.com/community-calendar-ktla/#!/details/LA-City-Council-RedistrictingCommission-Community-Public-Hearings/9371431/2021-08-28T10
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o 9/8 - https://ktla.com/community-calendar-ktla/#!/details/LA-City-Council-RedistrictingCommission-Community-Public-Hearings/9371431/2021-09-02T18
o 9/11 - https://ktla.com/community-calendar-ktla/#!/details/LA-City-CouncilRedistricting-Commission-Community-Public-Hearings/9371431/2021-09-11T10
o Online reach: 3,927,897
•

August 11, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: CD4 Redistricting Meeting Continues Common
Themes: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/cd4redistricting-meeting-continues-common-themes/
o Online reach: 22,030

•

August 18, 2021 - 2 Urban Girls (Blog): The Importance of Redistricting in the Black
Community: https://2urbangirls.com/the-importance-of-redistricting-in-the-blackcommunity/
o No metrics available

•

August 19, 2021 - LA Sentinel: Redistricting Commissioners Seek Input from African
American Community: https://lasentinel.net/redistricting-commissioners-seek-input-fromafrican-american-community.html
o Online reach: 122,800
o Republished in the LA Watts Times:
http://www.lawattstimes.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=77
26:redistricting-commissioners-seek-input-from-african-americancommunity&catid=21&Itemid=114
o Online reach: 30,000
o Republished in the California News Times:
https://californianewstimes.com/redistricting-commissioners-seek-input-fromafrican-american-community-los-angeles-sentinel-los-angeles-sentinel/489610/
o No Metrics Available

•

August 19, 2021 - Beverly Press / Park La Brea News (Calendar Listing): Council
Redistricting Hearings Upcoming:https://beverlypress.com/2021/08/council-redistrictinghearings-upcoming/
o Online reach: 13,000

•

August 20, 2021 – LA Sentinel (e-blast): Brotherhood Crusade Invites you to join the
Conversation around Redistricting. August 26, 2021
o No metrics available

•

August 20, 2021 – KMEX 34 (Univision Los Angeles) 11 PM News: ¿Cuál es la importancia
de participar en la redistribución de distritos en Los Angeles?:
http://uni.vi/OAV9102TUHZ<BR><BR>Visítanos https://www.univision.com
o Online reach: 12,091,808
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o TV metrics pending
•

August 20, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: New Redistricting Tool – Draw your own city council
maps: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/newredistricting-tool-draw-your-own-city-council-maps/
o Online reach: 22,030

•

August 23, 2021 – The Eastsider LA: 2020 Census Reveals a Shrinking Eastside:
https://www.theeastsiderla.com/news/government_and_politics/2020-census-reveals-ashrinking-eastside/article_dc110ac8-0461-11ec-b334-37d9c5bfd1c1.html
o Online reach: 66,500

•

August 24, 2021 – The Rafu Shimpo: Little Tokyo Look to Avoid Repeating Redistricting
Trap: https://rafu.com/2021/08/little-tokyo-looks-to-avoid-repeating-redistricting-trap/
o Online reach: 66,700

•

August 26, 2021 – LA Sentinel: 2020 Census Reveals 2.9% Increase in L.A.’s Black
Population: https://lasentinel.net/2020-census-reveals-2-9-increase-in-l-a-s-blackpopulation.html
o Online reach: 122,800
o Republished in the LA Watts Times:
http://www.lawattstimes.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=77
48:2020-census-reveals-2-9-increase-in-l-a-s-black-population-presentation-beforeredistricting-commission-discloses-the-amount-of-african-american-residentsthroughout-the-city&catid=21&Itemid=114
o Online reach: 1,550

•

August 26, 2021 – Boulevard Sentinel: Redistricting and the future of LA’s Council District
14: https://www.boulevardsentinel.com/redistricting-and-the-future-of-nelas-councildistrict-14/
o Online reach: 1406
o Circulation: 16,000

•

August 26, 2021 – KBUE-FM (Que Buena) Radio Segment:
o Recording provided to Rafael Gonzalez

•

August 26, 2021 – KMEX (Univision Los Angeles): Redistribución distrital: lo que debes
saber sobre el proceso de reestructuración de distritos en California:
https://www.univision.com/local/los-angeles-kmex/politica-los-angeles/redistribuciondistrital-proceso-reestructuracion-distritos-california-censo-2020
o Online reach: 12,091,808
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•

August 26, 2021 – Estrella TV Noticias 62 11 PM News: City-wide Spanish-language Public
Hearing
o Recording provided to Rafael Gonzalez, no metrics available
o Interviewed:
Gabriela Eddy, Community Organizer, SBCC
Gaby Segovia, Wilmington Resident
Eros Cortes, Wilmington Resident

•

August 30, 2021 – LA Times: Census reports declining population on L.A.’s Eastside, fueling
undercount fears: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-08-30/los-angelesredistricting-population-drop-census-undercount-fears
o Print and Online
Circulation: 690,870
Online reach: 26,894,545
o Republished on KTLA.com: https://ktla.com/news/local-news/census-report-showsdeclining-population-on-l-a-s-eastside-fueling-undercount-fears-amid-pandemic/
Online reach: 3,927,897

•

August 30, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: CD10 Redistricting Meeting Raises Koreatown/Greater
Wilshire Border Issue: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmontvillage/cd-10-redistricting-meeting-raises-koreatown-greater-wilshire-border-issue/
o Online reach: 22,030

•

September 2, 2021 – KTNQ-AM (Univision 1020): Tu Voz en Los Angeles
o Recording provided to Rafael Gonzalez

•

September 2, 2021 – LA Sentinel: L.A.’s Black Community Urged to Participate in
Redistricting Hearings: https://lasentinel.net/l-a-s-black-community-urged-to-participatein-redistricting-hearings.html
o Online reach: 122,800
o Included in “L.A. Sentinel Newspaper Headlines 9-2-21” e-blast
o Republished in the LA Watts Times:
http://lawattstimes.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=7761&c
atid=21&Itemid=114
Online reach: 1,550

•

September 3, 2021 – KBUE-FM (Que Buena) Radio Segment with Commissioner Maria
Brenes
o Recording provided to Rafael Gonzalez

•

September 6, 2021 – Los Angeles Daily News (Calendar Listing): Community Meetings in
the San Fernando Valley, Sept. 6-13: https://www.dailynews.com/2021/09/06/communitymeetings-in-the-san-fernando-valley-sept-6-13/
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o Online reach: 882,000
o Republished in the Marietta Daily Journal:
https://www.mdjonline.com/tribune/regional/community-meetings-in-the-sanfernando-valley-sept-6-13/article_35e3209e-7c6a-5fcf-918d-837fbd356099.html
o Online reach: 393,000
•

September 9, 2021 – LA Sentinel: South L.A. Residents Testify Before Redistricting
Commission: https://lasentinel.net/south-l-a-residents-testify-before-redistrictingcommission.html
o Online reach: 166,000

•

September 9, 2021 – KBUE-FM (Que Buena) Radio Segment with Commissioner Miguel
Martinez
o Recording provided to Rafael Gonzalez

•

September 10, 2021 – My News LA: LA City Council Redistricting Commission To Hold
Citywide Public Hearing: https://mynewsla.com/life/2021/09/10/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-to-hold-citywide-public-hearing/
o No metrics available
o Republished by KFI-AM: https://kfiam640.iheart.com/content/2021-09-11-la-citycouncil-redistricting-commission-to-hold-citywide-public-hearing/
o Online reach: 143,000

•

September 10, 2021 – Knock LA: How Los Angeles Can Flex Civic Power to Crush
Gerrymandering: https://knock-la.com/los-angeles-redistricting-gerrymandering-2022/
o No metrics available

•

September 10, 2021 – KABC-TV News at 5 p.m.: https://abc7.com/redistricting-censuskoreatown-los-angeles/11013479/
o Online Reach: 3,830,000
o TV metrics pending
o Republished in Forbes Alert: https://forbesalert.com/news/usa/losangeles/commissions-seeking-public-input-for-local-state-and-federal-redistricting/
o Online reach: 70,200
o Republished in the California News Times:
https://californianewstimes.com/commissions-seeking-public-input-for-local-stateand-federal-redistricting/519893/
o Online reach: 702,000

•

September 13, 2021 – Boulevard Sentinel: LA City Redistricting Commission ad hoc
regional groups to present analysis: https://www.boulevardsentinel.com/la-cityredistricting-commission-ad-hoc-regional-groups-to-present-analysis/
o Online reach: 1406
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•

September 14, 2021 – Boulevard Sentinel: NELA gets assertive in the redistricting process:
https://www.boulevardsentinel.com/nela-gets-assertive-in-the-redistricting-process/
o Online reach: 1406

•

September 16, 2021 – LA Sentinel: Residents Proclaim Community Pride at Redistricting
Public Hearings: https://lasentinel.net/residents-proclaim-community-pride-atredistricting-public-hearings.html
o Online reach: 122,800
o Republished in LA Watts Times:
http://www.lawattstimes.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=77
93:residents-proclaim-community-pride-at-redistricting-publichearings&catid=21&Itemid=114
o Online reach: 2,000
o Republished in California News Times: https://californianewstimes.com/residentsproclaim-community-pride-at-redistricting-public-hearings-los-angeles-sentinel-losangeles-sentinel/525351/
o Online reach: 702,000

•

September 16, 2021 – KBUE-FM (Que Buena) Radio Segment with Rafael Gonzalez
o Recording provided to Rafael Gonzalez

•

September 17, 2021 – LA Sentinel: 9/20-21: LA City Council Redistricting Commission to
Publicly Draw Draft Maps: https://lasentinel.net/events/920-21-la-city-councilredistricting-commission-to-publicly-draw-draft-maps
o Online reach: 122,800

•

September 20, 2021 – LA Daily News (Calendar Listing): Community Meetings in the San
Fernando Valley, Sept. 20-27: https://www.dailynews.com/2021/09/20/communitymeetings-in-the-san-fernando-valley-sept-20-27/
o Online reach: 882,000

•

EyeSpyLA.com (Calendar Listings)
o 10/6 http://eyespyla.com/www/thebuzz.nsf/81ad7c46f681c61a8825729a007d501e/5cc3
9e92cd6764bc86258753002207d9'!OpenDocument
o 10/9 http://eyespyla.com/www/thebuzz.nsf/81ad7c46f681c61a8825729a007d501e/99c8
bcbd2b3712948625875300225138!OpenDocument
o 10/13 http://eyespyla.com/www/thebuzz.nsf/81ad7c46f681c61a8825729a007d501e/fcb1
15cfb1f8c7eb862587530022a66e!OpenDocument
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o 10/16 http://eyespyla.com/www/thebuzz.nsf/81ad7c46f681c61a8825729a007d501e/882e
3d1944ca4a39862587530022f597!OpenDocument
o No metrics are available
•

Discover Los Angeles (Calendar Listings)
o 10/6 - https://www.discoverlosangeles.com/event/2021/10/06/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-106-draft-maps-public-hearing
o 10/9 - https://www.discoverlosangeles.com/event/2021/10/09/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-109-draft-maps-public-hearing
o 10/13 - https://www.discoverlosangeles.com/event/2021/10/13/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-1013-draft-maps-public-hearing
o 10/16 - https://www.discoverlosangeles.com/event/2021/10/16/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-1016-draft-maps-public-hearing
o Online reach: 449,867

•

SpinGo.com (Calendar listing serving a network of 7 websites)
o http://www.spingo.com/calendar/event/8651521-la-city-council-redistrictingcommission-draft-maps-public-hearing?radius_miles=100&location=90012-losangeles&sections=all&date=2021-10-09
Note: All meetings (10/6, 10/9, 10/13, 10/16) linked in main calendar listing. No
metrics are available for the websites.
Sites include:
SpinGo.com
Events.com Virtual Events Calendar
IEShineOn - Inland Empire Events
OnLongBeach.com
OnLosAngeles.com
Identity Talent Management Group West Coast
SpinGo LA

•

KTLA.com (Calendar Listings)
o 10/6 - https://ktla.com/community-calendar-ktla/#!/details/LA-City-CouncilRedistricting-Commission-Draft-Maps-Public-Hearing/9460201/2021-10-06T18
o 10/9 - https://ktla.com/community-calendar-ktla/#!/details/LA-City-CouncilRedistricting-Commission-Draft-Maps-Public-Hearing/9460201/2021-10-09T10
o 10/13 - https://ktla.com/community-calendar-ktla/#!/details/LA-City-CouncilRedistricting-Commission-Draft-Maps-Public-Hearing/9460201/2021-10-13T18
o 10/16 - https://ktla.com/community-calendar-ktla/#!/details/LA-City-CouncilRedistricting-Commission-Draft-Maps-Public-Hearing/9460201/2021-10-16T10
o Online reach: 3,927,897
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•

September 20, 2021 – KFI-AM: LA City Attorney, Mayoral Candidate Calls For Doubling
Size Of City Council: https://kfiam640.iheart.com/content/2021-09-20-la-city-attorneymayoral-candidate-calls-for-doubling-size-of-city-council/
o Online reach:143,000
o Republished by Nation World News: https://nationworldnews.com/la-city-attorneymayor-candidate-calls-for-doubling-the-size-of-city-council/
o No metrics available
o Republished by The Epoch Times: https://www.theepochtimes.com/la-cityattorney-mayoral-candidate-calls-for-doubling-size-of-city-council_4008567.html
o Online reach: 11,000,000

•

September 21, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: A First Look at Possible City Council Redistricting
Maps: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/a-first-look-atpossible-city-council-redistricting-maps/
o Online reach: 26,000

•

September 22, 2021 – LAist: Hey LA, Here’s What You Need to Know About Redistricting:
https://laist.com/news/los-angeles-redistricting
o Online reach: 907,166

•

September 23, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Redistricting Map Discussion Continues…and Adds
New Draft Map: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmontvillage/redistricting-map-discussion-continues-and-adds-new-draft-map/
o Online reach: 26,000

•

September 23, 2021 – LAist: Morning Brief: Redistricting, Possible Strike In Hollywood And
Local Restaurants Pick Up Prestige: https://laist.com/news/morning-brief-redistrictingpossible-strike-in-hollywood-and-local-restaurants-pick-up-prestige
o Online reach: 907,166

•

September 24, 2021 – Radio Seoul interview with Steve Kan of KYCC and Commissioner
Alexandra Suh
o Recording provided to Rafael Gonzalez, no metrics available

•

September 24, 2021 – KNBC 11 p.m. News
o Seen by Helen Sanchez, segment covering protest in Laurel Canyon
o No metrics available

•

September 24, 2021 – Valley News Group: LA Plan Would Cut Woodland Hills in Half:
https://valleynewsgroup.com/la-plan-would-cut-woodland-hills-in-half/
o Online Reach: 8,000
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•

September 25, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Hancock Park HOA Enters Redistricting
Conversation with New Map Submission: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featuredstories-larchmont-village/hancock-park-hoa-enters-redistricting-conversation-with-newmap-submission/
o Online reach: 26,000

•

September 27, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: City Council Redistricting Update: New Maps
Abound…and Another Commission Meeting Tonight:
https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/city-councilredistricting-update-new-maps-abound-and-another-commission-meeting-tonight/
o Online reach: 26,000

•

September 28, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Focus Narrowing as LA City Council Redistricting
Commission Moves Toward Map Recommendation:
https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/focus-narrowing-as-lacity-council-redistricting-commission-moves-toward-map-recommendation/
o Online reach: 26,000

•

September 29, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Redistricting Commission Releases Two New Draft
Maps for Thursday’s Discussion: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-storieslarchmont-village/redistricting-commission-releases-two-new-draft-maps-for-thursdaysdiscussion/
o Online reach: 26,000

•

September 30, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Tonight’s City Council Redistricting Meeting – Both
Details and Big Picture in Play: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-storieslarchmont-village/tonights-city-council-redistricting-meeting-both-details-and-big-picturein-play/
o Online reach: 26,000

•

September 30, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: Extreme makeover? Two L.A. council members
could see huge changes to their districts: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/202109-30/los-angeles-city-redistricting-plan-nithya-raman-paul-krekorian-districts
o Print and Online
Circulation: 690,870
Online reach: 26,894,545
o Republished on Yahoo News: https://news.yahoo.com/extreme-makeover-two-lcouncil-120019846.html
o Online reach: 68,000,000

•

September 30, 2021 – CityWatch LA: Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission: What is a
Community of Interest?: https://www.citywatchla.com/index.php/neighborhood-politicshidden/22671-los-angeles-city-redistricting-commission-what-is-a-community-of-interest
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o Online reach: 1,961,000
•

September 30, 2021 – Los Angeles Magazine: Is Nithya Raman About to Lose Her Seat?:
https://www.lamag.com/citythinkblog/nithya-raman-district-redraw/
o Online reach: 1,850,000

•

September 30, 2021 – Spectrum News 1: LA City Council Redistricting Commission Set to
Adopt Draft Map: https://spectrumnews1.com/ca/la-east/politics/2021/10/01/la-citycouncil-redistricting-commission-set-to-adopt-draft-map
o Online reach: 246,000
o Republished on MyNewsLA.com: https://mynewsla.com/orangecounty/2021/09/30/la-city-council-redistricting-commission-set-to-adopt-draftmap/
o Online reach: 108,000

•

September 30, 2021 – KBUE-FM (Que Buena) Radio Segment with Commissioner Miguel
Martinez
o Recording to be provided to Rafael Gonzalez

•

October 1, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: L.A. redistricting panel approves draft map but
avoids decision on Raman and Krekorian: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/202110-01/redistricting-panel-approves-draft-map-la
o Online reach: 26,894,545

•

October 1, 2021 – California Globe: LA City Council Redistricting Commission Announces
New District Boundary Approval, Angering Members:
https://californiaglobe.com/articles/la-city-council-redistricting-commission-announcesnew-district-boundary-approval-angering-members/
o Online reach: 287,000

•

October 1, 2021 – The Epoch Times: Los Angeles Redistricting Commission Approves Map
That Would Reshape 2 Key Districts: https://www.theepochtimes.com/los-angelesredistricting-commission-approves-map-that-would-reshape-two-keydistricts_4027932.html
o Online reach: 10,900,000

•

October 1, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: City Council Redistricting Commission Moves Draft
Plan K2.5 Forward to Public Input Phase: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featuredstories-larchmont-village/city-council-redistricting-commission-moves-draft-plan-k2-5forward-to-public-input-phase/
o Online reach: 26,000
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•

October 4, 2021 – LA Sentinel: Redistricting Commission Adopts Draft Maps of L.A. Council
Districts: https://lasentinel.net/redistricting-commission-adopts-draft-maps-of-l-a-councildistricts.html
o Online reach: 122,800
o Republished on California News Times:
https://californianewstimes.com/redistricting-commission-adopts-draft-maps-of-l-acouncil-districts-los-angeles-sentinel-los-angeles-sentinel/547596/
o Online reach: 702,000

•

October 5, 2021 – The Eastsider: What a map named K 2.5 means for your Eastside
neighborhood and council district: https://www.theeastsiderla.com/news/what-a-mapnamed-k-2-5-means-for-your-eastside-neighborhood-and-council-district/article_583f792e2576-11ec-86a1-dbbd86415855.html
o Online reach: 71,700

•

October 5, 2021 – KCRW Greater LA: LA Redistricting - LA redistricting: City Council’s
Nithya Raman and Paul Krekorian could lose their constituents:
https://www.kcrw.com/news/shows/greater-la/bruce-descendants-redistrictingmacarthur-genius/map-districts-paul-krekorian-nithya-raman
o Online reach: 380,000
o Note: Audio available through link

•

October 6, 2021 – KFI AM (City News Service): LA City Council Redistricting Commission to
Present Draft Map: https://kfiam640.iheart.com/content/2021-10-06-la-city-councilredistricting-commission-to-present-draft-map/
o Online reach: 143,000
o Republished by KNBC 4 Los Angeles:
https://www.nbclosangeles.com/news/local/la-city-council-redistrictingcommission-to-present-draft-map/2708199/
o Online reach: 1,270,000
o Republished by The Epoch Times: https://www.theepochtimes.com/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-to-present-draft-map_4035329.html
o Online reach: 10,900,000
o Republished by MyNewsLA.com: https://mynewsla.com/life/2021/10/06/la-citycouncil-redistricting-commission-to-present-draft-map/
o Online reach: 108,000
o Republished by Los Angeles Daily News:
https://www.dailynews.com/2021/10/06/controversial-la-council-redistricting-plangoes-before-the-public
o Online reach: 882,000
o Republished by Daily Breeze:
https://www.dailybreeze.com/2021/10/06/controversial-la-council-redistrictingplan-goes-before-the-public/
o Online reach: 442,339
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•

October 6, 2021 – Beverly Press/Park LaBrea News: Proposed Redistricting Map Draws
Praise – and Rancor: https://beverlypress.com/2021/10/proposed-redistricting-map-drawspraise-and-rancor/
o Online reach: 14,700

•

October 6, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: City Council Redistricting: What’s Changed Since
2012…Where We are Now…and What’s Next: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featuredstories-larchmont-village/city-council-redistricting-whats-changed-since-2012-where-weare-now-and-whats-next/
o Online reach: 26,000

•

October 7, 2021 – KNX 1070: L.A. City Councilmember Claims Redistricting Map ‘Erases’
Her District: https://www.audacy.com/knx1070/news/local/la-councilmember-saysredistricting-map-erases-her-district
o No metrics are available

•

October 7, 2021 – LA Sentinel (Calendar Listing): 10/9 The Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission Invites You To Join Community Public Hearing to Review 2021
Draft District Maps: https://lasentinel.net/events/the-los-angeles-city-council-redistrictingcommission-invites-you-to-join-community-public-hearing-to-review-2021-draft-districtmaps
o Online reach: 122,800

•

October 7, 2021 – First Things First with Dominique Diprima on KBLA 1580 AM interview
with Robert Battles
o No metrics available

•

October 8, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Public Input Phase Begins on City Council Redistricting
Draft Plan K 2.5: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmontvillage/public-input-phase-begins-on-city-council-redistricting-draft-plan-k-2-5/
o Online reach: 29,700

•

October 9, 2021 – Beverly Hills Courier: What Redistricting Could Mean for Beverly Hills’
Neighbors: https://beverlyhillscourier.com/2021/10/09/what-redistricting-could-mean-forbeverly-hills-neighbors/
o Online reach: 40,000

•

October 10, 2021 – Boulevard Sentinel: Invitation to join Community Public Hearings to
Review 2021 District Maps: https://boulevardsentinel.com/sponsored-content-invitationto-join-community-public-hearings-to-review-2021-draft-district-maps/
o Online reach: 1406
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•

October 11, 2021 – New York Times (Opinion): What an L.A. City Council Seat Shows
About Power and Politics: https://www.nytimes.com/2021/10/11/opinion/raman-housinglos-angeles.html
o Online reach: 122,817,297

•

October 11, 2021 – CityWatch LA: Who let the Dog out? Woof. Woof. Woof:
https://www.citywatchla.com/index.php/cw/los-angeles/22787-who-let-the-dog-out-woofwoof
o Online reach: 1,961,000

•

October 12, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Redistricting Discussions Continue – Map Tweaks
Begin Tomorrow: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmontvillage/redistricting-discussions-continue-map-tweaks-begin-tomorrow/
o Online reach: 29,700

•

October 12, 2021 – Streetsblog LA (Calendar Listing): This Week In Livable Streets:
https://la.streetsblog.org/2021/10/12/this-week-in-livable-streets-296/
o No metrics available

•

October 13, 2021 – KABC 7: Proposed Los Angeles Redistricting Map Disenfranchises
Voters, two LA City Councilmembers Say: https://abc7.com/los-angeles-redistricting-paulkrekorian-nithya-raman/11122839/
o Online reach: 4,005,000
o Republished by California News Times: https://californianewstimes.com/two-lacouncilmembers-say-proposed-redistricting-map-disenfranchises-voters/557751/
o Online reach: 715,000

•

October 13, 2021 – The Eastsider LA: How did Cypress Park lose 1,258 residents?:
https://www.theeastsiderla.com/neighborhoods/cypress_park/how-did-cypress-park-lose1-258-residents/article_85353960-26f6-11ec-b0b0-6b8b59133d41.html
o Online reach: 71,700

•

October 13, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: (Calendar Listing) Upcoming Public Meetings:
https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/upcoming-publicmeetings/
o Online reach: 29,700

•

October 14, 2021 – New York Times (Opinion): How Homeowners’ Associations Get Their
Way in California: https://www.nytimes.com/2021/10/14/opinion/california-housingrenters.html
o Online reach: 122,817,297
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•

October 14, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: Ridley-Thomas indictment brings fresh uncertainty
to an already unsettled City Hall: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-1014/mark-ridley-thomas-corruption-case-brings-more-uncertainty-to-city-hall
o Online reach: 25,700,000
o Republished by The Bellingham Herald:
https://www.bellinghamherald.com/news/nationworld/national/article255025257.html
o Online reach: 307,000
o Republished by The Wichita Eagle: https://www.kansas.com/news/nationworld/national/article255025257.html
o Online reach: 458,000
o Republished by Sun Herald: https://www.sunherald.com/news/nationworld/national/article255025257.html
o Online reach: 302,000
o Republished by The News & Observer:
https://www.newsobserver.com/news/nationworld/national/article255025257.html
o Online reach: 2,001,000
o Republished by The Denver Gazette:
https://denvergazette.com/ap/national/indictment-of-la-councilman-brings-freshuncertainty-to-an-already-unsettled-city-hall/article_ed78158a-29ff-58b3-bc89e705af5ad401.html
o Online reach: 87,000
o Republished by Ledger-Enquirer: https://www.ledger-enquirer.com/news/nationworld/national/article255025257.html
o Online reach: 131,000
o Republished by The Sacramento Bee: https://www.sacbee.com/news/nationworld/national/article255025257.html
o Online reach: 2,670,000
o Republished by The Marietta Daily Journal:
https://www.mdjonline.com/tribune/lifestyles/indictment-of-la-councilman-bringsfresh-uncertainty-to-an-already-unsettled-city-hall/article_099f9247-b3c5-54d3871b-5e4ff84fbd5f.html
o Online reach: 370,000
o Republished by Rome News-Tribune:
https://www.northwestgeorgianews.com/tribune/lifestyles/indictment-of-lacouncilman-brings-fresh-uncertainty-to-an-already-unsettled-cityhall/article_9cc73d6e-0104-5b97-82de-3fd7aa5b6a2a.html
o Online reach: 341,000
o Republished by The Bakersfield Californian:
https://www.bakersfield.com/ap/national/indictment-of-la-councilman-bringsfresh-uncertainty-to-an-already-unsettled-city-hall/article_e646bbe8-9d40-5fc3a967-62e6187b6c77.html
o Online reach: 404,000
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•

October 13, 2021 – CityWatch LA: Message to the LA City Redistricting Commission: Keep
us Whole! https://citywatchla.com/index.php/neighborhood-politics-hidden/22774message-to-the-la-city-council-redistricting-commission-keep-us-whole
o Online reach: 1,961,000

•

October 14, 2021 – The Rafu Shimpo: Little Tokyo, Chinatown Redistricting Tie Unlikely:
https://rafu.com/2021/10/little-tokyo-chinatown-redistricting-tie-unlikely/
o Online reach: 49,700

•

October 14, 2021 – The Eastsider LA: (Newsletter): Homicide update | $2 million home
sale | More condos:
https://www.theeastsiderla.com/neighborhoods/echo_park/echo_park_weekly_newsletter
/homicide-update-2-million-home-sale-more-condos/article_7beaf856-2bc7-11ec-b10087592ad03ba3.html
o Online reach: 71,700

•

October 15, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: City Council Redistricting: Raman Replaces
Commissioner; Map Tweaks Begin: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-storieslarchmont-village/city-council-redistricting-raman-replaces-commissioner-map-tweaksbegin/
o Online reach: 29,700

•

October 15, 2021 – LA Daily News: San Fernando Valley neighborhoods team up to oppose
LA City Council redistricting map: dailynews.com/2021/10/15/san-fernando-valleyneighborhoods-team-up-to-oppose-la-city-council-redistricting-map/
o Online reach: 810,000
o Republished by The Marietta Daily Journal:
https://www.mdjonline.com/tribune/regional/san-fernando-valley-neighborhoodsteam-up-to-oppose-la-city-council-redistricting-map/article_1f11c371-d5b5-56bd8924-38a0903dc3f3.html
o Online reach: 370,000

•

October 18, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Saturday Redistricting Discussion Focuses on Valley
Issues Macro & Micro…Continues Tonight: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featuredstories-larchmont-village/saturday-redistricting-discussion-focuses-valley-issues-macromicro-continues-tonight/
o Online reach: 29,700

•

October 19, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: LA City Council Redistricting Commission: Closing in
on Consensus: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/la-citycouncil-redistricting-commission-closing-in-on-consensus/
o Online reach: 29,700
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•

October 20, 2021 – KTTV-TV: Mark Ridley-Thomas Suspended from LA Council, hours
before not guilty plea: https://www.foxla.com/news/la-city-councilman-mark-ridleythomas-pleads-not-guilty-to-corruption-charges
o Online reach: 1,540,000

•

October 20, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: Two L.A. council members fight over who gets USC
as redistricting heats up: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-10-20/la-citycouncil-redistricting-fight-usc
o Print and Online
Circulation: 690,870
Online reach: 26,894,545
o Republished on Yahoo News: https://news.yahoo.com/l-draws-politicalboundaries-two-120044375.html
o Online reach: 68,000,000

•

October 21, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: City Council Redistricting: “What Just Happened?”:
https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/city-councilredistricting-what-just-happened/
o Online reach: 29,700

•

October 21, 2021 – CityWatch LA: Final Redistricting Map Due Oct. 29. Here is the
Damage Done So Far: https://www.citywatchla.com/index.php/neighborhood-politicshidden/22835-final-redistricting-map-due-oct-29-here-is-the-damage-done-so-far
o Online reach: 1,961,000

•

October 21, 2021 – Encino Enterprise (Valley News Group): How proposed Redistricting
Affects Encino: https://valleynewsgroup.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/Encino-10-2121.pdf
o Online reach: 5,000

•

October 22, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: L.A. City Council redistricting panel finalizes map
without defining Raman and Krekorian districts:
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-10-22/los-angeles-city-councilredistricting-map-finalized-by-commission
o Online reach: 26,894,545

•

October 22, 2021 – Watch Our City: Los Angeles Redistricting Commission Moves Forward
Draft Map to City Council (City News Service):
https://watchourcity.com/communities/about-california-southern/los-angeles-redistrictingcommission-moves-forward-draft-map-to-city-council/
o No metrics available
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•

October 22, 2021 – The Eastsider: LA City Councilmember Nithya Raman faces big changes
and new constituents under proposed district map:
https://www.theeastsiderla.com/news/government_and_politics/la-city-councilmembernithya-raman-faces-big-changes-and-new-constituents-under-proposed-districtmap/article_cc91d402-3363-11ec-b951-a7d19a6a484d.html
o Online reach: 71,700

•

October 22, 2021 – LAist: Commission Proposes New LA City Council District Map, But
Council President Nury Martinez is Already a Critic:
https://laist.com/news/politics/commission-proposes-map-new-la-city-districts-presidentnury-martinez-critic-final-2021
o Online reach: 907,166

•

October 22, 2021 – Spectrum News 1: LA City Council president criticizes drastic changes
in redistricting proposal: https://spectrumnews1.com/ca/la-west/politics/2021/10/22/laredistricting-commission-moves-forward-draft-map-to-city-council
o Online reach: 246,000
o Republished by MyNewsLA.com: https://mynewsla.com/life/2021/10/22/la-citycouncil-president-criticizes-drastic-changes-in-redistricting-proposal-2/
o Online reach: 88,700
o Republished by Radio.com: https://www.audacy.com/knx1070/news/local/la-citycouncil-president-criticizes-redistricting-proposal
o Online reach: 5,440,000

•

October 22, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Redistricting Commission Approves Draft Map to
Send to City Council: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmontvillage/redistricting-commission-approves-draft-map-to-send-to-city-council/
o Online reach: 29,700

•

October 22, 2021 – Epoch Times: LA Redistricting Commission Recommends Map that
Reshapes Key Districts: https://www.theepochtimes.com/la-redistricting-commissionrecommends-map-that-reshapes-key-districts_4064188.html
o Online reach: 10,300,000
o Behind paywall

•

October 22, 2021 – Park LaBrea News & Beverly Press: Commission’s Final Map Proposes
Dramatic Changes to Local Council Districts:
https://beverlypress.com/2021/10/commissions-final-map-proposes-dramatic-changes-tolocal-council-districts/
o Online reach: 14,800
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•

October 22, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: L.A. council president slams redistricting map,
saying it has ‘alienated thousands’: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-1022/los-angeles-city-council-redistricting-map-finalized-by-commission
o Online reach: 26,894,545

•

October 23, 2021 – LA Daily News: Big changes expected in LA political boundaries;
commission sends recommended map to City Council:
https://www.dailynews.com/2021/10/23/big-changes-expected-in-la-political-boundariescommission-sends-recommended-map-to-city-council/
o Online reach: 882,000
o Republished by Murrieta Daily Journal:
https://www.mdjonline.com/tribune/regional/big-changes-expected-in-la-politicalboundaries-commission-sends-recommended-map-to-citycouncil/article_9354144d-35c7-5227-884a-b33cefeeb863.html
o Online reach: 370,000

•

October 23, 2021 – Spectrum News 1: Backlash mounts over proposed West San Fernando
Valley district: https://spectrumnews1.com/ca/la-west/politics/2021/10/25/proposedwest-san-fernando-valley-district-backlash
o Online reach: 246,000

•

October 25, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: Editorial – In Los Angeles, political meddling
poisons redistricting: https://www.latimes.com/opinion/story/2021-10-25/los-angeles-cityredistricting
o Print and Online
Circulation: 690,870
Online reach: 26,894,545

•

October 25, 2021 – LA Sentinel: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission’s
Comments on Adoption of City Council District Map: https://lasentinel.net/los-angelescity-council-redistricting-commissions-comments-on-adoption-of-city-council-districtmap.html
o Online reach: 122,800
o Republished by California News Times: https://californianewstimes.com/losangeles-city-council-redistricting-commissions-comments-on-adoption-of-citycouncil-district-map-los-angeles-sentinel-los-angeles-sentinel/570255/
o Online reach: 715,000

•

October 26, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: Letters to the Editor: To the City Council members
whining over redistricting: Adapt: https://www.latimes.com/opinion/story/2021-1027/city-council-members-redistricting
o Print and Online
Circulation: 690,870
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Online reach: 26,894,545
•

October 26, 2021 – Spectrum News1 (City News Service): Nury Martinez seeks new
committee to lead redistricting process: https://spectrumnews1.com/ca/lawest/politics/2021/10/26/nury-martinez-seeks-new-committee-to-lead-redistrictingprocess
o Online reach: 246,000
o Republished by MyNewsLA.com: https://mynewsla.com/life/2021/10/26/nurymartinez-seeks-new-committee-to-lead-redistricting-process/
o Online reach: 89,000
o Republished by California Patch:
https://patch.com/california/hollywood/s/hw4bi/la-council-prez-requests-newcommittee-lead-redistricting
o Online reach: 419,000

•

October 27, 2021 – The Epoch Times: LA Councilors Reject Commission’s Draft Map, Move
to Create New Redistricting Committee: https://www.theepochtimes.com/la-councilorsreject-commissions-draft-map-move-to-create-new-redistricting-committee_4072975.html
o Online reach: 10,300,000
o Behind paywall

•

October 27, 2021 – LA Daily News: LA Redistricting Commission to Consider Final Report
on City Council Boundary Map: https://www.dailynews.com/2021/10/27/la-redistrictingcommission-to-consider-final-report-on-city-council-boundary-map/
o Online reach: 882,000
o Republished by the Daily Breeze: https://www.dailybreeze.com/2021/10/27/laredistricting-commission-to-consider-final-report-on-city-council-boundary-map/
o Online reach: 317,000
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Clips
•

August 11, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: CD4 Redistricting Meeting Continues Common
Themes: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/cd4redistricting-meeting-continues-common-themes/

When we wrote about the city’s meeting on redistricting for City Council District 5 a few weeks
ago, there were two overarching themes among stakeholders who spoke at the
meeting: “Please keep my neighborhood/Neighborhood Council area united in a single city
council district” and “Please keep my neighborhood/Neighborhood Council area united with its
contiguous communities of interest in a single city council district.” All of the 30 or so speakers
at that meeting voiced either one or both of those sentiments. And not surprisingly, the story
was much the same at the city’s CD-4-focused redistricting meeting on August 4, though there
were also a couple of new themes this time around.
Background

Re-drawing city council district boundaries is something that is done every 10 years when new
census data is released. The goal is to maximize representation of many different kinds of
communities by creating districts that are as equal as possible in population, and which unite,
as much as possible, certain kinds of “communities of interest,” including various ethnic or
cultural populations (many of which have a history of less than equal representation), special
kinds of geography (e.g. valley, beach, or hillside communities), or common issues such as
transit, density, housing issues, etc.
As part of this year’s redistricting process (which is getting a later start than usual, because the
2020 U.S. Census was delayed, and initial data won’t be released until Thursday, August 12), the
city’s independent redistricting commission is holding a series of 17 online community
meetings, 15 focusing on each of our individual city council districts, and two with a city-wide
focus, one in English and one in Spanish. The July 7 meeting focusing on CD 5 was the second
meeting in the series, and the August 4 meeting focusing on CD4 fell about mid-way through
the meeting cycle.

CD 4 Redistricting Meeting

As with previous meetings in this cycle, the CD4 session began with a welcome from
Redistricting Commission chair Fred Ali, who explained the purpose of redistricting and said,
“This is what democracy is all about.” Ali provided a quick overview of the redistricting process
and its goals (information also easily accessible here, and here). In short, the process attempts
to:
1. Create districts “substantially equal” in total population.
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2. Comply with equality provisions of the 1965 federal Voting Rights Act.
3. Create districts that are, to the extent possible, geographically contiguous.
4. Maintain “the geographic integrity of neighborhoods and communities of
interest,” and – to the extent possible -keep them intact within a single district.
5. Draw districts using “natural boundaries and streets, and to encourage
geographic compactness” to the extent possible. And…
6. Avoid “favoring or discriminating against a political party.”
Public Comment

After the introductory presentation, the meeting – which had more than 100 attendees and Ali
said was the largest in the series so far – was opened to public comments. More than 30
people voiced their concerns and requests. And as at the CD5 meeting, the single largest
theme among the speakers was requests for certain neighborhoods or kinds of neighborhoods
be united (or re-united) within a single City Council district, instead of being split between two
more more council districts.
Among the more common comments in this vein were:
Keep all of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area together in CD 4. Several
speakers requested that the northwest corner of the GWNC area, which was moved to CD 5 in
the 2010 redistricting be returned to CD 4, to make it easier to work on GWNC area-wide issues
with just one instead of two different City Council districts.
Remove Sherman Oaks and Toluca Lake from CD 4 and reunite them with other San Fernando
Valley communities in CD 5. These communities were removed from CD 5 in the last round of
redistricting, and many residents at both the CD 5 meeting and this meeting asked that they be
put back in CD 5 with their adjacent communities. One difference at this meeting, however, is
that there were also a few Valley residents who voiced the opposite request – that
their eastern Valley neighborhoods be retained in CD 4 or given their own district, because
they prefer to be included in a less homogenous, more urban-feeling, and more politically
progressive district than other Valley neighborhoods further west.
Unite the Miracle Mile neighborhood and Mid-City West Neighborhood Council areas (now
split among Council Districts 4, 5, and 10) in a single Council District (most likely CD4, with
which at least a couple of speakers said they have most in common).
Unite the various Hollywood-area neighborhoods and Neighborhood Councils in a single city
council district, instead of splitting them between Districts 4 and 13, as they are now.
Unite all of the Los Feliz area in CD 4 instead of splitting it between districts 4 and 13, as it is
now.
Unite the Koreatown area in a single city council district instead of the three (1, 10 and 13) it
shares now. Also, at least a couple of people who live in the Western-Wilton neighborhood of
24

the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area, Steve Kang and Jake Mallot, asked that their
neighborhood and other GWNC eastern-border areas including Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews
Square, and Oakwood-Maplewood-St. Andrews, which now lie in CD 4 with most other GWNCarea neighborhoods, be moved from CD 4 into one of the districts representing
Koreatown. Kang and Mallot said those areas’ density and greater population of renters gives
them much more in common with the more urban Koreatown than with GWNC and CD 4’s
single family neighborhoods to the west. This comment was met with almost immediate
protest, however, by St. Andrews Square resident Patricia Carroll, who represents that
neighborhood on the GWNC board. Carroll reported that GWNC’s three eastern border
neighborhoods do have both multi-family and single family homes, as well as a long history and
shared concerns that tie them firmly to the rest of the GWNC community, and that it would not
be welcome to many of those residents to be split off from their historic CD 4 into a new City
Council district.
Finally, there was also one new issue raised at the CD 4 meeting, which did not come up at the
CD 5 meeting in July, and which – as the requesters acknowledged – is not really within the
purview of the current redistricting commission. This was a plea to increase the overall
number of city council districts to improve community representation across the city. Several
speakers noted that other large cities have a much larger number of city council districts (for
example, Chicago has 50 and New York has 51), while Los Angeles has only 15 districts, the
same as much smaller Milwaukee…and each of our city council members represents more than
250,000 people – a number larger than the total population of many mid-size cities.
What’s Next?
The current slate of community meetings will continue through early September.
If you would like to comment on the redistricting process, or make any neighborhood-specific
requests, you can fill out the commission’s Community of Interest questionnaire:
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You can also attend one of the remaining community meetings (while most meetings will
focus on specific council districts, members of the general public are welcome, and
welcome to speak, at all meetings)…
…or submit a written comment (with or without specific map suggestions)
to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org.
Note that the sooner comments are submitted, the better, as the process will move
quickly once census data becomes available. After the community meetings end in
September, the Commission has just about three months to finalize its
recommendations for new city council district boundaries, and for the city to approve
them before the December 31 deadline required by the City Charter.
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•

August 18, 2021 - 2 Urban Girls (Blog): The Importance of Redistricting in the Black
Community: https://2urbangirls.com/the-importance-of-redistricting-in-the-blackcommunity/

Please join our discussion!
The most important process that determines the political power of our community is happening
right now. For the past few weeks, the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission has
been taking public comment from communities across the city of LA to determine how city
council district lines will be redrawn.
Our voice is our power!
On Thursday, August 26th, the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission staff and
Commissioners will host an update to make sure everyone is prepared to join the conversation
and protect our communities and ensure fair line drawing happens in the city of Los Angeles.
Please join us next Thursday at 1:30 pm.
For any questions, and/or to inform us of your intent to participate by 4pm August 25th, feel
free to contact LACCRC Associate Director of Community Outreach and Engagement Robert
Battles: robert.battles@lacity.org. The following is the meeting information:
The LACCRC is inviting you to a scheduled ZoomGov meeting.
Topic: The Importance of Redistricting in the Black Community
Time: Aug 26, 2021 01:30 PM Pacific Time (US and Canada)
Join ZoomGov Meeting
https://www.zoomgov.com/j/1605938329
Meeting ID: 160 593 8329
One tap mobile
+16692545252,,1605938329# US (San Jose)
+16692161590,,1605938329# US (San Jose)
Dial by your location
+1 669 254 5252 US (San Jose)
+1 669 216 1590 US (San Jose)
+1 646 828 7666 US (New York)
+1 551 285 1373 US
833 568 8864 US Toll-free
Meeting ID: 160 593 8329
Find your local number: https://www.zoomgov.com/u/aEeETYeGR
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Join by SIP
1605938329@sip.zoomgov.com
Join by H.323
161.199.138.10 (US West)
161.199.136.10 (US East)
Meeting ID: 160 593 8329
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•

August 19, 2021 - LA Sentinel: Redistricting Commissioners Seek Input from African
American Community
o https://lasentinel.net/redistricting-commissioners-seek-input-from-africanamerican-community.html

Redistricting will bring changes to South Los Angeles, an area where many African Americans
reside, and the adjustment could affect the collective power of the Black community.
The L.A. City Charter mandates that every 10 years following the decennial U.S. Census, City
Council district boundaries be redrawn to make each district largely equal in population. The
charter also establishes a 21-member commission charged with recommending a redistricting
plan to the City Council that outlines the borders of each Council District.
Charisse Bremond-Weaver, the Rev. Eddie Anderson and Valerie Lynne Shaw were appointed
by Mayor Eric Garcetti, Councilmember Mark Ridley-Thomas and Councilmember Marqueece
Harris Dawson, respectively, as Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commissioners who are
the only African Americans on the board.
Although they will vote along with fellow commissioners on the entire redistricting plan, the
three are especially focused on persuading Black Angelenos to share ideas, desires, histories
and experiences that impact and define their neighborhoods. The goal, they said, is to ensure
inclusive representation, secure needed assets, and maintain a strong community.
“Why is redistricting important, particularly for African Americans? It’s really about power and
how we’re going to exercise our power and access resources,” said Shaw, a member of the
Board of Governors for the California Community College System and former L.A. Board of
Public Works president, vice president and commissioner.
“During the [Mayor Tom] Bradley days, about 40 years ago, we were 20% of the population and
now we’re about 7%. We’ve also seen a decline in our communities, changing demographics,
the decline of our civic and professional groups and the disappearance of some of our
nonprofits,” she noted.
“These are all called mediating structures – structures that illustrate the life of the Black
community. Now, we’re looking at changing and rearranging our council districts – our
neighborhoods – and it’s important to look at this process in order to further empower Black
people.”
Anderson, who serves as senior pastor of McCarthy Memorial Christian Church and describes
himself as a “millennial who works with Black Lives Matter and other organizations that care
about the Black future,” encouraged African Americans to consider the concept of redistricting
as investing in communities.
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“When we talk about investment, we are talking about how do you get more parks, more public
space, how do we [get] our roads fixed in our neighborhoods. All of that will be the by-product
of redistricting – even who is our representative and do they ultimately have your needs at
heart,” he insisted.
“So, for the Black community, especially in South L.A. and all across L.A. County, it’s important
for us to really bring it in and make sure our voices are heard and to draw, with our moral
imagination, for the next 10 years,” Anderson said.
Further emphasizing the importance of input from African Americans, Bremond-Weaver,
president/CEO of the Brotherhood Crusade, urged Blacks to attend and speak up during the
Commission’s public hearings. In addition to the census data, the commissioners’ redistricting
recommendations will be greatly influenced by input from local residents and people with a
stake in the direction of their neighborhood, she said.
“If you care about your community, if you want your community to change, if you want
resources in your community, then you have to be a part of the process. We all have to be
accountable to the communities we care about and love. For me, that’s Council Districts 8, 9
and 10, where we have three Black amazing elected officials who represent our community. If
we don’t get the input from our own community, those lines might be different,” she stressed.
“Black voices must be heard in this process and we have to be unapologetic about what we
want for our community. If we’re not pushing that narrative, if we’re not showing up to tell our
stories about why our community should look like this, then shame on us,” said BremondWeaver.
In addition to giving testimony at public hearings, residents will be able to communicate their
vision for their community by using a map tool on the City Council Redistricting’s website.
According to Robert Battles, associate director of community outreach and engagement for the
Commission, the tool will allow site visitors to create a visual presentation reflecting their
image of their community and what they would like it to look like in the future. The tool, which
will be launched in the near future, will include a tutorial.
The public can also share comments during meetings that the Commission is currently hosting
for each Council District via Zoom. Individuals or representatives of neighborhood-based
organizations can participate either virtually or by telephone.
Hoping to inspire African American involvement in the redistricting process, Anderson declared,
“Your voice is very important. Please tell us your story and let’s show up. This is equity. This is
our civil rights for 2021!”
Bremond-Weaver said, “Your voice matters, resources matter in our community and who
represents us at the local level. If you care about keeping our community whole and all of the
things that make our community as beautiful as it is, your voice needs to be heard.”
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Shaw frankly stated, “If you can intend to live in L.A. as we move forward, it will be crucial that
you understand how city government operates, that you understand the power structure of
your district and your neighborhood.
“This process will enable the average citizen to understand those two things because as we lose
population, if we don’t raise our voices, we lose power.”
To learn more about the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission, visit
https://laccrc2021.org/
Managing Editor Brandon I. Brooks contributed to this report.
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•

August 19, 2021 - Beverly Press Park La Brea News (Calendar Listing): Council redistricting
hearings upcoming: https://beverlypress.com/2021/08/council-redistricting-hearingsupcoming/
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•

Aug. 20, 2021 – LA Sentinel (e-blast): Brotherhood Crusade Invites you to join the
Conversation around Redistricting. August 26, 2021
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•

August 20, 2021 – KMEX 34 (Univision Los Angeles) 11 PM News: ¿Cuál es la importancia
de participar en la redistribución de distritos en Los Angeles?:
http://uni.vi/OAV9102TUHZ<BR><BR>Visítanos https://www.univision.com
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•

August 20, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: New Redistricting Tool – Draw your own city council
maps: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/newredistricting-tool-draw-your-own-city-council-maps/

Los Angeles City Council Districts are currently undergoing the once-per-decade redistricting
process. A new city mapping tool can help you re-imagine the boundaries for notoriously
convoluted CD 4 – the white area on this map – or any of our other 15 city council districts…and
convey your suggestions to the city.
In the City Council redistricting meetings for CD 4 and CD5 that we’ve covered, city officials
have said they will soon have a new tool that allows members of the public to draw their own
suggested neighborhood and City Council District boundaries, as input into the redistricting
process. The tool wasn’t available yet at the time of those meetings, but yesterday the city
finally launched Districtr – a new, easy-to-use mapping website that allows you to create and
share your suggestions for new City Council District boundaries, smaller “communities of
interest” that you’d like to see contained within a specific city council district, and more. It also
allows you to create boundaries based on Neighborhood Council districts, Los Angeles Timesdefined neighborhoods, or completely free-hand, independent of any currently-established
boundaries.
The goal of the redistricting process is to create 15 council districts across the city, each with a
population of approximately 259,000 people, and containing/balancing other kinds of interests
or characteristics as well.
At both of the redistricting meetings we’ve attended so far, we heard many comments from the
public that people would like to see city council boundaries based on neighborhood council
boundaries (so specific neighborhood council areas and the neighborhoods they contain are not
split between two or more city council districts), and that the new city council districts consist
of neighborhoods and neighborhood council areas that are as contiguous as possible, and not
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strung or stretched out across large swaths of the city with vastly different characteristics (as
CD 4 is currently).
So we gave the mapping tool a try, seeing what happens when we draw possible new CD 4
boundaries using contiguous neighborhood council districts in our area, and trying to get as
close to possible to the 259,000 population target (Districtr helps you keep track of the total
population as you’re building your map). We also kept the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood
Council and Mid City West Neighborhood Council areas together in each map, since these two
areas have always worked closely together and have many population characteristics and
interests/issues in common.
Of the four possibilities four we mapped, the first one, which includes all of the Hollywood-area
NCs, but not Atwater Village, Silverlake, or Koreatown, comes the closest to the target
population number. The others are all slightly further over the target, but still well under
300,000. And all are certainly more compact than the current CD 4 configuration. But please
note that we’re not recommending any of them. They’re all just our own little doodles and
musings at this point, to show you how the new tool works.

This appropriately angel-shaped map keeps many of the traditional neighborhoods of CD 4
together, and also unites all of the Hollywood-area NCs, which was a request we heard several
times at the recent CD4 redistricting meeting.
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This map keeps many (but not all) of the Hollywood-area communities together, and adds
Koreatown, creating the most compact, dense and “urban” of our imagined CD 4s. But it also
eliminates Griffith Park and the hillside neighborhoods that have long been a part of CD 4.

This map retains Griffith Park in CD 4, and adds Atwater Village, but does not include the
Hollywood Hills West or Silverlake NC areas.
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And this map is similar to the last one, but includes Silverlake instead of Atwater Village.
If you’d like to try your own hand at redistricting, with your own community and your own
criteria (you definitely don’t have to use the NC boundaries, as we did), go
to https://districtr.org/event/MapsofLA to get started. And if/when you come up with a map
you like, you can easily save it to the public website, and/or share with friends, neighbors, your
city council district office, the city redistricting commission, or anyone else you’d like to show it
to.
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•

August 23, 2021 – The Eastsider LA: 2020 Census Reveals a Shrinking Eastside:
https://www.theeastsiderla.com/news/government_and_politics/2020-census-reveals-ashrinking-eastside/article_dc110ac8-0461-11ec-b334-37d9c5bfd1c1.html

Judging by all the new construction going on, the worsening traffic congestion and the longer
line at your favorite taco truck, you would think that the Eastside has grown more crowded
over the years. But the US Census says you would be wrong.
In fact, the 2020 census reports that 31,000 fewer people were living in communities stretching
from East Los Angeles to East Hollywood than in 2010. Latinos also accounted for a smaller
share of the population than they did a decade ago.
What's going on? Gentrification? An undercount? It's still too early to say but the 2020 Census
revealed some notable declines:
• The population of East LA, for example, decreased by a little more than 6% to 118,786.
• In Highland Park, the population dropped 7% to nearly 51,000. Latinos accounted for 66% of
the population -- down 10% since 2010.
• Echo Park reported a 6% drop in the number of residents while Latinos saw their share of the
population dropped below 50%.
•The most dramatic change? That was in Cypress Park, where the population dropped by 13%.
Impact on voting districts
These are the numbers that have been presented to the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission as it prepares to redraw council districts to reflect the latest census figures,
including the declines. (The figures for East Los Angeles which is not part of the city of Los
Angeles, came from separate US Census data)
In fact, Council District 13, which stretches from Echo Park to Hollywood, suffered the largest
drop in population of the city’s 15 council districts, with a loss of 12,702 residents.

39

The district boundaries will have to be adjusted so that its population would be on par with
those of other districts. Changes in the boundaries could have an impact on next year's election
in which incumbent Mitch O'Farrell will seek to retain his job.
What's behind the drop?
Researchers still have to dig and analyze all the census data to explain the decline. While
gentrification frequently means a decline in population, another factor may have come into
play was well in this most recent count, say demographers.
The Trump Administration's successful effort to include a question about citizenship in census
forms may have discouraged many immigrants and others from participating in the count. That
would result in an undercount of the actual population in many Eastside neighborhoods. How
much is still not clear.
The information we had access to via the redistricting commission was limited. But this first
look at census results give you an idea of how things have changed over the past 10 years in our
neighborhoods.
Population Change by Neighborhood
The numbers below reflect the population of each neighborhood in the 2020 census and the
percentage change from the 2010 census. Redistricting Partners, the consultants advising the
redistricting Commission broke down the 2020 census numbers by neighborhood using
boundaries established by the LA Times.
Atwater Village
13,473
Down 4%
Boyle Heights
87,847
Down 4%
Cypress Park
8,373
Down 13%
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Eagle Rock
31,636
Down 2%
East Hollywood
61,439
Down 10%
Echo Park
33,566
Down 6%
El Sereno
39,010
Down 4%
Elysian Park
2,090
Down 9%
Elysian Valley
6,123
Down 11%
Glassell Park
21,742
Down 2%
Highland Park
50,903
Down 7%
Lincoln Heights
27,212
Down 4%
Los Feliz
32,701
No Change
Montecito Heights
15,622
Down 5%
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Mount Washington
12,282
Down 1%
Silver Lake
29,186
Down 1%
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•

August 24, 2021 – The Rafu Shimpo: Little Tokyo Look to Avoid Repeating Redistricting
Trap: https://rafu.com/2021/08/little-tokyo-looks-to-avoid-repeating-redistricting-trap/

On Saturday, members of Save Our Seniors Network attended a community input session on redistricting, hosted
by City Councilmember Kevni de Leon. Speaking on behalf of SOS, Rev. Ray Fukumoto said, “We are part of an over
100-year-old neighborhood and one which transcends generations, race and origins. Look, all I am is just a
homeboy here to protect the neighborhood I was born and raised in. From Little Tokyo to Boyle Heights, we are
one family. Attacking the boundaries of Council District 14 is an attack on all of us.”

Approximately 30 people, including several of Little Tokyo’s most influential leaders, appeared
at a public hearing on Aug. 21 to testify before the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission
and call for Little Tokyo to remain in Council District 14.
The hearing, where many voiced their support for Councilmember Kevin de Leon, was
convened by Council District 14 at Little Tokyo Towers in conjunction with redistricting efforts
held every 10 years following the U.S. Census. Redistricting is the process of adjusting the lines
of voting districts in accordance with population shifts.
For many, Saturday’s hearing called to mind the year 2012 when redistricting redrew the
borders and moved Councilmember Jan Perry’s coveted 9th District in burgeoning Downtown
L.A. to the south. Perry, who had represented Little Tokyo and most of the Downtown area
since 2001, was replaced by Jose Huizar.
“The redistricting process has a simple goal: to ensure that each council district has about the
same number of residents,” Perry stated in an August 2020 L.A. Times op-ed co-written with
then-Councilmember Bernard Parks.
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“In the shuffling of districts, Huizar ended up with a large swath of asset-rich Downtown, a good
thing if you’re trying to rack up campaign contributions. How a line is moved can make it easier
or harder for a council member to keep a district in the next election.”
Perry told The Rafu Shimpo on Monday, “I think if (Little Tokyo) could come up with a united
position, that would be helpful. When I was fighting so hard to keep the community together
for economic reasons, I knew I was termed out, and I know what people do. They try to collapse
the district of the person who’s termed out. But I wasn’t going to sit there and see the district
decimated and not say anything.

A number of community input sessions were held on Saturday, both in-person and virtually.

“Since World War II, Downtown was tied to South L.A. and that includes Little Tokyo. You can
go back to the history of Bronzeville. There are many economic, historical, and legacy
connections that show people’s economies are intertwined. Downtown at that time was the
engine that fueled so much.
“It’s a different story now and some of that’s because of poor leadership and some of that is
because the economy is rolling backwards. When I look at where we are now, I feel that we’ve
slipped back to 2008, maybe before.”
De Leon’s anticipated bid for mayor raises a new question: What happens if Little Tokyo and the
rest of Downtown are decimated by redistricting once again?
Among those testifying during Saturday’s workshop were the heads of Little Tokyo’s major
nonprofits: Japanese American National Museum, Japanese American Cultural & Community
Center, Little Tokyo Service Center, Little Tokyo Community Council, Little Tokyo Business
Association/Little Tokyo BID, Arts District Little Tokyo Neighborhood Council, and Art Share L.A.
Also on hand were representatives from neighboring communities, including Boyle Heights and
Skid Row.
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•

August 26, 2021 – LA Sentinel: 2020 Census Reveals 2.9% Increase in L.A.’s Black
Population: https://lasentinel.net/2020-census-reveals-2-9-increase-in-l-a-s-blackpopulation.html

Fred Ali, chair of the L.A. City Council Redistricting Commission (Cora J. Fossett/L.A. Sentinel)

The number of African Americans in Los Angeles grew by 2.9% according to the 2020 Census,
which nearly mirrors the city’s 2.8% population increase over the last 10 years for a current
total of 3,898,747 people in L.A.
The statistics were disclosed at a special meeting of the L.A. City Council Redistricting
Commission on August 19. The commission is charged with using census data to recommend a
redistricting plan that outlines the boundaries of council districts (CDs) and each area should be
largely equal in population.
“This census data, together with other sources such as the American Community Survey (ACS)
and the community of interest public testimony we’ve received and will receive in the future,
will help inform the commission in drawing council district maps in an inclusive and transparent
way for the City of Los Angeles,” said Fred Ali, chair of the Redistricting Commission.
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“The mission of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission is to make sure that all
community members have fair and equal representation on the Los Angeles City Council,” he
added.
To assist the 21 board members in fulfilling their duties, Commission Executive Director Frank
Cardenas, City Demographer David Ely and Paul Mitchell of Redistricting Partners presented key
findings and results from the census.
Their report noted that the majority of L.A.’s African Americans reside in four districts – CD 8
totaled 84,644 Blacks, which is 33% of the total population of 255,573 people. CD 9 summed up
32,397 Blacks, 12.7% of the district’s 254,230 inhabitants. CD 10 tallied 51,490 African
Americans, 20% of the area’s 255,950. CD 15 counted 30,307 African Americans, which is
11.7% of 258,320 residents.
The census category CVAP, Citizen Voting Age Population, cited a decrease in Black residents in
11 of the city’s 15 council districts and significant reductions in CDs 8, 9 and 10. For CDs 8, the
number of African American voters equated to 75,713, which is 52.4% of the council district’s
total CVAP of 144,534, CD 9 – 25,687, 24.7% of 104,088 people and CD 10 – 48,916, which is
33.3% of 146,734 total CVAP.

The L.A. City Council Redistricting Commission, which meets via Zoom, urges residents to
share comments and ideas during their public hearings. (Cora J. Fossett/L.A. Sentinel)
Populations determined by neighborhood council (NC) boundaries were also shared. Among
the NCs logging the greatest increases in people were Chesterfield Square (CD 8), which grew
from 6,388 to 7, 131 for a 12% surge and Broadway-Manchester (CD 9), which jumped from
26,768 to 29,359 for a 10% rise. The NC list of greatest decreases included Arlington Heights
(CD 10) from 21,483 to 20,188 for a 6% decline and West Adams (CD 10) from 22,925 to 21,737
for a 5% fall.
“Neighborhoods based on state law are the real building blocks of [council] districts. The real
idea of redistricting is bringing communities together instead of dividing them in terms of
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representation and voting power,” said Mitchell, who noted that his staff will provide
information on “how many neighborhoods are kept whole, how many are split and whether it’s
split multiple times” during the process of proposing new district boundaries.
Also, the census data will be updated to incorporate 90,000 people in the prison population,
whose numbers will be added to the neighborhoods where they were living before
incarceration.

The L.A. City Council Redistricting Commission will hold a series of public meetings to solicit
input from residents about resources, desires, histories and experiences that impact and define
their neighborhoods. The board includes Charisse Bremond-Weaver, the Rev. Eddie Anderson
and Valerie Lynne Shaw, who have mounted a campaign to persuade Blacks to participate in
the process to help ensure inclusive representation, secure needed assets, and maintain a
strong community.
The next public hearing is set for Saturday, August 28, at 10 a.m. where the commission will
hear testimony focused on Council District 10. To attend via Zoom, visit
https://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom or https://zoom.us/join; Meeting ID No. 161 545 4787.
The public can also listen and participate in the meeting by calling (669) 254-5252 or toll free at
(833) 568-8864. Use Meeting ID No. 161 545 4787, press #, and press # again when prompted
for participant ID.
For more information on the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission, visit
https://laccrc2021.org/
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•

August 26, 2021 – Boulevard Sentinel: Redistricting and the future of LA’s Council District
14: https://www.boulevardsentinel.com/redistricting-and-the-future-of-nelas-councildistrict-14/

At a recent public meeting on the upcoming redistricting of Council District 14, most of the 105
commenters voiced the same sentiments: All communities in CD 14 wanted to stay in CD 14
and neighborhoods where representation is split between CD 14 and other council districts
wanted to be redistricted into a single council district – and they want that single district to be
CD 14.
In Northeast Los Angeles, Highland Park and Glassell Park are in CD 14 and other council
districts, including CD 1 and CD 13. If the commenters at the public redistricting meeting have
their way, these NELA communities would be entirely in CD 14.
Commenters from downtown L.A. – the crown jewel of CD 14 – also spoke out in favor of
uniting all of downtown into CD 14.
The CD 14 redistricting meeting, held on Aug 24, is one of 17 online meetings held citywide as
officials prepare to re-draw city council boundaries, an exercise that takes place every 10 years
with the release of new census data. Some 355 people participated, about 155 by phone or
Zoom and the rest from four community meeting locations that were arranged by CD 14 in
Eagle Rock, Little Tokyo, Boyle Heights and El Sereno.
The aim of the meetings is to create districts that are roughly equal in population and that
group together “communities of interest.” Broadly defined, a community of interest is a
neighborhood, community or group of people who have common policy concerns and, as such,
would benefit from being placed in a single district. Race and ethnicity can play a role in
defining a community of interest but cannot be used as the sole definition, according to
the Rules of Redistricting. Other factors that define a community of interest are a shared focus
on specific local issues (such as housing, development, transit, environment); a shared ancestry,
history or language; or a defining geography (such as valley, beach or hillside).
Communities of interest do not include affiliations with political parties, incumbents or political
candidates, though most of the 105 people who spoke up at the CD 14 meeting were united in
their shout-outs of appreciation, sometimes literally, for CD 14 Councilmember Kevin de León.
Fred Ali, a nonprofit executive and philanthropy expert who is the chairperson of the 19member Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission noted that the census likely
undercounted the population in CD 14, adding that the commission will keep the undercount in
mind as it attempts to create council districts that are roughly equal in population size.
Fifteen commissioners are chosen by city councilmembers, one for each council district; two
are appointed by the Office of the Mayor and one each is selected by the City Controller and
the City Attorney.
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The commissioner for CD 14 is Sonja F. Diaz, a civil rights attorney, policy advisor and the
Founding and Executive Director of the Latino Policy and Politics Initiative at UCLA. In a
recent interview with Univision, Diaz said that the census’ undercount of some communities is
still unclear. What is clear, she said, is that the non-Hispanic white population has shrunk in the
last decade while population growth has been fueled by Latinos and Asian Americans. This
demographic shift “necessitates a redistricting process but also a mobilization process that
clearly integrates and rewards those communities in the places that they reside,” she said.
City council districts are not the only areas whose boundaries are redrawn every 10 years. The
release of the census data also prompts the redrawing of boundaries on the state level of
Congressional, State Assembly, State Senate and State Board of Equalization districts, and on
the local level of school districts, including L.A. Unified School District. The public meeting for
redistricting of LAUSD Board 5, which includes Northeast Los Angeles, is on Wednesday, Sept. 1
at 6:30 p.m. Here are the LAUSD meeting details.
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August 26, 2021 – KMEX (Univision Los Angeles): Redistribución distrital: lo que debes
saber sobre el proceso de reestructuración de distritos en California:
https://www.univision.com/local/los-angeles-kmex/politica-los-angeles/redistribuciondistrital-proceso-reestructuracion-distritos-california-censo-2020

Los Ángeles, CA - Cada 10 años después de que el gobierno federal publica la información
del Censo, California debe trazar nuevamente los límites de sus distritos del Congreso, del
Senado estatal, Asamblea estatal, entre otros. Este proceso se hace con el objetivo de que los
distritos reflejen correctamente la población del estado y su representación política.
El proceso de Reestructuración Distrital es “tan importante como el voto mismo”, explica
la Comisión de Reestructuración Distrital de la Ciudad de Los Ángeles (LACCRC). Cada persona
que vive en Estados Unidos hace parte de un distrito “Por ejemplo - Boyle Heights, Pacoima,
Venice, o South LA están cada uno en diferentes Distritos, y los residentes en esas
comunidades votan por diferentes personas para que los representen”, según el LACCRC.
Esta comisión se encarga de hacer que la distribución de los distritos después del Censo sea
equitativa. “ De acuerdo con la Constitución de Los Estados Unidos, todos los distritos
electorales dentro de un cierto mapa deben tener aproximadamente el mismo número de
habitantes. Los mapas que se dibujen determinarán la distribución del poder político y la
representación en todos los niveles del gobierno (ciudad, condado, estado y federal)”, según el
LACCRC.
Patricia Sinay, comisionada de redistribución de distritos de ciudadanos de California, explicó
que si bien este tema puede ser confuso, es algo esencial para toda la comunidad. “Puede ser
confuso pero es importante y es fácil participar. Es importante porque los distritos es cómo va
a ser distribuido el dinero, el poder político y programas por los próximos 10 años”.
ADVERTISING
Las nuevas líneas de distritos deberán mostrar los nuevos cambios demográficos de California
que han ocurrido durante la última década, por ejemplo en el condado de Los Ángeles, las
minorías, que han aumentado, son un desafío que enfrenta esta redistribución.
“Nosotros vamos a estar dibujando las líneas para cuatro diferentes distritos, para el Congreso,
el Senado estatal, la Asamblea estatal, y el consejo estatal de igualización. Para poder hacer
esas líneas, necesitamos la información del Censo, y también necesitamos saber de el público,
cuales son las comunidades de interés y eso nos ayuda a saber cuáles son las comunidades
que quieren mantenerse juntas y por qué quieren mantenerse juntas”, dijo Sinay.
¿Cómo puede participar la comunidad?
De acuerdo con Sinay, “todos los californianos están invitados a participar” para que den a
conocer cuáles son sus perspectivas con respecto a la distribución de los distritos.
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Para saber cómo participar puede visitar la página WeDrawTheLines.Ca.org donde se
encuentra la herramienta “Dibujar mi comunidad”. En este sitio “podrá comunicarnos las cosas
que son importantes para usted en su vecindad y dibujar su comunidad en un mapa. Es
importante la geografía y enviarlo directamente a nosotros y lo usaremos cuando estemos
haciendo nuestros mapas”, dijo Sinay.
Además, si vives en el condado de Los Ángeles puedes acudir a uno de los 17 talleres de
reestructuración distrital, que se llevarán a cabo virtualmente hasta el 11 de septiembre del
2021.
Puedes registrarte en: http://bit.ly/LACCRCMeetings o llamando al (213) 263-5765. Todas las
audiencias tienen traducción en español, pero si necesita servicios de traducción en otros
idiomas, puede pedirlo cuando se registre.

•

August 26, 2021 – Estrella TV Noticias 62 11 PM News: City-wide Spanish-language Public
Hearing
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•

August 30, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: Census reports declining population on L.A.’s
Eastside, fueling undercount fears: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-0830/los-angeles-redistricting-population-drop-census-undercount-fears
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•

August 30, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: CD10 Redistricting Meeting Raises Koreatown/Greater
Wilshire Border Issue: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmontvillage/cd-10-redistricting-meeting-raises-koreatown-greater-wilshire-border-issue/

CD 10 Redistricting Meeting Raises Koreatown/Greater Wilshire Border Issue

Current map of City Council District 10, which borders the southern and eastern boundaries of both the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council area and the current CD 4. CD 10 is also one of several City Council Districts
representing parts of the Koreatown neighborhood and Wilshire Center-Koreatown Neighborhood Council area.

As we’ve reported previously, the city of Los Angeles is now in the middle of its once-perdecade re-drawing of its city council district boundaries (based on 2020 census
information). And it’s also in the midst of a series of 17 public hearings – one for each council
district, and two with a citywide focus – to collect public input on where the new district
boundaries should be drawn.
On Saturday, August 28, the Los Angeles Redistricting Commission held its meeting focusing
specifically on boundaries for Council District 10, which currently lies just to the south and east
of both the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area and the current boundaries for City
Council District 4, which currently represents most of the Greater Wilshire area (a small area
along the GWNC’s western border currently lies in CD5).
Throughout the series of CD-based redistricting meetings so far (see our coverage of the District
Four and District Five meetings), one of the biggest pleas we’ve heard from neighborhoods
around the city is to keep each Neighborhood Council area intact within a single City Council
District, and to not split up NC areas among two or more City Council districts.
But the CD 10 meeting brought a bit of a new twist.
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While there were some speakers from several neighborhoods in the general West Adams area
(including this writer) who spoke in favor of keeping their neighborhoods and neighborhood
council areas united in CD 10, as they are now, the majority of the more than 50 speakers who
voiced their concerns during public comments addressed representation of the Koreatown
area, which is currently divided among three or four (depending on how you define
“Koreatown”) city council districts.
These speakers – all of whom said they agree with the position taken by a group calling itself
the Koreatown Redistricting Taskforce – asked the redistricting commission to unite the overall
Koreatown area in just one city council district. This was definitely in line with what other
“communities of interest” across the city have been requesting. But at the same time, the
speakers all defined the western border of Koreatown as Wilton Place…a definition long used
by the Los Angeles Times’ neighborhood mapping project, but which is at odds with a 2009 City
Council action defining the official western border of the Koreatown neighborhood as Western
Ave. Historically, the neighborhoods between Western and Wilton, from Olympic Blvd. north to
Melrose Ave. (including Western-Wilton, Ridgewood/Wilton-St. Andrews Square, OakwoodMaplewood-St. Andrews, and Country Club Heights) have always been part of the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council area, and also part of City Council District 4, which represents
about 90% of the GWNC area. The Koreatown Redistricting Taskforce’s request, however,
would move those four neighborhoods into whichever city council district winds up with the
adjacent part (or all) of Koreatown – likely CD 1, 10, or 13.
And that means – since neighborhood council boundaries are NOT being redrawn at the
moment – that instead of being united in one City Council District, as the GWNC formally
requested a few weeks ago as the CD 4 redistricting meeting – it could wind up (depending on
how the CD 4/CD 5 border issue goes) with parts of its territories in as many as three different
city council districts.
The idea didn’t go over well with several GWNC board members who attended Saturday’s
meeting.
In a public comment at the meeting GWNC President Conrad Starr noted that at the moment,
90% of the GWNC area lies in CD4, with 10% in CD 5, and that the official position of the GWNC,
expressed at the redistricting meeting for CD 4 was:
“Our preferred option is to be unified in one Council District, and we are completely opposed
to any further splitting of our area—or worse, the introduction of additional Council Districts
to our map.”
Starr also said in his public comment that he was “really impressed to learn that the Koreatown
Redistricting Taskforce had held community input meetings for the greater part of a year,” but
that he is “saddened that our neighborhood council was never approached for its input [during
that process] .”
Starr said the GWNC would definitely welcome communications from the group, as the GWNC
has often supported and partnered with other Koreatown organizations such as the Anderson55

Munger YMCA and the Koreatown Youth and Community Center, which benefit both the
Koreatown and Greater Wilshire areas. He also said the GWNC is definitely interested in
helping residents in its eastern neighborhoods access constituent services through their current
representatives in CD 4…something the neighborhood council is well positioned to do given its
long relationship with that city council office.
Patricia Carroll, who represents Ridgewood/Wilton-St. Andrews Square on the GWNC board,
but who spoke as an individual at the redistricting meeting, told the Buzz after the meeting that
she definitely agrees that it’s important to keep neighborhood council areas as intact as
possible within a single city council area, and not split their territory among multiple city council
districts, as she and others from the GWNC argued at both the CD4 and CD 10 redistricting
hearings. Carroll also told the Buzz that the Western vs. Wilton boundary discussion at the CD
10 meeting was a complete surprise to her, and that she felt “blindsided” by it because it had
never been brought to the GWNC by the Koreatown Redistricting Taskforce advocacy group.
But not all GWNC members at Saturday’s meeting were in agreement on the border and
representation issue. Joseph Suh, the GWNC’s alternate At Large board member, argued in
favor of the Koreatown Redistricting Taskforce’s request, and the borders it quoted…and so did
Steve Kang, who is not yet a GWNC board member, but who has formally applied to become
the board’s alternate representative for the Western-Wilton neighborhood.
While this discussion was spirited, however, no votes or official actions were taken, and it was
only one of the 17 public meetings collecting public input on the ongoing city council
redistricting process. So there are still plenty of opportunities to get involved and have a say. If
you would like to submit your own comments and suggestions for city council redistricting, you
can:
•
•
•
•
•

Attend one of the remaining seven public meetings
Submit a Community of Interest form outlining your neighborhood’s unique
characteristics and concerns
Use the new Districtr tool to create and submit your own suggested map of a
Council District or community of interest to be included in a specific district
Contact the redistricting commission or its officers directly via e-mail

It’s worth noting, though, that it is important to submit your comments soon. The redistricting
process is moving quickly, with the public input phase wrapping up in September, and draft
council district maps likely appearing for review in October. The city is legally obligated to
finalized its new city council district boundaries by the end of the calendar year.
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September 2, 2021 – LA Sentinel: L.A.’s Black Community Urged to Participate in
Redistricting Hearings: https://lasentinel.net/l-a-s-black-community-urged-to-participatein-redistricting-hearings.html

The Black redistricting commissioners hosted a Zoom meeting with community members to
explain why the process is important to African Americans. (Cora J. Fossett/L.A. Sentinel)
More African Americans are needed to participate in the public hearings conducted by the Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission, especially if the Black community desires to
retain a degree of power in the city.
The hearings are part of the redistricting process, which calls for city council district (CD)
boundaries to be adjusted after the completion of the census. The L.A. city charter requires
that each district be approximately equal in population size. A 21-member citizen’s commission
is charged with drawing the borders based on data from the 2020 census.
Holding hearings allow commissioners to hear directly from citizens about the criteria that
comprise individual neighborhoods as well as learn about the interests, concerns and resources
that are important to residents of L.A.’s various communities.
To ensure that African American issues are considered, the Black redistricting commissioners –
the Rev. Edward Anderson, Charisse Bremond-Weaver and Valerie Lynne Shaw – hosted a
Zoom meeting with more than 75 community leaders on August 26 to explain why redistricting
matters and the critical reasons Black voices must be part of the process by attending the public
hearings.
Anderson, the pastor of McCarty Memorial Christian Church, was appointed to the commission
by CD 10 Councilmember Mark Ridley-Thomas. Bremond-Weaver, president/CEO of the
Brotherhood Crusade, was selected by Mayor Eric Garcetti. Shaw, a California Community
College System governor and former public works commissioner, was assigned by CD 8
Councilmember Marqueece Harris-Dawson.
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“We know there was an undercount [of the Black population] during the census. In order to
rectify the undercount, we need to hear your stories so you don’t get erased. Black erasure
should not be on our watch. We should reclaim our neighborhoods by lifting them up,”
declared Anderson.

Ama Nyamekye and Natasha Brown explained how to maximize African American
involvement in the redistricting process. (Cora J. Fossett/L.A. Sentinel)
Concurring with that statement, Bremond-Weaver urged, “Your voice about what is important
in the district – from businesses to churches to senior centers to parks to any treasures in the
Black community that need to stay in the Black community – needs to be heard. The best way
to address that is having your voice documenting what you would like in your community and
ensuring that every aspect of our community remains whole.”
Shaw noted, “The future of local Black power will be determined in the next four months. We
need you, your voice and your concerns to identify your areas of interest and to fight to
maintain our role in this great city.”
Citing the decline in the city’s Black population to 8%, the commissioners recommended that
the African Americans unite and participate to maintain resources that enhance those council
districts where the majority of Blacks reside.
In the last redistricting effort, 10 years ago, the commissioners said Blacks lost power when the
CD 9 boundaries were redrawn to place downtown L.A. in CD 14. In the same process, USC was
moved from CD 8 to CD 9 and the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza Mall was divided between CD 8
and CD 10.
“It didn’t only happen to us. Koreatown was divided into four council districts and Pacoima into
three. Being cut up into numerous council districts diminishes the power of a neighborhood,”
said Shaw.
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Redistricting Commissioner Edward Anderson (Cora J. Fossett/L.A. Sentinel)
With an emphasis on preventing a similar occurrence in 2021, Bremond-Weaver presented Ama
Nyamekye, project manager for the California Black Census Redistricting Hub, and Natasha
Brown, Hub organizing coordinator, to outline how their network of 30 Black groups are
maximizing African American involvement in the process.
Nyamekye said the Hub’s goal was to ensure that redistricting takes into account issues such as
criminal justice reform, affordable housing, equitable development, and a more inclusive
economy that includes “Black and Brown folks.” Another concentration is on investment in
Black technical, data, and civic engagement infrastructure.
“Our charge is to make sure there is a Black map that reflects the voices and will of our Black
communities across California and that it is rigorous and driven by data. We’re also trying to
make sure there is a complete and accurate count of Blacks, particularly given that we have a
history of being undercounted and a legal history of being disenfranchised,” she stated.
“Our numbers may be 8%, but our voice has always been very loud. The ability to hold
democracy accountable is something that’s uniquely Black, so we want to make sure we are
mobilizing people in our community,” said Nyamekye.
Although relatively small, the Black community is highly influential, Brown insisted, as she
reviewed how the Hub held sessions with communities of interest (COIs) in the L.A. area. The
Hub identified South Central, Leimert Park, Skid Row, Watts and North Hollywood as some of
the Los Angeles COIs with notable Black populations. The sessions helped Hub staff to ascertain
the strengths, assets, threats and weaknesses affecting African Americans in Los Angeles.
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“As we saw from the social justice uprisings and protests this past summer, that took a lot of
community organizing and civic leadership that was spearheaded by the Black community in
Los Angeles,” she said.
Cultural influence and contributions, communications and narrative building, and activated
voting block were other strengths of Black L.A. that Brown cited. Some of the threats, beside
the undercount, include erasure due to gentrification, homelessness and mass incarceration,
acute impact of COVID-19, and the digital divide.
“Lacking strong Internet access really affects the way our community is able to participate,”
said Brown.
A portion of the meeting highlighted the Districter mapping tool located on the redistricting
commission’s website. The user-friendly tool allows residents to draw a map of the boundaries
of one or more proposed council districts and submit it to the commission as public testimony.
Paul Mitchell of Redistricting Partners led a brief tutorial on the various abilities of the software
program.
After a Q & A period, Robert Battles, L.A. City Council Redistricting Commission associate
director of community outreach, announced the schedule of upcoming public hearings, which
are all held online via Zoom. CD 9 will be the focus of the Sept. 2 meeting at 6 p.m., and CD 8
will be discussed at the Sept. 8 meeting at 6 p.m. On Sept. 11 at 10 a.m., a citywide public
hearing will be held.
Residents can attend any meeting to give testimony about their neighborhood. To participate,
visit laccrc2021@lacity.org. The website also features links to the L.A. County Redistricting
Commission, the LAUSD Redistricting Commission and the State of California Redistricting
Commission.
“We need you to come forth, testify, bear witness and stand up for our community. Testify
about your power, representation, and your community. Come out to the hearings. We want to
hear where you worship, what your community is like, where do you shop and what are your
district’s boundaries,” urged Anderson during concluding remarks.
“We invite you to join us – me, Charisse and Valerie – in this effort to make sure that Black L.A.
is represented so that 10 years from now, we can look back and say, ‘We did the right thing. We
made a Los Angeles that was equitable, just, and that took Black power seriously.’ We hope you
will do that with us.”
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September 6, 2021 – Los Angeles Daily News: Community Meetings in the San Fernando
Valley, Sept. 6-13 (Calendar Listing): https://www.dailynews.com/2021/09/06/communitymeetings-in-the-san-fernando-valley-sept-6-13/

[EXCERPT]
Community meetings bring people together for exchange of ideas and memorable shared
experiences. Here’s a sampling of meetings in the San Fernando Valley.
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission – City-Wide Community Public
Hearing: Attend the meeting by Zoom or by phone to learn about the redrawing of Los Angeles
City Council district maps which may affect business owners and residents and also to let the
commission know about current resources and what is needed in an individual city council
district, 10 a.m. Sept. 11. Join the meeting
here: https://www.zoomgov.com/j/1615454787#success. To listen to the meeting by phone,
669-254-5252 and use ID: 1615454787 and press #. To submit comments about your city
council district: from the website, click on “Community Engagement” and then click on
“Community Interest Form.” Learn more about redistricting: laccrc2021.org
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September 9, 2021 – LA Sentinel: South L.A. Residents Testify Before Redistricting
Commission: https://lasentinel.net/south-l-a-residents-testify-before-redistrictingcommission.html

Tim Watkins, president/CEO of WLCAC, testifies during the redistricting hearing. (Cora J.
Fossett/L.A. Sentinel)
Black and Brown residents shared their thoughts about the composition of Council District
9 during the September 2 meeting of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission.
The comments were delivered at the latest public hearing that the commission hosted as part
of the redistricting process, which requires that the boundaries of council districts be redrawn
following each census and that each district be approximately equal in size.
In preparing their recommended redistricting plan for the City Council, the 21-member
commission takes into account the testimony given by citizens detailing the histories and
experiences that impact and define their neighborhoods. The goal, according to the
commission, is to ensure inclusive representation, secure needed assets, and maintain a strong
community.
“The purpose of today’s hearing is to hear from you and how you describe your community,
what makes your community unique and what you and your neighbors share in common,” said
Commissioner Miguel Martinez, who was appointed to the commission by CD 9 Councilmember
Curren D. Price.
“This is vital in the redistricting process and in the recreation of new boundaries. People who
have common interest and needs often benefit from being grouped together in a single district.
We value your time, so thank you for being here today,” he added.
Also, the Black redistricting commissioners – the Rev. Edward Anderson, Charisse BremondWeaver and Valerie Lynne Shaw, appointed by CD 10 Councilmember Mark Ridley-Thomas,
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Mayor Eric Garcetti and CD 8 Councilmember Marqueece Harris-Dawson, respectively – were
on hand for the hearing as well as.
The meeting opened with some community members expressing a desire to maintain the
current borders of CD 9. Citing the importance of historical neighborhoods such as University
Park and institutions like USC, the constituents stressed their interest in keeping these areas
within the council district.
“Neighborhoods like Adams Normandie, University Park and Exposition Park need to be
protected, not…separated,” said Jacqueline Dupont-Walker, MTA commissioner and executive
director of Ward Economic Development Corporation, which operates affordable housing
complexes in CD 9.
“Please continue to look at equity and ensure that CD 9 is a vibrant district economically and
recognize the kind of leadership that our current councilmember gives,” she said.

Redistricting Commissioners held their 15th public hearing via Zoom on Sept. 2. (Cora J.
Fossett/L.A. Sentinel)
Read Related: The Census, Redistricting and The Republican Conspiracy
The Rev. Patricia Strong Vargas, pastor of Mount Salem Church at 762 S. Central Avenue, also
urged the commission “to keep our community and council district together.”
“We have built a culture and unit and a neighborhood that the city would really be proud of,
but we got to stay together. Our community is made up of diverse neighborhoods, rich with
history and culture and full of interesting and unique places to enjoy. Our neighborhood has
culture and we would like it to stay the same,” insisted Vargas.
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Other speakers echoing the opinion that CD 9 should keep its current boundaries included
Pastor William Smart, president/CEO of the Southern Christian Leadership Conference of
Southern California; Dolce Vasquez, the owner of two properties in the district; and the Rev.
K.W. Tulloss, pastor of Weller Baptist Church and president of the Baptist Ministers Conference
of L.A. and Southern California.
Benjamin Torres, president/CEO of CD Tech, proposed going beyond keeping CD 9 together to
preserving all of South Los Angeles for Black and Brown representation. Torres said his
organization focuses on “race equity in the 8th, 9th and 10th Council Districts” and he wanted
those district to remain untouched.
“We have worked very hard to forge an identity around historic South L.A. that builds unity
between Black, Brown and undocumented residents. We built that unity through struggle,
through community building, organizing, and love,” said Torres. “Love for our community and
our neighborhood. We believe that grass root residents of low income must have a seat at the
table if we’re going to transform.”
Another suggestion about an expanded CD 9 came from Tim Watkins, president/CEO of Watts
Labor Community Action Committee (WLCAC), who requested that the commission consider
incorporating the Watts neighborhood into the district. Currently, Watts is part of CD 15,
which mainly covers San Pedro, Wilmington and the Harbor section of Los Angeles.
Preceding his testimony with a short video advocating for the Watts’ annexation, Watkins
urged, “The four-minute clip expresses why it’s so important that the area of Watts be
considered for inclusion in CD 9. Looking at the map [of CD 15], we’re like on a island and we
desperately want to be with neighbors.”
Similar comments came from speakers such as Keenan, a WLCAC volunteer, who stated, “The
people of Watts are not seeing the community growth like in San Pedro. We belong in CD 9,”
and Marcel, who plainly said, “We don’t have anything in common with San Pedro.”
Also speaking was Maryanne, who asserted, “I’m proud to be a Watts resident and I’m here to
tell you that change needs to come. I’ve been here many years and I have not seen change. We
deserve it. A couple of miles down, they have all the luxuries and support and the school
system and the communities when we don’t have it here! Commissioners, can you get it right?”
The redistricting commission meeting lasted nearly three hours with a large number of people
testifying about their viewpoint concerning CD 9. As the meeting concluded, attendees were
invited to participate in future meetings via Zoom or by telephone.
The next public hearing is set for Wednesday, September 8, at 6 p.m., and will focus on CD
8. On Saturday, September 11, at 10 a.m., the public hearing will cover all council districts.
People can also submit comments via email at redistricting.lacity@lacity.org or by using the
comment form at laccrc2021.org.
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September 10, 2021 – My News LA: LA City Council Redistricting Commission To Hold
Citywide Public Hearing: https://mynewsla.com/life/2021/09/10/la-city-councilredistricting-commission-to-hold-citywide-public-hearing/

Los Angeles residents citywide can give input Saturday on the redistricting process for the city’s
15 City Council districts.
The last of 17 public hearings will be held at 10 a.m. Saturday, after which the 21-member Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission will begin drawing the new council district maps.
People can join Saturday’s meeting on Zoom: bit.ly/LACCRCZoom or watch on LA CityView
Channel 35.
The draft maps will be presented to the public and more public hearings will be held in October:
— at 6 p.m. Oct. 6;
— at 10 a.m. Oct. 9;
— at 6 p.m. Oct. 13; and
— at 10 a.m. Oct. 16.
Redistricting occurs every 10 years in Los Angeles following the release of the U.S. census.
Borders are redrawn in an attempt to have equal representation by each district. The process
must be complete by Dec. 31.
Councilwoman Nithya Raman, who represents District 4, urged constituents Friday to
participate in the process.
“This is a unique opportunity — one that only comes around every 10 years — to guarantee
each district is representative, cohesive, and reflective of constituents, needs. Come January,
our City Council borders could look very different and YOU have the power to influence the
outcome,” she said in an email to constituents.
People can also give public comment by emailing redistricting.lacity@lacity.org or submitting a
Community of Interest Form at laccrc2021.org/community-of-interest-form.
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September 10, 2021 – Knock LA: How Los Angeles Can Flex Civic Power to Crush
Gerrymandering: https://knock-la.com/los-angeles-redistricting-gerrymandering-2022/

Redistricting — which occurs every 10 years after the collection of census data — is when
legislatures, citizen commissions, or courts redraw district lines so each elected official
represents the same number of people. Here in California, we mostly have independent
commissions drawing the lines, but to prevent gerrymandering, residents must provide
Communities of Interest (COI) input.
While the census might collect some demographic numbers in each district, it doesn’t gather
on-the-ground information about the communities that we live in. We’re the experts on our
neighborhoods: where we eat, live, work, play, and pray. The California Citizens Redistricting
Commission, the Los Angeles County Citizens Redistricting Commission, and the Los Angeles
City Council Redistricting Commission need information from actual community members to
fairly draw maps of state and city districts, making it possible for us to elect representatives
that reflect our community interests and shape a responsive government.
Kathay Feng, the representation and redistricting director for Common Cause, tells Knock LA
that the “fiercest battles” over redistricting often play out on the national level since they
get the most media attention. But redistricting matters at the local level, too. Think about
how our local governments and school districts stepped up, or didn’t, during the pandemic.
Counties and cities implement the laws and provide the services that impact our everyday
lives.
While the gubernatorial recall and Delta variant dominate current headlines in California,
redistricting is an extremely important issue in our state. Where the lines are drawn will
impact our livelihoods and communities for a decade, particularly affecting what legislative
progress is possible over these next 10 years. Public input is a defense against
gerrymandering — the process by which politicians and political operatives draw district
lines in their favor, essentially guaranteeing their victory and denying communities
representatives that share their concerns. “If you do not define yourself, someone else will
do it for you,” warns Steven Ochoa the national redistricting director for the Mexican
American Legal Defense and Education Fund (MALDEF).
Right now, Los Angeles residents can flex their civic power by submitting COI maps,
submitting proposed district maps they’ve drawn themselves, or providing written or oral
public testimony about their COI. What binds you together and what concerns do you all
have that are impacted by the decisions of elected officials? This is the time to address
policies that affect climate change, gentrification, unhoused community members, education
access, and police brutality.
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(PHOTO: Wikimedia)
The Role of Public Comment
“California moved away from elected officials drawing the lines to independent
commissions,” explains Kirk Samuels, director of civic engagement at Community Coalition in
South Los Angeles. “Now we have community groups and alliances on the ground, led by
grassroots community leaders to make sure independent commissions do what the people
laid out for them.” Samuels continues, “This is a process that was created by the people, for
the people, and it’s driven by the people.”
Redistricting commissioners who draw the lines need to hear from local residents at public
hearing meetings to ensure that COIs are kept whole, and not accidentally or maliciously
broken apart. Think of COIs as Communities of (voting) Interests: groups that are
geographically connected and share history, culture, and policy concerns. Independent
redistricting commissions then use COIs as their building blocks for districts, adding
additional blocks to districts until each includes approximately the same number of people.
In many ways, submitting public comments at these hearings is easier than voting. All you
have to do is tell the commission about your neighborhood. No researching propositions or
agonizing over candidates. Anyone can provide testimony, regardless of immigration status.
Karen Diaz, the electoral field manager with Coalition for Humane Immigrant Rights of Los
Angeles (CHIRLA), points out that while many immigrants might not be able to vote now,
they may be able to in the next 10 years. They deserve to have a say in what their district
lines will look like.
Below is the TL;DR version of where you are being invited to provide input. Most public
hearing meetings will have specific “areas” that they want to cover or certain speakers they
want to prioritize, but they’re open to all Los Angeles residents, regardless of advertised
districts, neighborhoods, or zip codes. This template from Common Cause can help you plan
your three-minute statement at any of the below meetings.
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Federal Hearings
Give Oral Testimony:
•

Friday, September 10, 3 PM – 7 PM
Go here to make an appointment and give comment;
Go here to watch live.
Spanish interpretation will be provided automatically for this meeting.

Submit a COI Map:
According to their timeline, commissioners expect to draw maps from October until
December, so you need to submit your map by October. Visit Draw My CA Community to get
started.
Submit Written Testimony:
•
•
•

Submit via this official contact form
Email VotersFirstAct@crc.ca.gov
Send mail to California Citizens Redistricting Commission, 721 Capitol Mall, Suite 260,
Sacramento, CA 95814

You can go here to see all of the written COI testimony that’s already been submitted.
State Hearings
Submit Written Testimony:
Follow the same steps in the above section.
County Hearings: Los Angeles
Almost 10 million people will be separated into five districts after these county hearings. The
county administers elections and houses our Public Health Department, so these meetings
are critical.
Give Oral Testimony:
•

•

Tuesday, September 14, 7 PM
Join via Zoom here or attend in-person at Patriotic Hall: 1816 South Figueroa Street,
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Wednesday, September 22, 7 PM
Join via Zoom here or attend in-person at San Fernando City LA County Public Library:
217 North Maclay Avenue, San Fernando, CA 91340
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•

Wednesday, September 29, 7 PM
Join via Zoom here or attend in-person at Clifton M. Brakensiek Library: 9945 Flower
Street, Bellflower, CA 90706

Submit Written Testimony:
Fill out this Google form.
Submit a Map:
Visit this Mapping Software website to learn how to use the mapping tool.
City Hearings: Los Angeles
The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission is in charge of drawing 15 districts for
a city of close to 4 million residents.
Give Oral Testimony:
Saturday, September 11, 10 AM
Find Zoom links here.
Submit a Map by September 11:
Go to DistrictR to draw your map. On September 20–21, you can attend live map drawings
on Zoom to see how input is being used.
Submit Written Testimony by September 11:
Answer a few questions on this form.
City Hearings: Long Beach
All meetings are hybrid, so join virtually via Kudo or in-person. More information (including
times and links) will soon be available here.
•
•
•

Wednesday, September 22, 2021, City Hall
Wednesday, October 6, 2021, City Hall
Wednesday, October 20, 2021, City Hall

School Districts
LAUSD is the second largest district in the nation, and given that children under 12 years old
are still unable to get vaccinated against COVID, we all have a vested interest in what’s
happening at our schools. You can provide COI input via the Submit Public Comment form on
their website or use the newly released mapping tool. FAQs and more information is
available in 14 different languages.
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Current map of California’s 29th congressional district
(PHOTO: Wikimedia)
Gerrymandering in Los Angeles
Understanding the importance of redistricting in California and Los Angeles means knowing
the historical impact of gerrymandering in our local communities. Before the independent
redistricting commissions were put in place, MALDEF had to sue Los Angeles County in 1991
to counter gerrymandering. Their legal win ultimately allowed for their candidate of choice,
Gloria Molina, to be elected as Los Angeles County Supervisor that same year. While the
redistricting process is now more transparent and inclusive, it does not guarantee that
political power won’t be diluted along race, class, or political party lines. Samuels tells me
that the “political erasure of Black people in Los Angeles” is at stake during this redistricting
cycle. To fight back, the Community Coalition and 34 other organizations have formed
the People’s Bloc, a group working to ensure historically disenfranchised or marginalized
folks have political power.
A look back at Los Angeles history reveals how often neighborhoods have been harmed
because of where lines were drawn. When explaining why redistricting matters on the local
level, Feng recalls the freak storm that hit Watts in 2003. “You can quibble about what we
should use our tax dollars for, but… all Americans agree that we pay taxes in order to have
an emergency rainy day fund,” Feng says. Yet when that storm hit Watts on November 12,
2003, the government was slow to provide relief because the city was represented by three
different congressional and state Senate districts. While five inches of rain and hail caused
immense damage — including flooding and widespread power outages — community
members were forced to bounce between representatives’ offices to demand help.
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In 2011, Watts residents testified to the newly formed California Citizens Independent
Redistricting Commission, resulting in their community finally being kept within one district.
But Feng stresses that the battle over redistricting is a new battle every 10 years, and many
Watts residents are now raising their voice at public hearings to be kept whole on the county
level.
Long Beach, Koreatown, and CD14 are also sites of diluted political power, explains José Del
Río III, California redistricting coordinator for Common Cause. Long Beach has been divided
into three different congressional districts, making it very difficult to address environmental
justice concerns related to the port (among other issues). Koreatown is divided among four
different Los Angeles City councilmembers (recently called out by MTV News), and CD14 is
at the center of the corruption scandal involving former Councilmember Jose Huizar. Huizar’s
downtown Los Angeles district was redrawn to include a more affluent area, and the
councilmember allegedly proceeded to sell preferential treatment to powerful developers
looking to build in the district. (Huizar faces up to 20 years in prison if convicted on
corruption charges.)
Another barrier to fair redistricting? Sometimes the census doesn’t collect data on your
community, and it’s up to residents to provide input so their community is on the map.
Samuel Garrett-Pate, communications director at Equality California (EQCA), says the
LGBTQ+ community put themselves on the map during the last redistricting cycle in 2011,
got favorable district lines, and then were able to elect their candidates of choice in San
Francisco, Long Beach, Palm Springs, and San Diego. Garrett-Pate says it’s no accident that of
the 150+ pieces of pro-equality legislation that have passed in California, more than half of
them passed in the last 10 years once new lines were drawn by the independent
commission.
During this redistricting cycle, organizers advocated for questions about sexual orientation
and gender identity to be added to the census, but that initiative was derailed by a hostile
administration. They reacted by forming a coalition to compile over 800,000 data points to
put their communities on the map, and now they’re mobilizing those communities to speak
up at COI hearings.
Common Questions About COI Testimony
If the local history of redistricting prompts you to sign up for public comment, insight from
policy experts can help you plan your statement.
What should you discuss at a federal COI hearing versus a County or City hearing?
Feng says that, at the federal level, she might focus on small business loans and pandemic
relief for mom-and-pop stores since her COI is home to numerous small businesses. At the
County or City level, she would focus on issues such as language access within public services
since many new immigrants live in her COI.
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How should you provide examples of map drawings?
Steven Ochoa, the national redistricting coordinator for MALDEF, stresses that map drawers
may be completely unfamiliar with your neighborhood, so make sure to include exact
boundaries in your testimony. You can use street names or landmarks to identify boundaries,
or draw your own COI on a map using tools like DistrictR or Draw My CA Community.
How can you make your testimony compelling?
Del Río says to actively define your community; don’t just say that you want to be part of a
certain district or request specific areas be removed from your district. Use history, culture,
demographic information, and quantitative data like socioeconomic status to explain the
depth of your connections.
Redistricting has often left communities vulnerable and disempowered, but with our
participation and input, we can demand transparency and shape our governments.
Moreover, COI hearings aren’t the only ways to be involved. After the end of this public
comment period, all commissions will release potential maps and invite public comment on
those drafts; our chance to create fair, just districts in Los Angeles continues.

72

•

September 10, 2021 – KABC-TV News at 5 p.m.: https://abc7.com/redistricting-censuskoreatown-los-angeles/11013479/

Redistricting happens every 10 years after the U.S. Census. The boundaries around
communities are redrawn and how they are drawn determines that community's ability to
elect leaders at a local, state and federal level.
"This only happens every 10 years. So, the lines that are going to be drawn in the coming
months is going to have a big impact. A tremendous impact," said Rafael Gonzalez, Director
of Community Outreach and Engagement for the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission.
"As Californians, we go out and we vote, right? We elect our representatives, and this
process is inherently tied to the health and well-being of our democracy," said Israe Ahmad,
a commissioner of the California Citizens Redistricting Commission.
Gonzalez stressed that redistricting is about political, inclusive and just representation.
In the city of Los Angeles, Koreatown is currently divided into four council districts. That's
where Audrey Yang, a representative of the Wilshire center Koreatown Neighborhood
Council and law student, grew up.
"It affected my education and affected services, the state of the streets that I live on," said
Yang. "It is really difficult from the perspective of community-based organizations to have to
advocate to three, four different political representatives."
The Koreatown Redistricting Task Force is advocating for a single district based on
community feedback.
"The (task force) is made up of Koreatown organizations from the Korean American
community, the Latino community, the Jewish and the Bangladeshi," said Steve Kang,
director of external affairs of the Koreatown Youth and Community Center (KYCC).
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Among other things, some of the L.A. City criteria states each district should be substantially
equal in population, and the geographic integrity of the neighborhood should be kept intact
as much as possible.
The public can participate in the local and statewide process from sending a letter, to using
interactive maps to draw suggested districts and submit input. Both the state commission
and the city have their last meetings for this stage of public input this weekend.
"Californians are still welcome to provide their input directly to the commission and you will
eventually be seeing your input reflected in our database on our website," said Ahmad.
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September 13, 2021 – Boulevard Sentinel: LA City Redistricting Commission ad hoc
regional groups to present analysis: https://www.boulevardsentinel.com/la-cityredistricting-commission-ad-hoc-regional-groups-to-present-analysis/

LA City Redistricting Commission ad hoc regional groups to present analysis
MEETING TONIGHT
LA City Council Redistricting Commission’s ad hoc regional groups to present analysis
that will inform redistricting process
WHAT:
The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission’s (LACCRC) regular
meeting will include analyses by four of the commission’s ad hoc regional groups on how
they are considering council district maps in their respective regions. This meeting will be
the first time all commissioners will meet to discuss the work of the ad hoc regional
groups. This information, public testimony received so far, and other sources like the
Census redistricting data and the American Community Survey will help inform the
Commission as it draws council district maps that are fair and inclusive.
For more information about the City’s redistricting process, visit https://laccrc2021.org.
WHEN:

Monday, September 13, 2021
6:00 p.m., agenda

WHERE:

Virtual: https://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom

Live Audio broadcast (listen-only): 1-669-254-5252 or 833-568-8864 (Toll Free); Meeting
ID No. 161 545 4787#
LA Channel 35: You can also watch these hearings by going to LA CITYVIEW 35 on cable
Channel 35 (in the City of LA) or website at lacityview.org/live
WHO:

Members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (LACCRC)
LACCRC’s ad hoc regional groups to present analysis on council district maps
in their regions
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September 14, 2021 – Boulevard Sentinel: NELA gets assertive in the redistricting process:
https://www.boulevardsentinel.com/nela-gets-assertive-in-the-redistricting-process/

Northeast Los Angeles is one small corner of L.A. But NELA residents, especially Eagle Rockers,
dominated a citywide meeting on Sept. 13 of the L.A. City Council Redistricting Commission, the
group that is charged with re-drawing L.A.’s city council maps in accordance with public
testimony and new census data.
About half of some 40 commenters at the meeting were Eagle Rockers, all of whom made the
same overarching points: In brief, the speakers told the redistricting commission to keep all of
Eagle Rock in Council District 14 and to unite the eastside communities of Eagle Rock, Highland
Park, Boyle Heights and El Sereno in CD 14. (Some of the commenters also said that Cypress
Park and Lincoln Heights should be wholly grouped into CD 14).
The Eagle Rockers were echoed by about 10 commenters from Highland Park who said they
wanted Highland Park to be placed in CD 14. Currently Highland Park is partly in CD 14 and
partly in CD 1.
Many commenters from Eagle Rock and Highland Park said they favored CD 14 because they
found CD 14 City Councilmember Kevin de León and his staff to be effective and helpful. A big
reason given for wanting to group several eastside communities into CD 14 is that they share a
history and identity as Arroyo Seco communities.
A handful of commenters from Glassell Park told the commission that their community should
be wholly placed in one city council district. Currently, Glassell Park is balkanized among CD 1,
CD 13 and CD 14. The commenters generally favored placement in CD 13, a grouping that
would place Glassell Park with other L.A. River communities, such as Atwater Village and Elysian
Valley.
Eagle Rock dominates the meeting
Eagle Rockers who spoke up at the meeting brought up policy reasons for wanting to stay in CD
14.
Some of them said that infrastructure projects currently in process in Eagle Rock could be
disrupted if all or part of the community was moved into a new council district with a new
councilmember. Among the speakers making this point were Michael MacDonald and Greg
Merideth, two prominent supporters of a proposal under consideration by Metro to reduce
Colorado Boulevard to one car lane each way to make room for dedicated bus lanes and
enhanced bike lanes. Other infrastructure projects currently in process in Eagle Rock include
safety and beautification efforts on the boulevards.
Other commenters from Eagle Rock said that local efforts to combat homelessness could be
jeopardized if Eagle Rock did not remain wholly in CD 14. These commenters included activists
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Jane Demian and Chris Bertolet. The major anti-homelessness effort currently underway in
Eagle Rock and Highland Park is the establishment of “tiny home” villages for the homeless
championed by De León as part of his broader plan to end homelessness in L.A.
The commentary from Eagle Rock and nearby communities made an impact. Sonja F. Diaz, the
redistricting commissioner appointed by De León, said that the robust commentary from Eagle
Rock and other Arroyo Seco communities was “clear and persuasive to me.”
Meeting and hearings on redistricting
The meeting on Sept. 13 was one of many that have been and will be held by the L.A. City
Council Redistricting Commission. Its purpose was to present reports from the commission’s
four ad hoc regional committees, which were charged with doing a preliminary analysis of the
information that will ultimately determine how the new city council maps are drawn.
The report on Region 2, which includes NELA’s Council Districts 1, 13 and 14, was a one-page
memo. (The reports for the other regions were more detailed.) Commenters from NELA
criticized the thinness of the Region 2 report while using it as springboard to express what they
think redistricting should accomplish.
For details on upcoming commission meetings and public hearings, click here.
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September 16, 2021 – LA Sentinel: Residents Proclaim Community Pride at Redistricting
Public Hearings: https://lasentinel.net/residents-proclaim-community-pride-atredistricting-public-hearings.html

“Keep communities together” was repeatedly expressed by residents during the last two public
hearings hosted by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission.
The testimony from citizens will be used to assist the 21-member commission in establishing
the boundaries of L.A.’s 15 council districts (CD). The city charter requires that borders be
redrawn following each census to make each district approximately equal in population size.
For the past three months, public hearings have been held in every district with the last two, on
September 8 and 11, focused on CD 8 and citywide perspectives, respectively. The meetings
allow commissioners to hear directly from residents about the characteristics that define their
community such as prominent landmarks, historical roots, distinctive cultures or significant
institutions.
“We want to know what makes your community unique, what you and your neighbors share in
common and what are the special needs of your community. This is vital in redistricting and
recreation of new boundaries and maps,” said Commissioner Valerie Shaw in her welcoming
remarks at the CD 8 hearing. “People who have common interest, needs, often benefit being
grouped together in a single district.”

Commissioner Charisse Bremond-Weaver (Courtesy photo)
Explaining that the commission adopted several core values to guide the group in redrawing
and recommending new CD boundaries, she cited those values as “equity, integrity,
transparency, respect, compassion, dignity, data driven, solution oriented and inter
dependence.” The former public works commissioner and current California Community
College governor added, “The vision is to strengthen the governance of Los Angeles by
empowering its communities to have their diverse needs served through fair and inclusive
representation.”
Shaw, who was appointed by Councilmember Marqueece Harris-Dawson, is one of three
African Americans on the commission. The other Black commissioners are Charisse Bremond78

Weaver, president of the Brotherhood Crusade and selected by Mayor Eric Garcetti, and the
Rev. Edward Anderson, pastor of McCarty Memorial Christian Church and chosen by
Councilmember Mark Ridley-Thomas.
The three commissioners joined other members of the panel in listening to comments from
people living throughout Los Angeles, who outlined the elements that comprise their district.
But, one of the top concerns of CD 8 residents was the fear of losing valuable resources.

Commissioner Valerie Lynne Shaw (Courtesy photo)
Under the 2010 redistricting process, USC and Leimert Park were removed from CD 8 along
with half of the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza Mall. Several speakers were adamant that the
commission either restore those assets or avoid replicating similar actions in the current
procedure.
“More than ever, we need to protect South Central L.A., especially during a time of race and
gentrification. We cannot afford to lose anymore land. Ten years ago, we lost sections,”
implored Carlos Leon, who said he was raised in South L.A. “Our communities [are] asking [you]
to strengthen our boundaries, to continue investing in our Black and Brown communities so we
can rise after this pandemic stronger.”
John Gonzalez, land use chair for the Baldwin Hills Homeowners Association, shared a similar
viewpoint. “Economically, the last redistricting…left our district without key socioeconomic
assets. We also feel that removing the plaza, splitting a single property which is the heart of
commerce into two districts, was a mistake and disservice.”
That outlook continued to be expressed at the citywide meeting where several Park Mesa
Heights residents voiced disappointment with the previous redistricting results. Robbie Davis
insisted, “We want Leimert Park and USC returned to CD 8!” Trey Rogers, who said he was
newly elected to the board of the Empowerment Congress Central Area Neighborhood
Development Council, noted, “I would appreciate [CD 8] not getting broken.”
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Commissioner Edward Anderson (Courtesy photo)
Offering an alternate solution, Chandra Mosley suggested another move for the commission to
consider. “I really feel that we need a new council district so we can provide those core values
mentioned earlier in your introduction. Those core values mean a lot to me as a retired city
employee,” said the View Heights resident. “So, I’m just asking that we consider creating a new
council district so we can provide those services and that we will not be lacking as we are now.”
However, regardless of where the individual resided, the most recurring phrase heard was
some form of “don’t change my council district boundaries.” As Dolores Spears of Jefferson
Park related, “Our neighbors and residents are very active…we’re in support of keeping CD10
intact.”
Anita, who described herself as Asian American, spoke on behalf of “keeping historic Filipino
whole and intact in Council District 13.” Greg Meredith, president of the Eagle Rock
Association, was equally passionate stating, “We ask to remain a single council district in CD
14.”
Many people who live in Koreatown conveyed their desire for the neighborhood to be
contained in one council district, instead of divided into four CDs as the area is currently
assigned. Conrad Star, president of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council, said, “We
support a single council district for Koreatown.”
During the two public hearings, scores of people testified before the redistricting commission
over two four-hour sessions. Robert Battles, commission associate director of community
outreach and engagement, also reminded citizens that written comments can be submitted via
email at redistricting.lacity@lacity.org or by completing the online Community of Interest (COI)
form at laccrc2021.org. In addition, the website features the Districter software, which allows
the public to draw and submit maps of one or more CDs.
Fred Ali, commission chair, announced that the upcoming schedule includes special Zoom
meetings on September 20 and 21, at 5 p.m., to review maps submitted by the public and begin
creating draft maps. On September 29, at 6 p.m., the focus will be on adopting a draft map.
Visit laccrc2021.org to learn more, watch videos of past meetings or review the redistricting
timeline.
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September 17, 2021 – LA Sentinel: 9/20-21: LA City Council Redistricting Commission to
Publicly Draw Draft Maps: https://lasentinel.net/events/920-21-la-city-councilredistricting-commission-to-publicly-draw-draft-maps

WHAT:
The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (LACCRC) will host
special meetings over a two-day or more process where Commissioners will publicly draw draft
council district maps. Commissioners will also be reviewing draft district maps submitted by the
public, which along with public testimony and other sources of data such as the Census
redistricting data and the American Community Survey will help inform the Commission as it
draws maps that are fair and inclusive.
In a commitment to transparency, the LACCRC is the only local entity that will be publicly
drawing draft council district maps virtually. A set of maps will be presented to the community
online and via public hearings in October. For more information about the City’s redistricting
process, visit https://laccrc2021.org.
WHEN:

Monday, September 20 & Tuesday, September 21, 2021
5:00 p.m., agenda

WHERE:

Virtual: https://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
Live Audio broadcast (listen-only): 1-669-254-5252 or 833-568-8864 (Toll
Free); Meeting ID No. 161 545 4787#
LA Channel 35: You can also watch these hearings by going to LA CITYVIEW
35 on cable Channel 35 (in the City of LA) or website at lacityview.org/live

WHO:

Members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (LACCRC) to
draw draft council district maps
Members of the public to provide testimony
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September 20, 2021 – LA Daily News (Calendar Listing): Community Meetings in the San
Fernando Valley, Sept. 20-27: https://www.dailynews.com/2021/09/20/communitymeetings-in-the-san-fernando-valley-sept-20-27/

(Excerpt)
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission – Draft Council District Maps: The
commission will publicly draw, live, the drafts of council district maps, 5 p.m. Sept. 20-21.
Members of the public will give testimonies. Watch
here: www.zoomgov.com/j/1615454787#success. Listen by phone, 833-568-8864 and use ID:
1615454787 and press #. Or watch on LA Cityview 35 on cable channel 35 or the
website: lacityview.org/live. More on the redistricting here: laccrc2021.org
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September 20, 2021 – KFI-AM: LA City Attorney, Mayoral Candidate Calls For Doubling
Size Of City Council: https://kfiam640.iheart.com/content/2021-09-20-la-city-attorneymayoral-candidate-calls-for-doubling-size-of-city-council/

LOS ANGELES (CNS) - Los Angeles City Attorney Mike Feuer said today as part of his mayoral
campaign that the Los Angeles City Council should be doubled in size, with each council
member receiving half of their $223,829 salary.
“By cutting council districts in half, council members will be much closer to the communities
they serve and know those communities more intimately. Residents will compete less for their
elected representative's time,'' Feuer said in an opinion piece on the online publishing platform
Medium.
“This proposal will improve the quality of our lives by empowering neighborhoods and giving
them council members who respond rapidly to their concerns over everything from
homelessness to public safety to traffic gridlock. It would be much harder for members to
evade accountability to the residents they serve.''
Feuer added that having smaller districts could create a more diverse City Council, as
neighborhoods like Koreatown could elect their own representative.
While Los Angeles has a population of nearly 4 million people, it only has 15 council members.
New York, with about double Los Angeles' population, has 51 council members; and Chicago,
which has a population of 2.7 million, has a City Council with 50 aldermen.
Feuer also called for the city's redistricting commission to be independent, instead of having
commissioners chosen by elected officials.
“As we've seen at the state level where this model is followed, with independence comes less
interest in issues that have little to do with what matters to voters, like where the incumbent
might live,'' Feuer said.
The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission is currently redrawing the district's
borders, which happens every 10 years in Los Angeles following the release of the U.S. census.
The commission held 17 public meetings, and on Monday and Tuesday afternoons is scheduled
to publicly draw the draft district map. People can join the meeting
at https://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom.
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September 21, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: A First Look at Possible City Council Redistricting
Maps: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/a-first-look-atpossible-city-council-redistricting-maps/

The four draft city council redistricting plans presented at last night’s redistricting commission
meeting. The meeting will continue tonight with further discussion of the proposals.
At the first session of a two-part meeting that began last night, the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission revealed and discussed a set of four possible redistricting plans for
the Los Angeles City Council. The new maps were presented by Paul Mitchell, representing the
city’s redistricting consulting firm, Redistricting Partners. Mitchell explained that the proposals
are based on the extensive public input received by the city so far (see here, here, here,
and here), as well as new census and population data, and guidelines set by the Voting Rights
Act to protect the votes and voices of specific communities. And there were also more specific
guidelines developed by subcommittees of commissioners working on plans for different parts
of the city. For example, in a memo from the ad hoc committee addressing council districts in
Region 3 of the city, which contains our general Greater Wilshire area, those more specific
principles included (in no particular order):
•

•
•
•
•

Unify Koreatown into one district in a way that it allows the neighborhood to have
effective and fair representation, ultimately allowing the community to have a
candidate of choice
Keep beach cities together
Unite the neighborhoods surrounding Beverly Hills
Address the population deviation from the ideal target average in both CDs 11 and 5
at the Inter-Regional Ad Hoc meeting
Unify Palms into a single district

84

•
•
•

Have at least one district connect to the Valley over the hill
Give consideration to unifying as much of Tarzana, Encino and Sherman Oaks as
feasible
Reduce the split of Neighborhood Councils and other well-established communities of
interest

Throughout the redistricting process so far, there have been a couple of key points raised in our
general Greater Wilshire area. First, the official position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood
Council (along with many other neighborhood councils throughout the city) is that it would like
to see the full GWNC area united in a single city council district. (Currently, the area lies mostly
within CD4, with a small section in the northwest corner of the GWNC area represented by CD
5.)
But even more, and more vigorously, discussed at all of the recent redistricting hearings so far
has been the issue of whether the Koreatown area (which is now split among several city
council districts) could be united within a single district…and – if so – what the boundaries of
that area would be. A group calling itself the Koreatown Redistricting Taskforce, which has
conducted an extensive petition effort, is requesting that the boundaries used to define
“Koreatown” run roughly from 11th Street on the south to Beverly Blvd. on the north, and
Vermont Ave. on the east to Wilton Place on the west. But this definition conflicts with the
city’s official western boundary of Koreatown, at Western Ave., and could result in several
historic neighborhoods on the GWNC’s eastern border, between Wilton and Western, being
split off into a different city council district from most of the rest of Greater Wilshire.

Currently borders of the area represented by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council,
which extend to Manhattan Place on the east, just a block west of Western.
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The Koreatown Redistricting Taskforce’s map defining the borders of the area it would like to
see united in a single city council district, which places “Koreatown’s” western border at Wilton
Place, several blocks into the area representeed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council.
And the draft redistricting maps presented at last night’s meeting seemed to lean heavily in
favor of the KRT-suggested boundaries (largely based on the LA times Mapping Project), rather
than the city- and GWNC-defined boundaries. (Although there was some discussion of which
definitions should be used.)
And it’s also worth noting that none of the four proposed maps would unite all GWNC-area
neighborhoods a single city council district. In fact, three of the four proposals would split the
GWNC area among three city council districts, and one would split it among two districts (if
Koreatown remains defined as above).
Here’s a closer look at the details of each of the four redistricting schemes proposed by the
Redistricting Partners consulting group at last night’s meeting, and how each one would treat
our general Greater Wilshire area:
Plan A1
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In general, Plan A1 would keep much of the current Greater Wilshire area in a single city council
district, as shown in the full district and detail views below.

But there would be two notable exceptions. The first would be moving the neighborhoods
bewteen Wilton and Western, from Wilshire to Beverly (Western Wilton, Ridgewood Wilton-St.
Andrews Square, and Oakwood Maplewood St. Andrews), into an adjacent district with
Koreatown, as shown below…
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And the second would be moving the Greater Wilshire neighborhoods south of Wilshire
(Sycamore Square, Brookside, Fremont Place, Windsor Village, Wilshire Park, and Country Club
Heights) into a district with other neighborhoods to the south, as shown here:

Plan B2

Like Plan A1, Plan B2 would also divide the Greater Wilshire neighborhoods into three different
city council districts, but it would do it a bit differently, as shown below. First, neighborhoods
north of Wilshire and west of Rossmore would be included in a larger district with many
neigborhoods to the west and southwest, which contain many of the city’s most heavily Jewish
neighborhoods.
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Next in Plan B2, Greater Wilshire neighborhoods north of Wilshire and east of Wilton would be
placed into a district with Koreatown and other areas to the east and northeast:

And third, Greater Wilshire neighborhoods south of Wilshire would be placed into a district
with Mid-City neighborhoods to the south:
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Plan C2

According to Mitchell, Plan C2 is the one developed specifically to hew most closely to
established neighborhood council boundaries throughout the city, so it’s no surprise that this
map is the one that keeps the most of the Greater Wilshire area together in a single proposed
council district…and it’s the only one that unites most of the Greater Wilshire neighborhoods
between Wilshire and Olympic with other Greater Wilshire neighborhoods north of Wilshire.
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There would still be a few parts of the current Greater Wilshire area moved to a second district,
however, including the neighborhoods north of Wilshire between Wilton and Western…and, in
this case, parts of the Wilshire Park area between Crenshaw and Wilton, south of Wilshire, and
the Country Club Heights area between Wilton and Western, south of Wilshire.

Plan D1
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Finally, Plan D1 would function much like Plan A1 for Greater Wilshire, with much of the area
united in one Council district…

But with neighborhoods between Wilton and Western, and Wilshire and Beverly, in a different
district with much of Koreatown in a district stretching northeast up to Eagle Rock:
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…and neighborhoods south of Wilshire grouped with Mid-City neighborhoods to the south in a
third district.

Next Steps
Part two of the preliminary mapping meeting will be held tonight, starting at 5 p.m.,
on Zoom. To join in, just click this
link: https://www.zoomgov.com/j/1615454787?pwd=MHJRWW10WHN1b0dmR29zMXMvMl
dkdz09#success
As with the first half of the meeting last night, public comments will be taken for a limited time
at the beginning of the meeting. Only people who did not speak at last night’s meeting will be
allowed to speak at this meeting. Also, be aware that there will be far more people who would
like to comment than there will be time for comments, so if you would like to speak, make sure
you join the meeting as soon as it starts, and raise your hand or dial in with a request to speak
(instructions are provided in the meeting agenda) as soon as you can when the meeting begins.
Meeting documents (including the full set of maps being reviewed) are available here.
After tonight’s meeting, the Redistricting Commission will discuss the four preliminary maps
further, and make adjustments based on this week’s comments and discussions. Then, over the
next week, they will narrow the draft maps from four to one. That single draft map will be
presented at another meeting on Wednesday, September 29, at 6 p.m., via the same Zoom
link. The agenda for that meeting is available here.
Video of last night’s meeting is now available here.
[This article was updated after its initial publication to clarify the position of the Wilshire Park
neighborhood in Plan C2.]
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September 22, 2021 – LAist: Hey LA, Here’s What You Need to Know About Redistricting:
https://laist.com/news/los-angeles-redistricting

Let’s take this opportunity to talk about the process that will influence elections and
representation in California for the next 10 years — redistricting.
No, no, don’t click away!
Yes, redistricting sounds technical — because it is — but it’s also, to quote fellow KPCC +
LAist reporter Libby Denkmann, “the most consequential process that impacts citizens’
representation in government and determines whose voices are heard by elected
officials.”
So don’t worry about census data, commissions, maps, demographics and public
hearings.
Think big picture.
Think about redistricting the way Common Cause local redistricting advocate José Del Río
III does, like a comet: bright, predictable, yet mysterious. If you aren’t paying attention,
you'll miss it. And if you miss it, you might regret it later.
“We call this the Halley's Comet of voting rights,” Del Rio told our KPCC radio show
AirTalk. “It comes by every 10 years — redistricting does — and then, you know, moves
on.”
In that small window, with redistricting lighting the sky, there’s an opportunity to make
change.
“Redistricting is really the foundational issue from which all issues stem from — whether
it be climate change, ethics reforms, housing reforms, something on a national scale.
Redistricting is the first issue you need to tackle because you need individuals in elected
office that represent your ideals,” Del Río said.
So, yeah. It’s kind of a big deal.
If this is the first time you’re hearing about any of this, don’t worry. You still have time to
make your voice heard. Not a lot of time but some time.
Here’s what you need to know.
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(We’ll update this guide as you tell us what you want to know, too).
What Is Redistricting?
It’s the once-in-a-decade process by which a group of people (more about who in a
second) look at changes in demographics and population revealed by the census,
consider the community’s input, and redraw district lines for local, state, and federal
elections.
Who Draws The New District Maps?
It depends. In some places, including the City of Los Angeles and Los Angeles County, as
well as the redistricting done at the state level, the maps are drawn by independent
commissions.
In other places, such as Orange County, the elected officials themselves will draw the
new maps, though they’re required to consider your input in that process.
How Do They Decide Where To Draw The Lines?
So, before they can draw new boundaries, they need to know who lives where. That’s
where the 2020 Census comes in. Remember that?
This time around, the results were delayed due to the pandemic.
But, big picture, it showed that Los Angeles County’s growth is slowing, while Riverside
and San Bernardino counties are growing at a much faster rate, according to KPCC/LAist
politics reporter Libby Denkmann.
This is important because districts have to, more or less, represent an equal number of
people. So if there are fewer people living in a district, the boundaries might have to shift
to account for that change.
But they can’t just draw the lines however they want. There are a few basic rules that
must be followed.
In drawing the lines, they cannot violate the Voting Rights Act — which, as the Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission puts it, is “meant to protect ethnic
residents like Latinos, Asian Americans and African Americans to have a fair opportunity
to elect a representative of their choice.”
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And districts also have to be contiguous — meaning that you’d be able to get from one
part of the district to another without crossing through another district. They’re also
supposed to keep neighborhoods together whenever possible, which is why public
testimony about “communities of interest” is so important.
As you can imagine, balancing that in a fair way can be quite a process.
How Do I Check On The Drawing Of My Congressional/State Senate/State Assembly
District’s Boundaries?
A group called the 2020 California Citizens Redistricting Commission is tasked with
drawing the boundaries for state senate, state assembly and congressional districts
— taking into account the congressional seat California is going to lose by the 2022
midterms.
The line drawing itself is scheduled to ramp up in October, though the commission is
already holding public meetings where members are discussing the public testimony
shared so far and are giving some direction to the line drawers.
How Do I Check On Redistricting In My County?
Los Angeles County has its own independent redistricting commission, tasked with
drawing the boundaries of the county’s five supervisorial districts. The commissioners,
who meet both in-person and online, suggest you give any feedback you’d like them to
consider by Sept. 30, before maps are drawn. (You’ll get another opportunity in
November to give your input on their draft maps after they’re released.)
Orange County’s supervisors get to redraw districts themselves, though they’re still
required to hold public hearings and solicit the public’s input on those boundaries.
Riverside County has an Advisory Redistricting Commission, which will create at least one
proposed map, but the ultimate decision rests with the county Board of Supervisors.
Members of the public can still attend public meetings or provide comment online.
San Bernardino County’s Board of Supervisors will make the final call — but they too have
an Advisory Redistricting Commission, charged with providing the board at least two
maps to consider. The commission is holding hybrid public meetings around the county,
and is accepting draft maps and comments online as well.
The Ventura County Board of Supervisors is holding public hearings on redistricting —
and also accepts community of interest testimony and draft maps online.
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What About My City Council Or School District’s Redistricting Process?
There are 88 cities in Los Angeles County, so unfortunately, we can’t list links to all of
their redistricting procedures here. But a quick search of your city’s name + redistricting
is a good place to start.
The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission is in the process of drafting the
first version of its district maps (more about them in a second).
The Long Beach Independent Redistricting Commission is holding “hybrid meetings” that
you can attend either virtually or in person (at city hall).
LAUSD — by far the largest school district in California, and second largest in the nation
— is undergoing its own redistricting process too. Its public hearings are scheduled for
early October.
The stakes are high, as fellow KPCC/LAist reporter Kyle Stokes explained recently.
“The boundaries of [LAUSD’s] board districts are very likely to be re-drawn in coming
weeks. Some of the changes could be dramatic,” he tweeted. “As staff told the #LAUSD
Redistricting Commission [on Sept. 10], ‘we can’t just take the current map as it exists.’”

Oh, No — I’m Just Hearing About This Now! What If I Still Want To Give Feedback On
The Maps?
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In many cases, you still can — but best to do it soon. The impact of your feedback will
depend on how far the process has gone for any particular commission.
In the city of L.A., for example, the City Council Redistricting Commission has held virtual
meetings for months in each of the council districts, asking residents to tell them about
their communities, how they’d define them geographically, and what makes them
special. They also collected community maps using an online tool called Districtr. (You
can see all the different maps submitted at that same link).
Much of that feedback has centered around what to do about Koreatown, which was
divided into multiple districts last time around. As a result, residents tell the commission,
it’s difficult to know which of their city council members’ offices to approach if an issue
comes up, and their community’s voice is diluted in local elections.
“The Commission has received an overwhelming amount of testimony requesting
Koreatown unification,” reads a memo from a group of commissioners. ”The Commission
has received both written and spoken testimony from the Koreatown Unification Task
Force and residents alike, including a petition of over 4,500 signatures requesting
Koreatown to be placed in one council district.”
The commission began using such input to begin drawing new maps on Sept. 20 and Sept.
21 . You will have some opportunities to provide feedback on those draft maps in virtual
hearings in October before their scheduled adoption on Oct. 21.

Wait, I Still Have A Question! Or A Comment!
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If you have a comment that you want to share with your redistricting commission as they
draw your district maps, you should go to their website and share your public comment,
written testimony or map with the commissioners directly. (Here, for example, is where
you can write directly to the state’s redistricting commission). A friendly reminder:
whatever you submit is considered a public record that can be viewed by nosy neighbors
and reporters like me.
But if you have a question or comment about the process that wasn’t answered here, and
you think journalists from KPCC and LAist should look into, you can let us know by filling
out the form below.
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•

September 23, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Redistricting Map Discussion Continues…and Adds
New Draft Map: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmontvillage/redistricting-map-discussion-continues-and-adds-new-draft-map/

Central Los Angeles section of a new draft redistricting map, presented at Tuesday night’s
redistricting commission meeting. Districts J, M and H on this map correlate roughly with
current city council districts 5, 13, and 10, respectively. District D would correlate roughly to the
current CD4.
On Tuesday, September 21, the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission continued its
discussion of draft maps for new city council districts…and added a new set of maps – Plans EH – to Plans A-D, which were presented and discussed at the first part of the mapping meeting
on Monday.
According to Paul Mitchell, presenting the draft maps for the city’s consulting group,
Redistricting Partners, the new maps were created largely from public and commission
comments on the first set of maps, and combine elements of several of the previous
maps. Also, Mitchell explained that in Plans E-H, E is the master map, with only districts in the
very southern part of the city varying in Plans D-H.
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Full view of Draft Plan E, presented and discussed at Tuesday night’s redistricting commission
meeting.
In the Plan E map, as shown above, the Greater Wilshire area would fall mostly within District
M, which would also include Park La Brea to the west, and neighborhoods such as Hollywood,
East Hollywood, Silverlake, and Atwater Villate to the east and northeast. This area likely
correlates most closely with current District 13.

Full District M, as outlined in Plan E.
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Greater Wilshire-area detail of Plan E’s
District M.
As before, however, several neighborhoods in the eastern part of the Greater Wilshire area,
from Wilshire to Beverly, and Wilton to Western, would be included with a newly united
Koreatown in District H in this map (roughly correlating to the current CD 10)…so the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood area would still be divided between two city council districts, instead of
united in a single district, as neighbors have requested.

Global Issues
After the map presentation, commissioners discussed the new maps by region, pointing out
issues that are yet to be resolved (some of which had also been mentioned by stakeholders in a
public comment period befor the new map presentation). Citywide, some of those issues
included:
•

Which neighborhoods and open spaces (including Echo Park, Elysian Park,
Griffith Park, Silverlake and more) should be included in District D (4) vs. District
M (13) on the new Plan E.
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•
•
•
•
•

How economic “engines” such as the USC/Exposition Park area, and the Baldwin
Hills-Crenshaw Mall area, should be divided between CDs 8 and 9.
Whether or not Watts should remain in CD 15, as it is now.
Whether or not there should be at least one district traversing the Hollywood
Hills and connecting the Valley to the rest of the city in some way.
Whether an area known as “PoSO” (Part of Sherman Oaks) should be fully united
with Sherman Oaks proper.
How neighborhoods such as Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown, and East
Hollywood could be united, both within their own borders and with their
adjacent neighborhoods.

Also, rather late in the discussion, the issue of incumbent Councilmember residency came up,
with commission Chair Fred Ali noting that some proposals being discussed do have the
potential of separating current councilmembers’ neighborhoods of residence from the districts
they currently represent. (This could definitely be an issue with current CD 4 representative
Nithya Raman, who lives in Silverlake, and CD 13 representative Mitch O’Farrell, who lives in
Glassell Park, if the boundaries for their current districts shift too much.)

Greater Wilshire Local Issues
Koreatown Borders
One big issue at this meeting, which has been an issue throughout the redistricting
conversations so far, was how to unite the general Koreatown area, and what borders to use
for that community of interest.
So far most of the draft maps have placed a newly united Koreatown at the northeastern corner
of what would likely be the new CD10, which would stretch south and west to include Harvard
Heights, Arlington Heights, Mid-City, West Adams, Jefferson Park and parts of the Baldwin HillsCrenshaw area. This is repeated in Plan E, as shown below.
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Plan E’s full District H.

Detail of Koreatown area in Plan E’s
District H.
But this newest map, like others that have come before it, would also use borders suggested by
a community coalition called the Koreatown Redistricting Taskforce, which has asked that the
western border of a united Koreatown area should be Wilton Place, instead of the city-defined
western border of Koreatown, which is Western Ave. The Greater Wilshire Neighborhood
Council represents neighborhoods to the west of Western, between Wilshire and Melrose, and
– if the KRT’s requested boundaries are used – could wind up with several of its neighborhoods
split off into a new council district along its eastern edge.
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Red line is the eastern boundary of the area represented by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood
Council. The neighborhoods between the green area (proposed District M, likely 13) and the
red border would be split off into a different city council district (likely District H, likely 10) if
this map is followed for redistricting.
This border issue has sparked much discussion in both comments from the public and from the
commissioners themselves since the beginning of the current redistricting discussions. Many
GWNC-area residents, along with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council itself, have
requested that the full GWNC area be kept intact within a single council district, and
commissioners have wrestled with the question of which boundary should be used to define
the boundary between the GWNC and Koreatown communities of interest (in other words,
whether to keep the GWNC area whole in one district, or to keep the self-defined Koreatown
community whole in a single district).
It appeared this debate would continue at Tuesday’s meeting, but this time, when the topic
came up during the commissioners’ discussion, commissioner Alexandra Suh said she would like
to see a new draft map that tries something different — including both the GWNC area and the
full Koreatown area in a reconfigured CD 4, with Hollywood, Historic Filipinotown, and
Silverlake. She said that would make the GWNC/Koreatown border discussion moot, and would
solve issues for several other neighborhoods, too. Other commissioners expressed interest in
discussing Suh’s proposal, but said it would be impossible to do so accurately without a new
map illustrating the idea and how it would affect neighboring districts. Mitchell said he could
prepare such a map, but it would take a few days…so the commissioners eventually agreed to
postpone the discussion until a new draft map can be prepared.
Which District?
While the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council has taken an official position advocating for
all of the area it covers to be united in a single city council district, and also for all of Koreatown
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be united in a single district (using the city’s official western boundary instead of the one
proposed by the KRT), it has not yet taken a position on which district it should be placed in,
leaving that decision to the redistricting commission.
But on Tuesday afternoon, the Hancock Park Homeowners Association, in an email to the
redistricting commission, did tackle this question, and recommended that the GWNC area be
placed with other neighborhoods to its west in CD 5, as that area was outlined in the earlier
mapping plan B2. The letter read:

Dear Commissioners,
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and
Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common
social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its
effective and fair representation.” The community qualifies as a “community of interest” under
every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties,
living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests. Under
California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in
order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the
community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. The Hancock Park Homeowners Association
and member of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ right
to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied
in MAP B2.
In a conversation with the Buzz today, HPHOA president Cindy Chvatal-Keane said that the
HPHOA board voted unanimously to request being placed with neighborhoods to the west in
what is now CD 5, for the reasons outlined above. She said that throughout the process,
GWNC-area neighbors have been saying “keep us whole, keep us whole, keep us whole.”
“But keep us whole where?,” Chvatal asked.
So she said the HPHOA board decided to make a case for Greater Wilshire’s placement in CD5,
based on various “communities of interest” such as religious affiliations (Jewish communities),
single family zoning, and more, which she said are more aligned with areas to the west than
with the much denser neighborhoods to the east.
As for the eastern border question, Chvatal acknowledged that the redistricting commission
seems inclined to continue using the KRT’s suggested borders for Koreatown, but that even if
most of Greater Wilshire is moved into CD5, and its eastern edge winds up in CD 10, it wouldn’t
be a new situation for the GWNC, which is currently split between CDs 4 and 5, and was
previously split, before the last round of redistricting, between CDs 4 and 10.
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GWNC Neighborhoods South of Wilshire
Another issue at play in re-drawing city council boundaries for the Greater Wilshire area is what
happens to neighborhoods along the GWNC’s southern border, which lies along Olympic Blvd.
In the first set of draft redistricting maps, three of the four maps (A1, B2, and D1) placed a
council district dividing line at Wilshire Blvd., instead of Olympic Blvd., which would have placed
the Sycamore Square, Brookside, Fremont Place, Windsor Village, Wilshire Park, and Country
Club Heights neighborhoods in a district (likely CD 10) separate from the bulk of the GWNC
area. Also, with the proposed Koreatown border slicing into the GWNC area on the east, the
Wilshire Park neighborhood, which also contains an HPOZ and a National Register Historic
District, would be particularly affected, with a council district border cutting that community in
half.
The new Plan E map – as shown in the detail below – does shift the southern border of its
proposed District M back to Olympic Blvd., so it would reuite Sycamore Square, Brookside,
Fremont Place, and Windsor Village with the rest of the Greater Wilshire area. But Country Club
Heights, and particularly Wilshire Park, would still be separated – with County Club Heights fully
in another district (likely District 10), and Wilshire Park still divided between two city council
districts.

Detail showing how the new Plan E
map reunites some GWNC neighborhoods south of Wilshire with the rest of the Greater
Wilshire area, but still leaves Country Club Heights in another district, and splits Wilshire Park
down the middle.

Next Steps
The redistricting commission had originally scheduled another meeting to discuss the proposed
district maps for tonight (Thursday, September 23), but after Suh’s proposal to unite both the
Greater Wilshire and Koreatown areas in a single council district, the group voted to move the
next meeting to Monday, September 27, at 4 p.m., via Zoom, to give Mitchell time to create a
map based on the proposal, and to give commission members time to study and think about
the map before their next discussion. A final meeting to narrow the draft maps down to a single
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recommendation to the city council will be held on Thursday, September 30 at 5 p.m. (at the
same Zoom link).
In the meantime, written comments on the redistricting process can still be submitted to the
commission at redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, and suggested maps can be still be created and
submitted via the commission’s Districtr mapping tool. The commission has extended the
period for public comments and map suggestions to Friday, October 1 at 12 p.m.
Finally, for those who really want to get into the details of the discussion so far, video of
Tuesday’s 5 1/4 hour commission meeting is available here.
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September 23, 2021 – LAist: Morning Brief: Redistricting, Possible Strike In Hollywood And
Local Restaurants Pick Up Prestige: https://laist.com/news/morning-brief-redistrictingpossible-strike-in-hollywood-and-local-restaurants-pick-up-prestige

Good morning, L.A. It’s Sept. 23.
Our LAist fall member drive ends tomorrow, and we still need to hear from 571 readers to
unlock our member challenge. It's going to be really close and we can't afford to leave this
$10,000 challenge unlocked. Please donate today to keep LAist around; we rely on your reader
support to stay in business.
Now, back to the news...
OK, pop quiz: in which Congressional district do you live? What’s your state Assembly district?
Or city councilmember’s or county supervisor’s district?
I know mine (definitely did not Google any of them and you can’t prove I did), but if you don’t
know off the top of your head, don’t sweat it because they might be changing soon.
That’s right, L.A.: It’s redistricting time!
And look, I know that’s probably the most boring “It’s ____ time!” statement I could write, but
the process of redrawing electoral maps can have huge consequences for our local, state and
national democracies.
As José Del Río III, a local redistricting advocate who spoke with our newsroom’s radio show
AirTalk explains:
Redistricting is really the foundational issue from which all issues stem from — whether it be
climate change, ethics reforms, housing reforms, something on a national scale. Redistricting is
the first issue you need to tackle because you need individuals in elected office that represent
your ideals.
That’s why we published an explainer to answer all your redistricting questions, like:
• Who draws the new district maps?
• How do they decide where to draw the lines?
• How can I give feedback on the maps?
So brush up on your redistricting knowledge and dazzle your loved ones, colleagues and
complete strangers with all your democratic process savvy.
Keep reading for more on what’s happening in L.A., and stay safe out there.
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What Else You Need To Know Today
• LAUSD and its teachers union have agreed on a "continuity of learning plan"for students
and teachers who are sent home to quarantine because of COVID.
• Sheriff's Capt. Britta Steinbrenner is the latest entry in the race to unseat Sheriff Alex
Villanueva.
• In more LASD news, Sheriff Villanueva provided his reaction to the recent RAND report
on deputy cliques. He dismisses it, and says cliques are harmless "make-believe gangs."
• As the city of L.A. redraws its electoral maps, Korean American leaders have revived a
campaign to move Koreatown from four council districts into one.
• The union that represents Hollywood’s below-the-line workers — people such as
editors, costume designers and cinematographers — could soon go on strike. Here’s
where things stand.
• Riverside County has approved an emergency notification system for the San Jacinto
Mountains that builds upon the work of local amateur radio operators. They often
provide critical information during a wildfire, landslide or earthquake.
• A majority of Californians and New Yorkers support the right to recall elected officials,
according to a new study out of Claremont McKenna College. That's even though New
York doesn't have a recall process, and the majority of California voters were against
recalling Gov. Gavin Newsom.
•

Before You Go... Yes, The Tire Company Has Restaurant Recommendations
The beef pho at Pho 79, a Garden Grove restaurant that received a 2019 James Beard America's
Classics Award.
The historically Eurocentric and Los Angeles-phobic Michelin Guide, which has made attempts
in recent years to broaden its culinary perspective, just announced a bunch of new California
restaurants in its Bib Gourmand category. And Southern California did well.
Of the 45 new Bib Gourmand restaurants revealed on Wednesday, 16 of them are located in
Los Angeles or Orange counties.
They include spots that specialize in barbecue, Brazilian fare, Peruvian cuisine, fancy
sandwiches, tacos, ramen, dumplings and, of course, Italian food. While we think Michelin's list
still lacks enough representation of Mexican and Central American restaurants, it's a tasty
spread.
Read more about our local list-makers here.
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•

September 24, 2021 – Radio Seoul interview with Steve Kan of KYCC and Commissioner
Alexandra Suh
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•

September 24, 2021 – Valley News Group: LA Plan Would Cut Woodland Hills in Half:
https://valleynewsgroup.com/la-plan-would-cut-woodland-hills-in-half/

The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission met Monday and Tuesday night and
revealed what they decided would be the best answer(s) to the required redistricting map for
all LA City Council Districts.
After evaluating the submissions from individuals, Neighborhood Council Community Impact
Statements and Community Interest statements, the Commissioners decided to rely on the
recommendations of outside contractors to the Commission and decided to submit four of
those maps for redrawing the new Council District boundaries.
The current favored plan breaks Woodland Hills into two different Districts at Topanga Canyon
Blvd., putting Warner Center and everything east of Topanga Canyon into one District that
includes Canoga Park, Winnetka and Tarzana. The section west of Topanga is lumped into the
same District as West Hills, Chatsworth, Porter Ranch, and Northridge.
There are still more hearings and discussions to come, but unless the Redistricting
Commissioners start hearing from residents of the West Valley opposing this plan, because it
further dilutes our collective “West Valley voice” on the current City Council, the Redistricting
Commission’s recommendations will proceed for approval.
Your next opportunity to speak during a public comment period to oppose the redistricting split
of Woodland Hills will be on Monday, September 27, at 4 pm. The Commissioners are hearing
from involved citizens from all over the City of Los Angeles but they are not hearing a
proportional amount of voices from the West Valley and it is very important that they start
hearing from us if we want to keep the West Valley whole.
The Zoom link to call in and participate is on the Redistricting Commission’s
website: www.laccrc2021.org. Once you are on the call, use the “raise hand” feature for your
opportunity to speak.
Information provided by the Woodland Hills Homeowners Organization (WHHO).
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September 25, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Hancock Park HOA Enters Redistricting
Conversation with New Map Submission: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featuredstories-larchmont-village/hancock-park-hoa-enters-redistricting-conversation-with-newmap-submission/

With the Los Angeles City Council redistricting process in high gear, another city-generated
draft map to be released later today, and another Redistricting Commission meeting scheduled
for Monday afternoon, the Hancock Park Homeowners Association entered the mapping
debate yesterday with the submission of a new draft map that, unlike others considered so far,
would place a united Greater Wilshire Council area in what would likely become a new version
of CD 5, with other “communities of interest” to the west, rather than denser and more urban
areas to the east as has been suggested in several draft maps previously reviewed by the
Redistricting Commission.
HPHOA president Cindy Chvatal-Keane, who first suggested the CD 5 placement in a letter to
the commission just before last Tuesday’s redistricting meeting, decided to make the
suggestion more visual, collected input from neighborhoods in both the Greater Wilshire and
other communities, and yesterday submitted to the commission a draft map she
created illustrating the CD 5 proposal. And since then, several neighbors and neighborhoods
have signed on to endorse the plan.

Click to go to the interactive map on Districtr.
In a conversation with the Buzz this morning, Chvatal said her goal in creating the new map,
and the proposal to move the Greater Wilshire area into CD 5 instead of CD 4 or 13, as has
previously been discussed, was to unite the area with other communities that share similar
characteristics (such as large Jewish communities, single family zoning, etc.), as well as to create
a plan that follows the city’s population goals for city council districts, keeps neighborhood
council areas across the city united as much as possible, and – as requested by both the
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Koreatown community and the redistricting commission in previous conversations – unites the
Koreatown area within a single city council district.
Chvatal-Keane said that while working on the map, she sought input from various
neighborhood and community of interest leaders, and that since she began circulating the
submitted map last night, the response has been “very positive.” Chvatal-Keane said that in
addition to submitting it to the redistricting commission via the Districtr public mapping tool,
she has also begun circulating it via email to various neighborhoods and neighborhood leaders
to drum up even more support, and urges anyone else who supports the plan to also contact
the redistricting commission at redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, and/or to speak up in favor of it
during the public comment period at the next redistricting meeting on Monday. (Note: because
Monday’s meeting is officially a continuation of the meeting begun on Monday and Tuesday of
last week, only people who did not speak during public comments at those sessions will be
allowed to comment at this coming Monday’s meeting.)
So far, Chvatal-Keane says, although the map has only been circulating since last night, leaders
from the Hancock Park Homeowners Association, Windsor Square Association, and Larchmont
Village Neighborhood Association have endorsed the map, as have leaders from Upper Nichols
Canyon, Laurel Canyon, the Hollywood Hills West area, and leadership of local Orthodox Jewish
communities…and she expects more to sign on today.
Chvatal-Keane noted that she did have some technical trouble with the Districtr mapping tool
while creating the map, so there are some imperfections, such as small spots here and there
that didn’t get colored in completely within the larger districts they should be part of, and some
areas at the edges of certain neighborhood council areas that may appear a bit more ragged
than they should be (the goal was to follow neighborhood council boundaries in most places).
Chvatal-Keane said she also had trouble saving the base map, but that she submitted it
manually to the redistricting commissioners, as well as through Districtr, so they will all be
aware of it. And she said she invites people who would like to make their own version of the
map, or to smooth out or adjust border lines in her map, to do so in Districtr, and to submit
those maps to the city as well. To make adjustments and save and submit a new version of the
map (officially map #53505 on Districtr), just go to http://districtr.org/plan/53505 , use the
coloring tools in the upper right-hand corner of the screen, and then click “Save” in the upper
right hand corner of the page. You can also create tags and/or a title for your map, which can
include a reference to the previous map that it’s based on. Each map submitted will receive a
unique map number that can be shared and referenced.
And you can also still, of course, try your hand at creating a whole new map on Districtr, if you
would like to test out any new mapping ideas you haven’t seen mentioned yet.
Meanwhile, yet another new draft redistricting map – based on a suggestion to unite the
Greater Wilshire and Koreatown areas in a single city council district, which was made by
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redistricting commissioner Alexandra Suh at last Tuesday’s meeting – is scheduled to be
released later today. We’ll provide more information about that plan on Monday.
The next meeting of the redistricting commission will be held on Monday, September 27, at 4
p.m., via Zoom.
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•

September 27, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: City Council Redistricting Update: New Maps
Abound…and Another Commission Meeting Tonight:
https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/city-councilredistricting-update-new-maps-abound-and-another-commission-meeting-tonight/

On Saturday, we reported that the Hancock Park Homeowners Association had entered the city
council mapping conversation, with a suggested map that – unlike others presented so far –
would include the full Greater Wilshire area with communities of interest to the west, in what
would likely be Council District 5 instead of its longtime placement with communities to the
north and east in CD 4. This was based, said HPHOA president Cindy Chvatal-Keane, on shared
characteristics with those more westerly areas, such as single family zoning, religious
institutions and communities of interest (including large Jewish communities), and designated
historic neighborhoods.
Later on Saturday, however, the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission released its
own set of new draft plans I-K, including two maps of particular interest to our general Greater
Wilshire area.
The first of those maps, Draft Plan I, Map M, includes a visualization of a suggestion made by
CD 4-appointed redistricting commissioner Alexandra Suh to join both the Greater Wilshire area
and a newly united Koreatown area in the same council district instead of splitting them
between two or more districts, as previous proposals had suggested. Suh’s suggestion was
intended to eliminate controversy about where the border between the two neighborhoods
should be drawn – either at Western Ave., as the city has officially defined it, or at Wilton Place
as a group called the Koreatown Redistricting Taskforce has requested. That dispute would be
rendered moot if both areas were included in the same city council district. This proposal
would place the western border of what would likely be City Council District 4 La Brea Ave. on
the west, and and the southern border at Olympic Blvd., and then move northeast up through
Koreatown and East Hollywood to also include Echo Park and Silverlake, as shown below.

The city’s new Draft Plan I, Map M, which
illustrates a plan to join the Greater Wilshire and Koreatown areas in a new version of what
would likely be CD4.
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The second map of interest in this latest set of plans is based more on community comments
heard at the last redistricting commission meeting on Tuesday, September 23, at which ChvatalKeane first made her request to move the Greater Wilshire area into the more westernoriented district that will likely be the new CD 5. This idea was included in the city’s new Plan K,
District J, below, which located most of the Greater Wilshire neighborhoods in the likely CD 5,
but kept Windsor Square and other neighborhoods along the Greater Wilshire area’s eastern
border in what will likely be CD 4.

The city’s first version of Draft Plan K, Map J, which
would join part (but not all) of the Greater Wilshire area with neighborhoods to the west in
what would likely be CD 5.
On Sunday, however, the redistricting commission sent out a correction notice, saying, “On
Saturday, September 25, the LACCRC posted a Map Plan K that was developed by Commission
Staff. Unfortunately, after that Map Plan was posted, a technical mistake was discovered that
splits the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council such that Windsor Square is in a different
district. This was not intended and the Map Plan has now been corrected. ”
The new version of “Corrected Plan K,” with its corrected District J map, can be now be found
at https://mcusercontent.com/c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1/files/0eb068dc-420f-c66a-7be22805eb68c318/City_of_LA_RP_Draft_Plan_K_Corrected.01.pdf And this map does indeed
locate the (almost) the full Greater Wilshire neighborhood council area, with its official eastern
border one block west of Western Ave., with other neighborhoods in the likely CD 5 area, as
shown here:
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The city’s Plan K Corrected Map J, which would include
almost all of the Greater Wilshire area (with its city-sanctioned eastern boundary at Western
Ave.) with neighborhoods to the west in what would likely be CD5.
After the Draft Plan K Corrected Map J was released, the HPHOA endorsed that map, and put
out a call to area neighbors to attend tonight’s continuation of the redistricting commission
mapping meeting, and asking stakeholders to speak up on behalf of that option…with several
other local neighborhood associations, including Windsor Square and Larchmont Village, signing
on with support as well.
This morning, we learned that a group called Laurel Canyon United has also officially supported
the Corrected Plan K over earlier plans, because unlike previous proposals, this one unites
Laurel Canyon neighborhoods on both sides of Laurel Canyon Blvd. in a single city council
district, which other proposals did not.
But of course, nothing in this process is without controversy…and we also learned this morning
that the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council has submitted a letter to the redistricting
commission firmly opposing the new Corrected Plan K maps and suggesting an alternate
map that would adjust western CD 5 boundaries more to the BABCNC’s liking, but which would
also once again place the eastern boundary of CD5 at La Brea Ave., and divide the Greater
Wilshire area among three council districts, likely 4, 10 and 13, as shown in this detail view:

Local detail of a map suggested yesterday by the Bel Air
Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, which opposes the Plan K Corrected Map J, based on its
effects on more westerly neighborhoods, and proposes a new scheme that would have the
consequence of dividing the Greater Wilshire area among three city council districts.
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So the discussion continues…both among neighbors, neighborhoods, and at today’s
redistricting commission meeting, which will start this afternoon at 4 p.m., via Zoom. This is
actually the third session of a single meeting that convened last Monday, and continued on
Tuesday, so although public comments will be taken, as before, at the start of the meeting, only
people who did not speak at one of those two earlier sessions will be allowed to speak at this
session. Also, it’s worth noting that there is limited time allowed for public comment at each of
these sessions, and there will be many more people who would like to speak than time for
speakers. So if you would like to comment at the meeting – in favor of a specific plan, in
opposition to a specific plan, or in any other way – be sure to log in as early as possible, and
raise your hand as soon as it is allowed.
The commission’s goal at today’s meeting is to conclude discussion of the mapping alternatives,
so a final choice can be presented at its next meeting on Thursday, September 30.
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September 28, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Focus Narrowing as LA City Council Redistricting
Commission Moves Toward Map Recommendation:
https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/focus-narrowing-as-lacity-council-redistricting-commission-moves-toward-map-recommendation/

Detail of City Council Redistricting
Draft Plan K Corrected, which was the focus of much of yesterday’s city council redistricting
mapping meeting. (The Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area is mostly included in
District J (likely CD 5) here, while the current CD 4 would likely become the new District O, as
mapped here. Some of the other likely letter/number correlations would be: G=13, L=1, B=14,
H=10, C=9, and F=8.
In last night’s installment of As the Council Districts Turn, a.k.a. the rapidly intensifying Los
Angeles City Council redistricting process, Redistricting Commission Chair Fred Ali led the
commission through a nearly 6 1/2-hour meeting, providing a highly detailed look at the city’s
newest draft mapping scheme, Draft Plan K Corrected, which Redistricting Commissioner Frank
Cardenas crafted over the last week based on the commission’s statutory requirements,
adopted principles, a couple of previously presented maps, and public and commission input on
the maps discussed at the last few meetings.
Details of Draft Plan K Corrected
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The full Draft Plan K Corrected map, which was discussed in
great detail during last night’s nearly 6 1/2 hour redistricting meeting.
The first large chunk of last night’s meeting (which was actually the third session of a single
meeting convened last Monday, September 20) was a presentation in which Cardenas
explained how he crafted each section of the new Plan. According to Cardenas, he began with
districts in the San Fernando Valley, using some specific principles: 1. that Mulholland Drive
provides a good natural dividing line between council districts in the Valley and those on the
southern side of the Hollywood Hills, 2. that Neighborhood Council boundaries, which already
exist and are time-tested, provide good building blocks for new city council districts, 3. that
continguous Neighborhood Council areas, especially those such as Warner Center, Tarzana,
Encino, and Sherman Oaks, be kept together as much as possible, and 3. that it would be good
to create five council districts wholly located in the San Fernando Valley, and one that both
physically and symbolically bridges the Valley and other side of the hills. So he drew Districts A,
N, I, D, M, and O, respectively, as shown here…with the new District O (likely the new CD 4)
bridging not only the Valley and non-Valley areas, but uniting many areas on both sides of the
hill that are particularly focused on and important to the entertainment industry.
After drawing the Valley districts, Cardenas said he moved to the Eastern region of the city, and
realized that because several districts in that area are currently underpopulated, according to
new census data, the only way for each district to pick up the population it needs is to rotate
the current districts 13, 1 and 4 northwest (counterclockwise) a bit from their current
orientations, resulting in the new districts G, L, and B on the map.
Moving to the southern part of the city, Cardenas said he tried to honor previous requests from
District 15 areas to remain in their current district (E on the new map), as well as requests from
Districts 8, 9, and 10 (F, C, and H on this map) to remain largely as they have been, with the
addition of a newly united Koreatown to CD 10. Cardenas said that addition became possible
when the community-backed Koreatown Redistricting Taskforce requested a northern
boundary for the Koreatown area at Beverly instead of Melrose, where it had been previously
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defined. If the district stretched up to Melrose, he said, it would have been too populous to add
to CD 10, and would have had to be located in a different district.
Also in that more central area, Cardenas said he tried to honor the requests from many
residents of the Greater Wilshire area to merge their neighborhoods with other communities of
interest to the west, in what is likely to become CD 5 (District J on the map above).
Public Comments
At this point, Ali opened the meeting to public comments for 75 minutes, during which four
neighborhood council representatives and 62 members of the public provided statements in
favor of, in opposition to, or more generally commenting on the mapping proposals submitted
so far.
Among the speakers, a total of 24 people expressed support for Cardenas’ Draft Plan K
Corrected, with 10 of those specifically mentioning strong support for its District J map, which
places the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area in what will likely become the new CD
5. Also among the commenters, four people spoke in favor of specific mapping plans other
than Draft Plan K Corrected, and 44 people said they oppose Plan K Corrected…but much of
that opposition was to very specific details in Draft Plan K Corrected, many of which were then
taken up later in the meeting.
Commissioner Discussion
Moving into comissioner discussion, Ali first called on commissioner Alexandra Suh, who at the
previous meeting had requested a new map showing how districts could be drawn if both the
Greater Wilshire and Koreatown areas were joined in a single city council district, instead of
placed in separate districts, as all the proposals so far have shown. This was accomplished
in Draft Plans I and J, which – along with Draft Plan K – were also released a few days before the
meeting.
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Draft Plan I, which places both the Greater Wilshire and
Koreatown areas in the same city council district (District M, the likely CD 13, in both this and
the Draft Plan J map).
But in this session, Suh said that while Plans I and J do place both Greater Wilshire and
Koreatown in the same distirict (District M in these maps, which would likely be CD 13), they
also fail to honor a frequent public request to keep other Asian-American neighborhoods
together with Koreatown, and they tend to disenfranchise renters in the likely new CD 4
(District D on these maps).
As an alternative to all proposals submitted so far, Suh she said she would like the commission
to consider publicly-submitted map #54277, which she said accomplishes most, if not all, of
what she was hoping to see, but doesn’t, in the new Plans I and J, particularly a version of a
likely CD 4 (the lime green area in the map below) that includes both the Greater Wilshire and
Koreatown areas, as well as the Park La Brea, Fairfax, Miracle Mile, Griffith Park, and Los Feliz
neighborhooods, and at least part of Silverlake:

123

Full view of Map #54277.

Closer view of Map #54277, with the lime
green area representing the intended CD 4.
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Detail view of how the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council area would be situated in the proposed Map #54277. Most of the area
would lie in the new CD 4, but the Larchmont Village and Oakwood-Maplewood-St. Andrews
neighborhoods would wind up in the likely CD 13, and 2/3 of the Sycamore Square
neighborhood would be located in the likely CD 10.
Finally, it’s also worth noting here, though Suh did not mention it last night, that current CD 4
Councilmember Nithya Raman lives in Silverlake, and if that area is excluded from the area that
becomes the new CD 4, as it would be in Draft Plan K Corrected (and other recent plans),
Raman might have to re-locate if she wants to keep the district she was elected to represent.
Because the commissioners did not have time to review this proposal before the meeting,
however, only one commissioner, David Hyun, said he was ready to support it, while several
others said they would need more time to review it. So Ali said he would ask the city’s
consulting group, Redistricting Partners, to prepare a cleaned up version of Map #54277 for
release in the next day or two, and a full discussion of it will be agendized for the commission’s
next meeting on Thursday.
Adjustments to Draft Plan K Corrected
At this point, Ali brought the discussion back to a very detailed review of the Draft Plan K
Corrected map, noting both the strong overall support expressed by many speakers during the
comment period, as well as the many specific grievances that were expressed. Most of the
commissioners seemed to agree with Ali that Draft Plan K Corrected does many things well,
including uniting the Koreatown area, keeping many other Neighborhood Council areas
(including the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area) unified, and creating the fairly
innovative District O as both a bridge linking the Valley and non-Valley parts of the city, and
encompassing many of the city’s entertainment industry-related areas. At the same time,
however, before agreeing completely with Ali’s suggestion that Draft Plan K Corrected should
be the direction the commision continues to pursue, the commissioners were also very
responsive to the specific criticisms of the Plan that were raised by those 44 speakers during
the public comment period. So Ali led them through the map, area by area, and they looked at
each of the most common complaints while Paul Mitchell, from the city’s consulting group
Redistricting Partners, experimented with live, on-the-fly modifications to see how many of the
specific objections heard earlier in the evening could be addressed or fully solved with some
relatively minor adjustments to Draft Plan K Corrected.
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The issues addressed in this detailed map-adjustment session included reuniting a portion of
the Beverlywood with the rest of that neighborhood in District J (likely 5)…uniting all of the
Eagle Rock neighborhood in District B (likely 14)…keeping Thai Town and Echo park together in
District G (likely 13), possibly redistributing “economic engines” that were taken away from CDs
8 and 9 in the last redistricting process, perhaps moving Watts from District 15 to District 8 or 9,
whether or not the Bel Air and Bel Air Crest areas, unintentionally separated by Cardenas in this
map, could be reunited in a single council district, and whether the boundaries of District O
(likely CD 4) could be redrawn to recapture Los Feliz and Silverlake and reunite them with
Griffith Park.
Discussion of each of these issues was lengthy and detailed, and Mitchell’s boundary
adjustments quickly revealed the domino effects of even small changes to the carefully-crafted
map, with every change in district lines resulting in a change in population that had to be
compensated for with another adjustment at some other location in both that district and its
neighbors. “And herin lies the rub of redistricting,” commented Cardenas about three-quarters
of the way through the painstaking process. “A butterfly flaps its wings in Brazil, and there’s a
tsunami in Florida.” In the end, the commissioners learned that many, though probably not all,
of the issues raised by the plan’s opponents could likely be solved in a subsequent draft of the
map, which Mitchell will prepare for further discussion at the next meeting.
Next Steps
The Commission’s next meeting is scheduled for this Thursday, September 30, at 5
p.m. via Zoom. At that meeting, the group will specifically review a spruced up version of Map
#54277 (which will likely be labeled Draft Plan L), and the commission-revised version of Draft
Plan K Corrected (which will likely be known as Draft K2, which at least one commissioner said
was a highly appropriate name since “K2” is also the name of the world’s tallest mountain, and
this process often seems as difficult as scaling that famous peak).
In the meantime, several local neighbors and neighborhoods, many of whom have spoken in
strong support of Draft Plan K Corrected, which unites the GWNC area in the likely CD 5, are
also likely to turn out to once again to voice support for that plan, and to voice their opposition
to the new map #54277, which would once again split the Greater Wilshire area among three
districts.
Finally, it’s also worth noting that since Thursday’s meeting will be an officially new meeting,
and not just a continuation of the last three-part meeting, people who did speak at one of
those last three sessions will be allowed to raise their hand to speak again this week.
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•

September 29, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Redistricting Commission Releases Two New Draft
Maps for Thursday’s Discussion: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-storieslarchmont-village/redistricting-commission-releases-two-new-draft-maps-for-thursdaysdiscussion/

The two new draft map plans released yesterday by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission: Draft Plan K2, on the left, makes revisions to Draft Plan K Corrected that were
requested by redistricting commissioners and members of the public at Monday’s redistricting
meeting…and Draft Plan L, on the right, illustrates publicly submitted Map #54277,
recommended by Redistricting Commissioner Alexandra Suh at Monday’s meeting.
During a lengthy and very detailed mapping meeting on Monday, September 27, the Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission focused largely on adjustments to its latest set of
draft maps, known as Draft Plan K Corrected. During the session, the group heard from large
number of constituents, some of whom (including several from our own Greater Wilshire area)
spoke strongly in favor of Draft Plan K Corrected as the best option presented so far…and even
more who spoke in opposition to specific aspects of the Plan K maps. After those comments,
the commissioners spent several hours trying to address the specific points of contention, and
the result is the new Draft Plan K2, which was issued by the commission yesterday, and which
will be in the spotlight at the commission’s next meeting tomorrow (Thursday, September 30,
starting at 5 p.m.).
In addition to the new Draft Plan K2, the city also yesterday issued a new Draft Plan L, which
presents a new version of a publicly submitted map, Map #54277, which Redistricting
Commissioner Alexandra Suh recommended at Monday’s meeting. Suh, who has advocated at
the last couple of meetings for the inclusion of both the Greater Wilshire and Koreatown
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neighborhoods in a single city council district, as well as for a more traditional formation for
City Council District 4 – including parts of Miracle Mile, Hollywood, Los Feliz and Silverlake – has
expressed her dissatisfaction with Draft Plan K Corrected, because it moves Miracle Mile and
Greater Wilshire into what would likely be CD 5, moves Koreatown into what would likely be CD
10, and separates Los Feliz and Silverlake from Griffith Park. Suh has contended that these
divisions will separate and disenfranchise the large number of renters who live in these key
parts of the city.

Draft Plan K2

The old Draft Plan K Corrected (left), and the new Draft Plan K2 (right). The major differences
can be seen in the gray shaded areas. (Click to see full size image.)
Draft Plan K2 is a revision of the Draft Plan K Corrected map that was reviewed in great detail at
the most recent redistriction commission meeting on Monday. At first glance, the two Draft
Plan K maps look fairly similar, but a number of specific details have changed, at the request of
both the redistricting commissioners and members of the public who testified at Monday’s
meeting. For example, as shown in the shaded circle areas above, Draft Plan K2 moves
the Palms and Beverlywood borders along the southern part of the District K/J border to
reunite a piece Beverlywood with the rest of that community. It also moves Bel Air and parts
of Beverly Crest from District O to District J. Further east, it moves and reunites Eagle Rock in
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District B. It adjusts the border between Districts G and L to keep Thai Town and Historic
Filipinotown together…and it brings Echo Park into District G.
For the Greater Wilshire area, the change is subtle, but the small change makes the difference
between a mostly united neighborhood council area in Draft Plan K Corrected, and a fully
united neighborhood council area in Draft Plan K2, as shown below.

The GWNC area was
mostly united in District J (likely CD 5) Draft Plan K Corrected (l)…but would be fully united in
the new Draft Plan K2 (r). (Click to see full size image.)

Draft Plan L

The new Draft Plan L map. (Click to see full size image.)
Draft Plan L is a slightly smoother version of publicly submitted Map #54277, which was
recommended at Monday’s meeting by Redistricting Commissioner Alexandra Suh, who had
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asked to see a map plan that unites the Greater Wilshire and Koreatown areas in a single
district, but wasn’t satisfied with other details of Draft Plans I and J, which were the city’s first
response to her request. Suh said she was disappointed that Draft Plans I and J would split up
the Los Feliz, Silverlake, and Koreatown neighborhoods into different districts, effectively
disenfranchising the large community of renters in those and adjacent areas.
So the new Draft Plan L keeps most of Greater Wilshire and all of Koreatown in District O, along
with longtime CD 4 areas Griffith Park, Los Feliz and Silverlake. And – unlike Draft Plan K2 –
Draft Plan L’s new district O would not include any San Fernando Valley neighborhoods.
Draft Plan L will also be reviewed in detail at Monday’s redistricting meeting, but although it
was released just yesterday, there has already been some public outcry against it.
For example, the Hancock Park Homeowners Association, which endorsed the Draft Plan K
Corrected map at Monday’s meeting and has campaigned hard in the last week to unite the full
Greater Wilshire area with other communities of interest to the west in district J, sent out an email to the community this morning, saying “Plan L cynically keeps Greater Wilshire (50K
population) together, but pairs us with Park La Brea, a massive reconfigured Koreatown (120K
population), Los Feliz and Silver Lake, to form a Council district of renters.” The email urges
neighbors to attend Thursday’s meeting to speak in favor of Draft Plan K2, and in opposition to
Plan L.
Another group called Laurel Canyon United is also objecting to Draft Plan L in a big way,
because it splits hillside neighborhoods between two districts (which Draft Plan K2 does
not). That group is planning a peaceful, COVID-safe protest this evening at 5 p.m. at the Laurel
Canyon Country Store.
And we’ve heard complaints from folks in the United Neighborhood Neighborhood Council area
that Draft Plan L, unlike Draft Plan K2, would move the eastern boundary of District H (likely CD
10) from its longtime location at Normandie Ave. west to Gramercy Ave., dividing both the
UNNC and Harvard Heights-Western Heights HPOZ areas into two different city council districts,
bisecting the Western Heights, Angelus Vista, and Country Club Park neighborhoods in UNNC
territory, and separating all of the the Harvard Heights and West Adams Heights-Sugar Hill
neighborhoods from the rest of UNNC territory and their longtime home in CD 10
Finally, instead of uniting the Greater Wilshire area in a single city council district, as Draft Plan
K would (and as the GWNC has requested), the GWNC area, under Plan L, would be divided
among three different city council districts (H, O, and G), as shown below.
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How Draft Plan L would divide the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council area among three city council districts. (Purple area is District O
(likely 4), Larchmont Village would be in District G (likely 13), and 2/3 of the Sycamore Square
Neighborhood, the lower left-hand corner, would be in District H (likely 10).

Tomorrow’s Meeting
The next meeting of the City Council Redistricting Commission will take place
tomorrow, Thursday, September 30, at 5 p.m. via Zoom.
Public comments will be taken at the meeting, but only for a limited time, so if you wish to
speak, be sure to log in and raise your hand early. Also, written comments can still be emailed
to the commission at redistricting.lacity@lacity.org.
Finally, if you would like to watch the last meeting in this series, during which the Plan K
changes were discussed, the video is now available here.
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•

September 30, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Tonight’s City Council Redistricting Meeting – Both
Details and Big Picture in Play: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-storieslarchmont-village/tonights-city-council-redistricting-meeting-both-details-and-big-picturein-play/

Areas of Draft Plan K
redistricting maps for which adjustments are being sought by the Mid City West Neighborhood
Council (l) and the Miracle Mile Residential Association (r).
As we wrote yesterday, discussion at tonight’s meeting of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission will focus largely on two new draft redistricting maps submitted
earlier this week:
Draft Plan K2 significantly restructures several council districts in our part of the city,
acknowledges local requests to keep the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area united in
a single council district, and moves the Greater Wilshire area into a district to the west with
more similar communities of interest.
Draft Plan L outlines a much more traditionally-located version of what would likely be CD 4,
keeps the GWNC area largely (but not fully) intact in that district, includes several renter-heavy
neighborhoods such as Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown, Los Feliz and Silverlake, and adds a
newly united (and also renter-heavy) Koreatown area to the grouping.
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Draft Plan K2 (left) and Draft Plan
L (r), which will be discussed at tonight’s LA City Council Redistricting Commission meeting.
But those two plans are very different, and even among those who currently favor one plan or
another, the devil is definitely in the details.
For example, while the Hancock Park Homeowners Association has been working hard to rally
neighbors to speak in favor of Draft Plan K2 in public comments at tonight’s meeting (both
because it unites the full GWNC area, and because it moves the whole area into what would
likely be CD5, with other similar communities of interest), at least a couple of adjacent
organizations are not quite so enthusiastic yet.
First, the Mid City West Neighborhood Council is objecting to a small mapping adjustment
made during the commission’s last meeting on Monday, which moved a small strip at the NC’s
northern edge from District J, where the rest of the MCWNC is located, to District G, as shown
below. The move was made by the redistricting commissioners to compensate for a slight
population imbalance created by another map adjustment that night, but the MCWNC is asking
that the split be undone, and that the strip in question be moved back to District J, so the full
MCWNC area will be united (as it previously requested) in a single city council district.
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Map from the MCWNC showing the area in
Draft Plan K2 that the MCWNC requests be removed from District G and returned to District J,
to unify the full MCWNC area in a single district.
Also, the Miracle Mile Residential Association has requested a similar adjustment after noting
that Draft Plan K2 leaves part of the Miracle Mile residential area, bordered by Olympic and San
Vincente, and La Brea and Hauser, out of District J, where the rest of Miracle Mile is located,
and includes it in District H (likely CD 10) instead.

Under the current Draft Plan K2, the
area outlined in black would be the only part of the larger Miracle Mile Residential Association
area that would be located in District H instead of District J (the blue area). The MMRA is
requesting that Draft Plan 2 boundaries be changed to reunite the full Miracle Mile residential
area within District J.
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Meanwhile, while local neighborhoods all over the city are similarly digging into the new maps’
fine points, and gearing up to speak up at tonight’s meeting about their specific trees in the
very large forest, the LA Times this morning took a more 10,000-foot view of the landscape, and
pointed out that Draft Plan K2 would create “extreme makeovers” of the districts of at least
two current city council members, CD 4’s Nithya Raman and CD 2’s Paul Krikorian, significantly
changing not only boundaries, but the character of their current districts. According to the
Times:
“If the commission approves the K2 draft map, roughly three-fourths of the population in
Raman’s district would be shifted to the districts of other council members, according to an
analysis prepared by her office.
The changes could be even more dramatic for Councilman Paul Krekorian, a veteran politician
based in the East Valley.
Under the draft map, Krekorian’s entire district would be moved into neighborhoods he does
not currently represent — Winnetka, Lake Balboa and Canoga Park, among others. That would
require Krekorian to acquaint himself with those communities’ resources, neighborhood groups
and political issues.”
In both cases, under Draft Plan K2, the representatives would be separated from the
constituencies that were most responsible for their election, which could significantly change
their relationships with their constituents, and perhaps their ability to be reelected in those
districts.
In the current CD 4, in particular, Raman was largely elected by voters in areas with high
percentages of renters, and Redistricting Commissioner Alexandra Suh, who was appointed by
Raman, has argued at several redistricting meetings that the current Plan K2 (and its
predecessors Draft Plan K and Draft Plan K Corrected) disenfranchise and dilute the voices of
large swaths of renters by splitting neighborhoods such as Koreatown, Thai Town, Historic
Filipinotown, Los Feliz, and Silverlake into separate city council districts.
Or, as Raman put it in a statement to the Times, which was reiterated by her staff in an email to
the Buzz today, “This map erases the results of an election and denies Angelenos the
representation they voted for less than a year ago.”
So Suh has been advocating at the most recent redistricting meetings for a plan – like Draft Plan
L – which would keep those renter-heavy areas together in what would likely become the new
CD4. And the issue seems to have galvanized some new voices in the overall redistricting
discussion. For example, GroundGameLA, one of several progressive political groups that
helped elect Raman, posted a Twitter message today calling Draft Plan K “gerrymandering,” and
charging that “an unelected commission is trying to take away 73% of our district.” The group
is urging its members to turn out in force tonight to lobby in favor of Draft Plan L, which would
retain the previous core of CD 4, and – with the addition of a united Koreatown area – create a
new district even more strongly focused on renters than in the past.
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Which means the stage is set for a big discussion tonight, with both macro and and extremely
micro details in play. The Redistricting Commission will discuss both Draft Plans K2 and L at
tonight’s meeting, will look at specific boundary changes suggested both by commissioners and
members of the public, and will attempt to choose a final one or two draft maps (from all that
have been submitted so far) to present to the public for further input at a new series of four
more public meetings in October. (At the end of October, the commission will then
recommend a single final map to the City Council, where the whole review, comment, and
horse trading process will begin anew before a final map is adopted in December, and the new
districts go into effect in January.)
If you would like to weigh in on any facet of the redistricting discussion, for or against any of the
mapping plans submitted so far, or on any specific details of any of the mapping plans, you can:
•
•
•

Queue up to speak at tonight’s Zoom meeting, starting at 5 p.m.
Send a written comment to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Or draw and submit your own map – for a specific community of interest, part of
a community, or the city at large – using the city’s public mapping tool
at https://districtr.org/plan

[This story was updated after its initial publication to add the statement from City
Councilmember Nithya Raman.]
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•

September 30, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: Extreme makeover? Two L.A. council members
could see huge changes to their districts: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/202109-30/los-angeles-city-redistricting-plan-nithya-raman-paul-krekorian-districts

137

138

•

September 30, 2021 – CityWatch: Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission: What is a
Community of Interest?: https://www.citywatchla.com/index.php/neighborhood-politicshidden/22671-los-angeles-city-redistricting-commission-what-is-a-community-of-interest

NEIGHBORHOOD POLITICS - As I think about what a Community of Interest is, I think about how
we behave as community in times of troubles.
Right now, we are in the middle of a pandemic. Various groups of different ethnicities have
been a source of help or information for their communities. Religious leaders have been there
for comfort, food, and for vaccine information and assistance in outreach to members of their
community on where to get vaccinated.
For my community of West Hills, I think about two other disasters. The most recent – the
Woolsey Fire. The fire started at the Santa Susana Field Laboratory due west of West Hills.
Residents of West Hills just two miles west of me were asked to evacuate. Residents of
Chatsworth, Lake Manor, and Woodland Hills, along with residents of Bell Canyon, Calabasas,
and further south had to leave their homes.
Many people relocated to our hotels in Warner Center. The American Red Cross designated Los
Angeles Pierce College (photo above) as an evacuation center for the Woolsey and the Hill fires
which were going on at the same time. This is an article regarding that time from the Sundial –
a California State University/Northridge publication.
Pierce College was not only a shelter for humans but also for large domestic animals like
horses.
Two other shelters were set up – one at Taft High School in Woodland Hills, and one at Canoga
Park High School in Canoga Park which is a mile east of where I live. Residents also camped at
parks including Lanark Park in Canoga Park from what I recall.
Another disaster we seem to forget: the 1994 Northridge Earthquake

“A woman leads two children through a
maze of tents set up by the National
Guard for displaced quake victims at
Lanark Park. The Northridge quake hit at
4:31 the morning of Jan. 17, 1994.
(Photo by Michael Owen Baker, Los
Angeles Daily News/SCNG)”
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On the morning of the 1994 earthquake, my home was structurally damaged. My family and I
would leave that afternoon for about eight months. We moved to the west – to Thousand Oaks
in a hotel, until we were able to rent a home closer to home.
Some people were less fortunate. The photo above shows a woman at Lanark Park in Canoga
Park with her children in a tent city set up by the National Guard.
I am also aware, that local residents also moved that day to Shadow Ranch Park in West Hills. I
am not sure what services they got there.
Redistricting the Los Angeles City Council
On Monday, September 27, 2021, the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission met
for more than six hours with only about two 10-minute breaks. I was on this ZOOM call on my
computer. On Sunday, we were sent a packet with three sets of new maps to consider for
public comment. Those were maps I, J, and K.
But on Monday at 4:00 p.m. when we began attending the meeting with these maps in hand,
we were told that there was only one map to comment on that had been prepared that Sunday
by the Redistricting Director, Staff, and their Redistricting Partners – “Map K Corrected.”
That map was presented to the community and the Commissioners via ZOOM by Redistricting
Director Fred Cardenas. After that presentation, the meeting was opened up for about 75
minutes of Public Comment of one minute per person. Then discussion began to change Map K
Corrected. Towards the end of the meeting, Commissioner Alexandra Suh referenced a second
map that she thought that the Commission should consider at their next meeting, on Thursday,
September 30, 2021, at 5:00 p.m. The map that Commissioner Suh referenced was created and
submitted by a member of the public – she referenced Map 54277.
Later that evening, it was agreed upon by the Commissioners that Map 54277 would be worked
on by Redistricting Partners, and it would be ready on Thursday as map L. From these two maps
– “Map K Corrected” is now updated and named Draft Map K 2. On Thursday, from Draft Map
K 2 and Draft Map L – the Redistricting Commission will be creating one Final Draft map based
on public testimony. The Commissioners will then hold four meetings in October to address
the Final Draft Map.
Redistricting Principles
Members of the Redistricting Commission go out of their way to consider Federal laws related
to discrimination and therefore, they consider the interests of minority groups in drawing these
maps. A great deal of attention is paid to the communities based on Hispanic, Asian, and Black
majority communities as well as to Koreatown, Thai Town, areas that are Filipino, as well as to
communities that are Orthodox Jewish communities.
Other areas the get special consideration are historic areas like Hollywood and areas that are
considered economic drivers like Universal Studios and similar industry areas in the eastern San

140

Fernando Valley to Hollywood, as well as economic engines including Exposition Park, USC, as
well as economic assets downtown.
Draft Map K2

This is the current Draft Plan K2 map for the City of Los Angeles. In this map, you can see that
the San Fernando Valley maps begin with a west to east southern boundary map called A that
extends from Woodland Hills to an unidentified area south of Valley Glen (see map A in the
packet).
Draft Map K2 packet is here.
A second district is drawn parallel to this district to the north. This appears to be drawn as a
predominantly Hispanic and other mixed ethnicity district. That district appears as N in the map
packet above. It begins with Canoga Park on the west, and it continues east into Van Nuys from
what I can tell by their map. There are no clear streets identified on these maps.
Draft Map L
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Draft Plan L is created from map 54277 and updated by Redistricting Partners. In this map, the
southwest corner begins to the west with Woodland Hills. It is shown as Map A in blue. In this
configuration, Map A contains Woodland Hills, Warner Center, Canoga Park, Winnetka, and
what is unclear is – parts of Tarzana and parts of Reseda?

Draft Map Packet L is here. These maps not only do not clearly show street boundaries, but
they do not show Neighborhood Council boundaries which is a principle that was adopted by
the Commission – to try to maintain as many existing Neighborhood Council boundaries as
possible.
Draw your own maps
Residents or community members are given access to redistricting software on this link.
On Sunday September 26, I printed the maps submitted by their place on this website called
“Shared Maps.”
At that time, I estimate that there were about 350 maps. I believe that by September 30, there
will be as many as five hundred maps for the Commissioners to consider. But how many of the
Commissioners are even looking at those submissions? How many Commissioners are just
focused on the new maps drawn by Redistricting Partners based on the oral testimony over the
last several months?
My most current map submission

This is how my last submission looks on the page (purple boundary added by me)
The link to this map is here.
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This is the Map 55477 that I drew showing the Neighborhood Council boundaries.
Unfortunately, the Redistricting Partners software does not show the names of the
Neighborhood Councils within their boundaries. The colored lines to the right indicate the
population for each district that I drew. Due to the population of some Neighborhood Council
areas, it is difficult to move one to another district at times. An example of this is where the
bright pink mapped area in the middle of the San Fernando Valley has a population of 237,194
and the area to the north of it in a golden color has a population of 276,366. But efforts to
move contiguous Neighborhood Councils changes the district populations dramatically.

This is my map 55477 by Race which is one of the tabs on the Redistricting software. It enables
the commissioners to see – not only the Neighborhood Council boundaries, but also which
districts I have created may have a minority population over 50%.
On this map the legend is as follows:
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This legend above indicates that the map that I drew shows the districts as numbered above
(not Council District numbers) have a greater than 50 % population that is Hispanic:
Map #s 4, 7, 8, 10, 12, and 14. Map 11 shows a Black population of 52.4%. Hypothetically, that
would mean that we would have six predominantly Hispanic districts in the City of Los Angeles
per my map with one predominantly Black district.
The point of my map in contrast to the two maps – Draft K2 and Draft L
•

It is my opinion that the maps above – Draft K2 and Draft L are highly gerrymandered.

•

My maps are designed to be “Contiguous, Compact, Communities of Interest.”

•

When a map is drawn – for example to join what is currently Council District 12 to the
northeast with Eagle Rock down to include Boyle Heights, you remove the district from
its compact nature.

•

In this time of climate change – wildfires, drought, the potential for resources, our
Council Districts should be Contiguous and Compact to have the Councilmember live in
our communities – not have part of the community in the Northeast San Fernando
Valley going south out of the Valley to the east as District O is shown on Map K2 as
drawn above.
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•

This is true of District A in Map K2 above. What resources does Woodland Hills share
with the mapped area to the east?

•

On my map above shown in blue as District 1, this is how I draw my community –
Woodland Hills, West Hills, Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Tarzana.

•

In this District 1 map, we share the LAPD Topanga Station; we have one fire station in
West Hills, but the closest fire station to me is in Woodland Hills. We have additional fire
stations in Woodland Hills and in Canoga Park, etc.

•

Our West Hills Hospital serves the West San Fernando Valley. Kaiser Hospital Woodland
Hills also serves West Valley residents.

•

West Hills does not have a library, but it shares the Platt Library with Woodland Hills.
Woodland Hills has a second library, and Canoga Park also has a library.

•

As I referenced at the beginning of my article, after the Northridge earthquake, our
parks became temporary shelters for residents of our communities and local
communities.

•

And as referenced above, Pierce College, Taft High School in Woodland Hills, and
Canoga Park High School in Canoga Park became American Red Cross evacuation centers
for the Woolsey Fire.

•

Pierce College became a COVID – 19 testing and vaccination center for our West San
Fernando communities including Woodland Hills, West Hills, Tarzana, Canoga Park, and
Winnetka. The next closest vaccination center was at Cal State Northridge – if there was
availability.

In conclusion, as our LA City Council Redistricting Commission, and later, as the Los Angeles City
Council considers maps for adoption, please consider these factors such as necessary resources
for our “Communities of Interest.”

(Chris Rowe a 43-year resident of West Hills, CA, is a Public Health and Environmental Health
Advocate. She was employed at Northridge Hospital, Tarzana Medical Center, and West Hills
Hospital while in pursuit of her college degrees. She has a B.S. in Health Education from CSUN.
Chris is a former member of the West Hills Neighborhood Council and served on committees of
the Woodland Hills Warner Center Neighborhood Council. She writes a blog on the USC /
Annenberg School of Health Journalism site. She has written for the Daily News, OURLA.ORG,
RonKayeLA.org, and for CityWatch.) Photo Credit: Max Sullivan. Edited for CityWatch by Linda
Abrams.
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•

September 30, 2021 – Los Angeles Magazine: Is Nithya Raman About to Lose Her Seat?:
https://www.lamag.com/citythinkblog/nithya-raman-district-redraw/
o Online reach: 1,850,000

Only a year ago, Nithya Raman was taking a victory lap after accomplishing that rarest of feats
in Los Angeles, unseating an incumbent at City Hall. The 40-year-old urban planner, a
newcomer to city politics, won with a platform of unabashedly progressive values that included
a plan to forgive rents in L.A. and to reduce funding to the police budget.
Today, a commission busy redrawing the boundaries of Los Angeles City Council districts is
threatening to make most of Raman’s hard-won Fourth District disappear.
At issue is a proposal that would lop off a whopping 73 percent of Raman’s current district in
central Los Angeles. Goodbye, Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Larchmont, Koreatown, Mid-City, Miracle
Mile, and most of Hollywood; hello, northern San Fernando Valley and rural Shadow Hills!
Raman, who was a tenant advocate before she was an elected official, would stand to lose a
large chunk of her base made up of low-income L.A. renters of diverse backgrounds. And the
suburban homeowners of the San Fernando Valley eyed as possible replacements do not
necessarily cotton to progressive activism.
“This map is effectively erasing the results of an election and denying Angelenos the
representation that they voted for less than a year ago,” says Stella Stahl, communications
director for the freshman council member. “It really does feel like an invalidation of an
election.”
The group of political appointees who make up the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission evidently disagree. The redistricting process, which occurs once every decade
when the U.S. census is completed, is known to create safe seats for politicians already in
power. But insiders speculate that this time the commission is trying to create a safe seat for—
get this—a future council progressive, not Raman but someone yet to be elected to council.
The current proposal which has the most votes, known as Draft Map K2, vouchsafes a seat for a
progressive in the well-to-do District 5, which includes Bel Air, Westwood, and Sherman Oaks.
The current representative of District 5, Paul Koretz, is termed out next year, and the list of
hopefuls aspiring to succeed him includes Katy Young Yaroslavsky, Sam Yebri, and Jeff
Ebenstein
Two City Hall sources reached separately pointed the accusatory finger at Richard Katz, a
former majority leader for the Democratic party in Sacramento appointed to the L.A.
redistricting commission by Councilman Bob Blumenfield.
(“I have no designs on a seat,” Katz tells Los Angeles in response. “The K-2 map that came out
of the commission was designed by commission staff based on the principle that Mulholland
should be a hard boundary in the valley, that the district shouldn’t go over the hill. And that the
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valley represents 5.7 city council seats, and has never realized that. So the sixth seat would be
the seat that goes in the East San Fernando Valley and into Hollywood. Those are the principles
the valley group laid out, and that’s the maps that the staff drew along with input from
everybody else. I am agnostic in terms of who runs for what and where they run. Our job is not
to protect candidates or consider candidates, our job is to implement the Voting Rights Act and
to adhere to the guidelines set down by the city in the Voting Rights Act.”)
Commission staffers told the L.A. Times that their proposed boundaries for Raman’s district
make sense — “creating an area focused on the entertainment industry.” Ground Game LA, a
nonprofit that is supported Raman’s campaign last year, tweeted that the proposed remapping
of CD4 was “gerrymandering” and an act of “deceiving the public & carrying out a covert
attempt tp rig the lines to favor incumbents.”
Last week, the neighborhood news blog Larchmont Buzz reported that the Hancock Park
Homeowners Association, a formidable stakeholder in the area, was pushing for a map that
would include the full Greater Wilshire area and communities of interest to the west in CD5
instead of CD4, where it has been for many times. The reason, the Buzz quotes HPHOA
president Cindy Chvatal-Keane as saying, was that the proposed area that include shared
characteristics that include single family zoning and Jewish heritage.
Meanwhile, Map L, an alternative proposal that is being supported by Raman, would keep
much of the present CD4 intact and unite all of Koreatown in one district, which the 40-year-old
councilwoman welcomes.
One insider put it in social darwinistic terms suitable for the once-in-a-decade process: “Nithya
lacks in relationships, and she’s not someone her colleagues are afraid of.”
Council District 4 is not the only area where the extreme makeovers proposed for some districts
have drawn complaints. Under the draft map, Councilman Paul Krekorian’s district based in the
East Valley would be moved into neighborhoods he does not currently represent,
the Times reports.
The redistricting commission will take its next step toward recommending a draft map of new
council district boundaries at its next meeting on September 30.
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•

September 30, 2021 – Spectrum News 1: LA City Council Redistricting Commission Set to
Adopt Draft Map: https://spectrumnews1.com/ca/la-east/politics/2021/10/01/la-citycouncil-redistricting-commission-set-to-adopt-draft-map

LOS ANGELES (CNS) — As the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission meets
to adopt a draft map Thursday evening, some Los Angeles City Council members urged
constituents to speak up to prevent the districts from drastically changing.
What You Need To Know
• The Los Angeles Redistricting Commission Thursday will consider Map K2 and Map L,
which are available at https://bit.ly/3CYu0mQ and https://bit.ly/3kWzlF7
•

The adopted draft map will be presented to the public and people will be able to submit
comment

•

The City Council will approve the designated borders in time for it to go into effect in
January 2022

•

People can watch the meeting and submit public comment at bit.ly/3D2stfq

Councilman Paul Krekorian emailed constituents Thursday afternoon to warn that one
of his district's draft maps would move his district out of the Eastern San Fernando
Valley and shift it to the west San Fernando Valley, with him no longer representing
North Hollywood, Valley Glen, Studio City, Sun Valley and Valley Village, which could be
shifted to Councilwoman Nithya Raman's district.
Raman is also calling on constituents to speak up to oppose Map K2, which, if adopted,
would mean she loses representation of parts of Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Sherman Oaks,
Hancock Park, Miracle Mile and Park La Brea.
"If these maps look a bit strange to you, I agree. None of the proposed changes reflect
the historical shape of our district or the incredible sense of community I feel when I
visit our many neighborhoods, and the maps lack many of our most recognizable
landmarks," Raman said in an email to constituents Monday.
The Los Angeles Redistricting Commission Thursday will consider Map K2 and Map L,
which are available at https://bit.ly/3CYu0mQ and https://bit.ly/3kWzlF7.
Related Stories
• Bruce family to have ancestral home restored after Newsom signs SB 796 into law
•

Rep. Bass' campaign for mayor receives endorsements from 30 SoCal officials

•

Congress passes bill to fund government, averting shutdown
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•

California water regulators prepare for another dry winter

The adopted draft map will be presented to the public and people will be able to
submit comment.
"Keep in mind, this process is not over," the commission's chair Fred Ali told the Los
Angeles Times. "All this is going to be subjected to public testimony. And if I've learned
anything about this redistricting process, it's that things change. "
The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission uses data from the U.S. Census
to update the city's districts, with each council member getting about 26,000 people to
represent. The City Council will approve the designated borders in time for it t o go into
effect in January 2022.
People can watch the meeting and submit public comment at bit.ly/3D2stfq.
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•

October 1, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: L.A. redistricting panel approves draft map but
avoids decision on Raman and Krekorian: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/202110-01/redistricting-panel-approves-draft-map-la

The citizens commission charged with redrawing the Los Angeles City Council’s district
boundaries signed off on a draft map late Thursday while also declining to specify exactly which
parts of the city two council members — Paul Krekorian and Nithya Raman — should represent.
The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission moved a single draft map of the 15
districts forward for public hearings over the objections of commissioners who wanted the
public to receive multiple options.
The commission’s draft map would dramatically redesign districts represented by Krekorian,
who is based in the San Fernando Valley, and Raman, a newcomer to City Hall who represents
much of the Hollywood Hills. Raman and Krekorian have argued that the commission’s proposal
would disenfranchise the voters who elected them last year by moving their districts into
different neighborhoods with different constituents.
Under the commission’s proposal, either Raman or Krekorian would be placed in a district that
is 100% new to them.
The commission’s draft map establishes a Hollywood Hills district that stretches from the city’s
border with West Hollywood north to the horse country of Shadow Hills, located in the Valley.
The map also would establish a new West Valley district that includes Winnetka, Canoga Park
and Lake Balboa.
Commission Chair Fred Ali told The Times on Wednesday that the Winnetka district would be
designated as Krekorian’s 2nd District and the Hollywood Hills district would be labeled as
Raman’s 4th District. But a day later, he changed course, advising the commission to leave such
an “inherently” political decision to the City Council, which has final approval over the new
district boundaries.
The commissioners numbered 13 of the council’s 15 districts on their draft map. But they
labeled the Winnetka district “4-or-2" and the Hollywood Hills district “2-or-4.”
Stella Stahl, a spokeswoman for Raman, criticized the commission’s decision, saying: “The lack
of clarity is leaving hundreds of thousands of voters in the dark.”
“If this map holds, it will wipe out the results of an election 10 months ago,” she added.
Ali has defended the commission’s handling of the map-drawing process in recent days, saying
the panel focused not on the status of incumbent politicians but on census data, public
testimony and proposals that keep neighborhoods, or neighborhood councils, within a single
district.
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Redistricting is a once-a-decade process, with city officials using census data to redraw council
district boundaries based on population changes and other factors. Each district must have
about 260,000 residents. The commission must complete a final report to the council on Oct.
28.
The map is scheduled to go into effect Jan. 1.
Backers of the commission’s draft map say it would achieve a number of the panel’s goals, such
as placing Koreatown into one district and consolidating some of the city’s most heavily Jewish
neighborhoods in another.

Thursday’s decision sets the stage for four public hearings in which residents will weigh in on
the commission’s draft map. The hearings will be held next week, on Wednesday and Saturday,
and again on Oct. 13 and 16.
During the meeting, two of the commission’s members — one an appointee of Raman, the
other an appointee of Krekorian — tried without success to persuade the commission to
circulate a second, alternative draft map that would keep Krekorian’s district in the East Valley
and put all of Koreatown in Raman’s district.
The alternative map drew support from Asian American civic leaders in Little Tokyo, Thai Town,
Koreatown and elsewhere, as well as key Raman supporters. But it was criticized by several
commissioners who represent South Los Angeles, the Valley and the Westside, who argued it
would divide certain communities into multiple districts.
Commissioner Wendy Mitchell opposed the idea of an alternate map, saying it would be
difficult for the public to respond to different redistricting proposals.
“I just think it’s going to be utterly confusing,” she said.
The push to have an alternate map was defeated on a 14-6 vote.
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•

October 1, 2021 – California Globe: LA City Council Redistricting Commission Announces
New District Boundary Approval, Angering Members:
https://californiaglobe.com/articles/la-city-council-redistricting-commission-announcesnew-district-boundary-approval-angering-members/

The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission announced on Thursday that they
approved of a single draft map, angering several council members whose districts have been
radically altered.
Due to population shifts, demographics changes, development expansion and other
factors, largely based on new Census data, a number of large changes have been proposed in
the Western and Northern parts of the city, with Southern and Eastern cities remaining largely
the same. The biggest changes would happen to the San Fernando-centric 2nd District,
represented by Councilman Paul Krekorian, and the Hollywood Hills dominated 4th District, led
by Councilwoman Nithya Raman.

The proposed new LA City Council District
Map (Photo: laccrc2021.org)
Both districts would largely be reshaped, barely containing any land from their previous
districts and ignoring many cultural-based areas in the city. While other districts, most notably
the 3rd, 5th, and 6th districts, would also see large land loss and gains, the majority of the land
in those districts would be contained. Thus both Krekorian and Raman sharply opposed the new
redistricting lines on Thursday, saying that the new lines will box out voters who voted for
them, as well as give them large new swaths of the city to represent without having to properly
represent before.
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The current LA City Council District map with focus
on the major areas of proposed changes. (Photo: laccrc2021.org)
Both candidates spoke out against the new redistricting, which occurs every decade, following
the Commission’s decision on Thursday night.
“The lack of clarity is leaving hundreds of thousands of voters in the dark,” said Councilwoman
Raman spokeswoman Stella Stahl. “If this map holds, it will wipe out the results of an election
10 months ago.”
Both Krekorian and Raman were also upset at the Commission, in particular Commission
Chairman Fred Ali, for not assigning them new districts, with the proposed new Winnetkacentered district and proposed new Burbank-adjacent districts not being designated a district
number.
Many communities, residents upset over new proposed City Council district lines
However, Ali, other commission members, and many community organizations have praised or
defended the one draft plan, noting that the new lines were based on census data, the
requirement of each district holding roughly 260,000 people, and the need to not break up
neighborhoods and neighborhood councils. In particular, the council was lauded for not
breaking up the large Koreatown area or dividing the cities numerous Jewish areas up into
multiple districts.
“Keeping neighborhoods together is essential, as they have certain needs that other districts
usually don’t,” said Dave Peltz, a neighborhood representative in LA, to the Globe on Friday.
“The new map makes sense. It sucks that a few councilmen are left with largely changed
districts, but that was where the population shifted the most, and the breakup of
neighborhoods just to appease them with disenfranchises residents in those districts. If part of
a largely Latino neighborhood suddenly found themselves in a largely non-Latino neighborhood,
needs of residents would severely clash on everything from votes on community programs to
grant funding levels for local projects. This way there is some order, with breaks by
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neighborhood. But a downside is that things can radically shift due to new people coming in,
which happened.”
Backers of Raman, Krekorian, and neighborhood leaders whose districts will be shifting tried to
issue a second draft map that aligned closer to the current district boundaries on Thursday in
response to the first draft. Asian-American neighborhoods, largely being separated from one
another in the new division, especially in the Little Tokyo, Thai Town, and Koreatown
neighborhoods, were among the alternate drafts largest supporters. However, alternate map
was rejected to it breaking up and dividing other communities in the area, with many local
leaders in those areas blocking it from going any further and the Commission ultimately
rejecting it 14-6 in a vote.
“This is just where most of the population shifted,” Diego Mendez, a Los Angeles lawyer who
has presided over redistricting battles in other parts of the state, told the Globe on Friday. “No
one is ever happy at major changes like this. The trick always is is to change things to comply
with needs to be done in a way that makes as fewest people as possible upset. It’s impossible
that the new districts will make everyone happy. We’ve seen this before, and today, we’re
seeing it happen in LA.”
The Los Angeles City Council will ultimately decide which Councilmember gets what
district. Four public meetings are to be held in the next few weeks on the redrawn districts for
resident comment on the district map draft. A final report by the Commission to the City
Council is due by the end of October, with the new District map to go into effect on January 1,
2022.
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•

October 1, 2021 – The Epoch Times: Los Angeles Redistricting Commission Approves Map
That Would Reshape 2 Key Districts: https://www.theepochtimes.com/los-angelesredistricting-commission-approves-map-that-would-reshape-two-keydistricts_4027932.html

The Los Angeles Redistricting Commission moved forward on Sept. 30 with a drafted map that
would almost completely reshape several of the 15 districts in the city.
Cities redesign their districts every 10 years based on the latest U.S. Census Bureau data. The
commission board is made up of individuals appointed by city council members. In Los Angeles,
each of the 15 districts must have roughly 260,000 people, meaning that densely populated
areas such as the San Fernando Valley and Koreatown may get shifted from district to district.
The commission board received the Census data much later than usual in August due to
complications from the pandemic. The commission must submit the map to the city council by
Oct. 28, and the new district map will go into effect by Jan. 1, 2022.
Under the tentatively approved K2 map, neighborhoods currently in Councilwoman Nithya
Raman’s District 4 and Councilman Paul Krekorian’s District 2 would be shifted to other
districts. The district that currently covers Hollywood Hills, Sherman Oaks, and Central Los
Angeles would drop Central Los Angeles and add Encino and Studio City under the K2 map,
while Krekorian’s current district would add Winnetka, Canoga Park, and Lake Balboa to the
West Valley.
Earlier this week, Commission Chair Fred Ali said that the proposed new Hollywood Hills district
would still be designated as part of Raman’s District 4, and the West Valley District would
remain part of Krekorian’s District 2. Later in the week, however, Ali said the decision should be
left up to the council.
The two councilmembers opposed the K2 map, arguing that the redesign would be unfair to
their current constituents who voted them into office; both Raman and Krekorian have three
years left in their respective terms.
Two commission members, appointed by Raman and Krekorian, advocated during the meeting
for alternate maps that would keep their neighborhoods together and put all of Koreatown into
District 4. However, the committee ultimately voted 14–6 against an alternate map.
Other residents called in support of the K2 draft map, arguing that it serves the interests of
their respective communities.
Sun Valley resident Lionel Marez said he supported plan K2 because “I believe as a
predominantly Latino and Spanish-speaking neighborhood, we deserve as much attention and
political representation.”
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“I’ve been publicly engaged with the city council for the past year and a half, and I feel like
we’re largely ignored by the city of LA,” Marez said. “Many people forget that the valley is part
of LA, and I do believe we need to be unified and strengthened … because many constituents
don’t engage in public comment as I do.”
Jennifer DeVore of Hancock Park said she supported plan K2’s redesign of her Greater Wilshire
neighborhood, saying her neighborhood asked to be a part of district “J” on the K2 plan.
“We are a community of shared interests; this map keeps our neighborhood council, the
[Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council], whole. And the proposed plan K, District J shared
significant community interests, including parks, historic neighborhoods, and historic sites.
Orthodox Jewish institutions and schools with the neighborhoods to our west,” DeVore said at
the commission meeting.
The commission’s selected plan will now be subject to several public hearings on Oct. 13 and
Oct. 16, in which more residents will comment on the drafted maps.
Neither Krekorian nor the LA Redistricting Commission responded to requests for comment by
press time.
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•

October 1, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: City Council Redistricting Commission Moves Draft
Plan K2.5 Forward to Public Input Phase: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featuredstories-larchmont-village/city-council-redistricting-commission-moves-draft-plan-k2-5forward-to-public-input-phase/

City Council Draft Redistricting Plan K2.5, which will be advanced to the next stage of
the development process. (Note that this plan unites all of the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council area in CD 5, as shown above. The Mid City West Neighborhood
Council and Miracle Mile Residential Association do still have some small splits in their
areas, which they are lobbying to remedy.)

After five hours of public comments and commissioner debate last night, the Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission reached its goal of deciding which of all
the draft maps presented so far in its draft mapping process would be forwarded to the
next phase of consideration.
Going into this meeting, it was clear that the two leading contenders were the two most
recent maps – Draft Plan K2, and Draft Plan L (see our previous summaries of both
plans) – and the question last night was whether the committee would select just one of
these maps or both for consideration in the next stage of the review process. In the
end, after listening to more public testimony, discussing the relative merits and demerits
of each map, and discussing the relative widsom of picking a single map vs. moving
forward with both maps, the single map won out, and Draft Plan K2 (further revised and
re-released as Draft Plan K2.5) was selected to move forward to a series of four public
hearings in October.

A Public Process
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In his opening remarks at last night’s meeting, Commission Chair Fred Ali recounted
how the commission has, from the beginning of this process, based its work on a clearly
stated set of core values and publicly-adopted protocols, public input via email and an
online mapping tool, and mapping work done largely during public meetings — all of
which differs significantly from the last time city council districts were redrawn, in 2011,
before tools like Zoom and the Districtr mapping tool were available.
Ali’s remarks were made in direct response to stories in the LA Times and LA
Magazine yesterday, which focused largely on how two current City Council Members,
Nithya Raman and Paul Krikorian, could see their districts significantly rearranged if
Draft Plan K2 were adopted. Ali said, however, that the commission does not focus on
how drawing district lines might advantage or disadvantage current council members,
and that inconvenience to current representatives is “somewhat inherent in the
process.” Instead of thinking about specific Councilmembers, Ali said, the Commission
relies on “centering data” in the process, and using established neighborhoods,
Neighborhood Councils, specific communities of interest, and various natural
boundaries as the primary tools for drawing the proposed new city council districts.

Turning Letter Names into District Numbers
Also during Ali’s introduction to the meeting, he finally put numbers to the newly outlined
districts on the draft plans being discussed. Prior to this, the specific districts were
referred to with letters on the maps, to help keep the focus on boundaries and not on
the districts’ current configurations. When Ali did assign the district numbers last night,
most of them were roughly analogous to the current districts in each part of the
city…with the exception of Districts 2 and 4, which Draft Plan K2.5 reconfigures so
significantly that their numbers are tentatively assigned as “District 4 or 2” and “District 2
or 4” on the current maps.

Public Comment
In the public comment section of last night’s meeting, 22 people spoke in strong support
of Draft Plan K2, which grants a number of community requests, including keeping the
Greater Wilshire are united and moving it to CD 5 with other communities of interest to
the west, uniting the Koreatown area in a single district (10), keeping the Westside
Neighborhood Council and Laurel Canyon neighborhoods united, uniting many of the
city’s largely Jewish communities in CD 5, keeping many historically African American
communities united in CD 10, creating five districts fully located in the San Fernando
Valley, creating just one district that bridges both sides of the Hollywood Hills, and using
Mulholland Drive as a natural dividing line between Valley and non-Valley districts.
At the same time, at least 15 speakers expressed equally strong support for Draft Plan
L, which would unite more Asian-American and renter-majority communities, and which
would also place a united Koreatown in “District 4 or 2” instead of District 10.
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Meanwhile, a small number of speakers advocated for moving forward with both maps,
to invite further public feedback before the commissioners make a final choice between
them.
Also during public comments, several issues that previous mapping sessions left
unresolved were once again raised by members of the public. These included:
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

Unifying the Lincoln Heights neighborhood with its neighbors Boyle Heights and
El Sereno in CD 14
Restoring cultural assets and economic engines (such as USC, Exposition Park,
the new soccer stadium, and parts of downtown) that were removed from
Districts 8 and/or 9 in the last round of redistricting in 2011
Splitting both Elysian Park and the Silverlake reservoir between two council
districts (to help share development and maintenance efforts)
Keeping Little Tokyo, Olvera Street, and Union Station together in District 14
Including Angeleno Heights with its neighbor Echo Park in CD 13
Deciding which district Watts should be placed in
Uniting several key Asian-American communities including Thai Town and
Historic Filipinotown in the same district, and preferably in the same district as
Koreatown

Commissioner Comments
During its own discussions last night, the commission looked first at Draft Plan K2.5,
then at Draft Plan L, and then discussed whether to advance both or just one of these
maps to the next stage of the development process.
Beginning the Draft Plan K2.5 discussion, Commissioner Dennis Cagna, appointed by
CD 2, took issue with way in which several Valley districts, especially “2 or 4” and “4 or
2,” were created, and the fact that despite the commission’s mission to unite as many
NC areas as possible, several Valley-area NCs are now split in Draft Plan K2.5. The
commission’s Executive Director, Frank Cardenas, who drew the first version of Draft
Plan K and previously explained how he laid out the districts in the Valley, said one
force affecting the district bridging both sides of the hills was the need to rotate districts
13, 1, and 14 counterclockwise slightly to make up for population undercounts in those
areas, which then required the bridge district (“4 or 2”) to also move north and west to
pick up the population it needed.
At this point, Commissioner Alexandra Suh, appointed by CD 4 and who originally
suggested the publicly submitted map that became Draft Plan L, said she is only now
starting to realize that the commission’s early work, done while divided into smaller
regional subcommittees, eventually resulted in map plans that started with the outer
edges of the city and led to the more central areas – like “2 or 4” in the Valley, and “4 or
2” bridging the Hills – simply being squeezed into whatever shapes shapes and territory
were left over after districts along the city’s outer borders were defined. Suh strongly
urged her fellow commissioners to forward with both Draft Plans K2.5 and L in the next

159

phase of discussion and development…while several other commissioners expressed
their strong support for moving forward only with Draft Plan K2, which they said was the
product of long, careful and very public work by the commission, while Draft Plan L was
a very late entry in the discussion, and thus not yet fully examined or discussed with the
same kind of detail and disclosure.
In the end, though, keeping the focus just on Draft Plan K2.5 for the moment, the
commission voted unanimously to forward that plan on to the next phase of discussion
and development.
Moving on to a more specific discussion of Draft Plan L, the newness of the plan was
raised again, though Cardenas noted that the map was properly submitted through the
public mapping process, is a legitimate entry according to the commission’s own rules,
and does follow several of the commission’s goals and principles, including population
balance across districts, adherence to the “not too much change, not too fast” ideal,
keeping an ideal number of districts in the San Fernando Valley, and acknowledging the
voice of renters as a growing and increasingly important “community of interest.”
Other commissioners, however, noted that while Draft Plan L does unites some key
renter populations, as well as Koreatown and other Asian American communities, as
praised by many individuals during public comments, it also splits up many Jewish and
African American communities that are much more united in Draft Plan K2.5.
Eventually, the discussion turned from the specifics of Draft Plan L to the question of
advancing just one or two maps to the next stage of development, with several
commissioners arguing that allowing the public further input on the advantages and
disadvantages of each map could result in a single stronger map at the end of the
process…while others argued that adjusting neighborhood-by-neighborhood details on
two different maps at once would cause unnecessary confusion and complications, for
both the public and the commissioners themselves — an unwelcome situation with a
late October deadline looming for their work.
In the end, commissioner Cagna moved that Draft Plan L also be forwarded to the next
stage of the public review process, along with Draft Plan K2.5, as previously voted…but
that suggestion was headed off by a motion by commissioner Richard Polanco to table
Cagna’s motion…and the motion to table the Draft Plan L vote was approved,
effectively killing that plan.
After that, Commissioner Rocky Delgadillo moved that only Draft Plan K 2.5 be
advanced to the public review process, and his motion passed with a majority of
commissioners in favor. Also, in addition to advancing Draft Plan K2, the
commissioners included in their vote a suggestion to publish a list of still-unresolved
issues (see the list above for several of the items) on which the public will be specifically
invited to comment at the next round of public meetings.
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Next Steps
The next phase of the redistricting process begins this coming week, with a series of
four meetings at which Draft Plan K2.5, along with the list of the commissioners’ stillopen issues, will be presented to the public for comments and further refinements. The
meetings will again be held via Zoom, and the dates and times are:
Wednesdays, October 6 and 13 – 6 p.m.
Saturdays, October 9 and 16 – 10 a.m.
After those meetings, the Commission will prepare its final map to send to the City
Council at the end of October, and then the Council will begin its own review and
revision process. The City Council must adopt its final map in December, and the new
districts will go into effect in January.
For even more information, the video of last night’s meeting is now available here.
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October 4, 2021 – LA Sentinel: Redistricting Commission Adopts Draft Maps of L.A. Council
Districts: https://lasentinel.net/redistricting-commission-adopts-draft-maps-of-l-a-councildistricts.html

The L.A. City Council Redistricting Commission met via Zoom on September 30. (Cora J.
Fossett/L.A. Sentinel)
After multiple public hearings and several special meetings, the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission adopted the first set of draft maps reflecting new boundaries for L.A.
council districts (CDs).
The redrawn borders, approved at the September 30 meeting, were based on testimony from
individuals, community groups and neighborhood councils. Also, publicly submitted maps, 2020
census data and other data sources were taken into consideration.
The redistricting procedure is authorized by the L.A. City Charter, which requires that CD
boundaries be adjusted after the completion of each census and that each district be
approximately equal in population size.
Next, the commission will hold a series of hearings via Zoom to get input from the public about
the draft maps. Those meetings will be held on Wednesday, October 6, at 6 p.m.; Saturday,
October 9, at 10 a.m.; Wednesday, October 13, at 6 p.m.; and Saturday, October 16, at 10 a.m.
“The Commission will then take this feedback for purposes of finalizing and submitting the map
to the City Council on October 29,” said Rafael Gonzalez, director of community outreach and
engagement.
To reach the point of agreeing on the draft maps, the commission debated for more than four
hours. Guiding the discussion was each commissioner’s determination to emphasize the
interests of their CD.
With the majority of African Americans residing in CDs 8, 9 and 10, Commissioners Charisse
Bremond-Weaver, the Rev. Eddie Anderson and Valerie Lynne Shaw, the only Blacks on the
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board, strongly advocated for those areas. As a result, only minimal border changes for the
three CDs are indicated in the draft maps.
However, echoing a recent Sentinel editorial authored by L.A. Councilmember Marqueece
Harris-Dawson, Shaw did ask the commission to restore assets in CD 8 that were removed
during the 2011 redistricting process.
“In 2011, USC and Exposition Park were taken out of [CD] eight and right now, the only
economic asset that CD 8 possesses is the [Baldwin Hills] Crenshaw Mall. Now if we really
believe in equity and inclusion, I urge my fellow commissioners to move USC and Exposition
Park back in CD 8. Before we issue our final map at the end of this process at the end of
October, this issue needs to be addressed,” implored Shaw.
Commission Chair Fred Ali responded, “I think this is an issue, as I said before, that needs
continuing discussion. My proposal is that we leave this as an issue on the table, allow the
public to comment on this, as I am sure they will, and then we come back before making a final
decision on those issues.”
Ali’s comments imply that those matters, along with any other concerns of individual
commissioners, will be addressed before the final draft maps are forwarded to the City Council
for review and adoption at the end of this month.
Regarding the upcoming hearings, the African American commissioners repeated their call to
the Black community to participate in the redistricting process.
“When we look at the moral imagination of what the Black future looks like, we have to think
about redistricting because we’re literally drawing the line, which will determine the kind of
investment we can have in our community. So, for the Black community, especially in South
L.A., it’s important for us to make sure our voices are heard,” explained Anderson.
Bremond-Weaver agreed and insisted, “Our community, our residents and young people have
to be actively involved in this process. We all have to be accountable to the communities we
care about and love. For me, that’s Council Districts 8, 9 and 10 to really lift up our people’s
voices.”
Visit https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-withnumbers.pdf to view the final draft maps adopted by the redistricting commission.

163

•

October 5, 2021 – The Eastsider: What a map named K 2.5 means for your Eastside
neighborhood and council district: https://www.theeastsiderla.com/news/what-a-mapnamed-k-2-5-means-for-your-eastside-neighborhood-and-council-district/article_583f792e2576-11ec-86a1-dbbd86415855.html

A section of draft map K 2.5 shows the proposed boundaries of Eastside city council districts.
Courtesy LA City Council Redistricting Commission
Last week found many civic-minded and politically-active Eastside citizens buzzing about maps - City Council maps, in this case.
The maps were drafts of what L.A. City Council districts would look like over the next decade.
After countless revisions, the LA City Council Redistricting Commission, which is overseeing this
map making process, last Thursday finally selected a draft map -- officially known as Draft Plan
K 2.5 -- to present to the public.
Most Eastside council districts would not change much. However, Council District 4 represented
by Nithya Raman of Silver Lake, would see her territory dramatically shifted into new areas and
away from neighborhoods that voted her into office less than a year ago.
Why are LA council district boundaries changing?
The redrawing of council boundaries -- or redistricting - takes place every 10 years at the local,
state and federal level. The process is linked to the latest census and changes in
population, which fell across much of the Eastside.
Locally, the LA City Council Redistricting Commission is tasked with ensuring that residents have
fair and equal representation at the City Council level.
The independent, 21-member body made up of political appointees from across the city, is
guided by four goals:
• Each district should have about 260,000 residents.
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• The various parts of a district must be connected to each other.
• The commission, to the extent possible, must minimize the break-up of neighborhoods.
• The commission must comply with the Voting Rights Act, a federal law meant to protect
residents of color so they “have a fair opportunity to elect a representative of their choice.”
Why LA redistricting matters
Redistricting is a process few people follow. Yet it “impacts your day-to-day, real life,” said Rick
Taylor, a seasoned Los Angeles political consultant. It can mean how responsive a council
district will be to responding to the average resident who has a problem with trash pick-up or a
pothole in front of his or her house.
“You want to make sure you are represented by someone who has the best interest of your
community in mind,” he said.
Political impact on the Eastside
The draft map as proposed poses little impact for District 1 Councilman Gil Cedillo, who is up for
reelection next year, or to District 14 Councilman Kevin de Leon, should he remain in his council
seat following next year’s mayoral election, said Taylor. The boundaries of District 13 changed
slightly at the margins as Mitch O'Farrell also seeks reelection next year.
Raman faces the biggest changes and challenges by far and she and her supporters are not
happy about it.
"The proposed draft map effectively completely erases District 4 as we know it, leaving a
district with either *zero* percent of our current residents or 29% of our current residents, at a
time when the minimal increases in Census population in Los Angeles shows no basis for such
drastic shifts," Raman said in a statement.
If Raman was a political force her district might not have undergone such drastic changes,
Taylor said. “Because she’s a newbie, they decided that’s the most changeable” district, he said.
“The good news is she has three and a half years to introduce herself” to new constituents, he
said. The downside is building a base could be very difficult “because they may not be as
progressive as those who elected her” and could also attract opponents.
What's next?
The commission has set up four more meetings this month to gather comments from the public
involving the draft map. The commission may modify the map based on those comments
before sending a recommended version to the City Council.

165

Once in the hands of the City Council, additional public hearings will take place. The City Council
and mayor have until December 31 to approve a map which goes into effect Jan. 1, 2022.
Councilmember were urging their supporters and constituents to weigh in.
"There is still a ways to go, and public engagement is crucial," said O'Farrell in a statement. "It's
important that the commission continues to hear from residents across the City."

Proposed Eastside Council District Maps
Here are the proposed boundaries for council districts 1, 4, 13 and 14 that had been
recommended by the LA City Council Redistricting Commission. Go here for a more detailed
street map version. The public will be able to voice their reaction to these boundaries over for
four meetings in October before the commission's final vote and then once again before the
city council votes later this year.

Source: LA City Council Redistricting Commission
District 1 represented by Councilman Gil Cedillo would not see many changes. The current
district includes all or portions of Angeleno Heights, Cypress Park, Glassell Park, Highland Park,
Lincoln Heights, Westlake and other neighborhoods.
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Source: LA City Council Redistricting Commission
District 4 represented by Nithya Raman would see the most dramatic boundary changes. The
changes were so great that the commission labeled it as District 2 or District 4. The current
district includes all or portions of Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Hollywood Hills and other
neighborhoods.

Source: LA City Council Redistricting Commission
District 13 represented by Councilman Mitch O'Farrell would not see many changes. The
current district includes all or portions of Atwater Village, East Hollywood, Echo Park, Glassell
Park, Silver Lake and other neighborhoods.
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Source: LA City Council Redistricting Commission
District 14 represented by Councilman Kevin De Leon would not see many changes. The
current district includes all or portions of Boyle Heights, Downtown LA, Eagle Rock, El Sereno
and other neighborhoods.
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October 5, 2021 – KCRW Greater LA: LA Redistricting - LA redistricting: City Council’s
Nithya Raman and Paul Krekorian could lose their constituents:
https://www.kcrw.com/news/shows/greater-la/bruce-descendants-redistrictingmacarthur-genius/map-districts-paul-krekorian-nithya-raman
o Note: Audio available through link

Every 10 years in the City of LA, after the U.S. Census comes out, a redistricting commission
draws new lines for the city’s council districts.
Last Thursday, the commission released “K2,” a draft map it’ll present in public hearings this
week and next.
If approved, the map would drastically redesign districts represented by Paul Krekorian, who is
based in the San Fernando Valley, and Nithya Raman, a newcomer to City Hall who represents
much of the Hollywood Hills. And neither are happy about it.
The objective is to make the districts fair, says Loyola Marymount University professor
Fernando Guerra. The rules say they all have to be of equal [population], and they should all be
contiguous and as compact as possible.
Also, he emphasizes, they should not dilute or discriminate against residents, particularly
people of color who have historically often found themselves gerrymandered into different
districts.
And they should try to protect communities of interest.
“I grew up in Highland Park,” says Guerra. “That community’s consistently cut in half and not
protected. I now live in Westchester, that community is always 100% in one council district,
very different. I believe strongly that Koreatown and the Korean American community should
be put together. It's consistently split.”
Public hearings will be held on October 6, 9, 13, and 16. More information and Zoom links are
available here.
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October 6, 2021 – Los Angeles Daily News (City News Service): Controversial LA Council
redistricting plan goes before the public:
https://www.dailynews.com/2021/10/06/controversial-la-council-redistricting-plan-goesbefore-the-public

LOS ANGELES (CNS) - The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission will hold its first of
four meetings tonight to present the public with its draft map for new council district
boundaries.
The draft map defines borders for 13 districts, leaving details out of Councilman Paul
Krekorian's District 2 and Councilwoman Nithya Raman's District 4. The borders for those two
districts have yet to be determined, and one of the council members could end up in a district
with entirely new constituents.
“Last week the L.A. City Redistricting Commission moved forward with a proposed map that
effectively `erases' our district in its current form. This happened despite the fact that the
minimal changes in population in L.A. show no basis whatsoever for such drastic shifts,'' Raman,
who was elected to represent that district in 2020, tweeted Tuesday.
She told constituents that she could either lose all but 29% of her current constituents, or lose
all of them.
Krekorian emailed constituents ahead of the commission's vote to advance the map to warn
that it could move his district out of the Eastern San Fernando Valley and shift it to the west San
Fernando Valley, with him no longer representing North Hollywood, Valley Glen, Studio City,
Sun Valley and Valley Village, which could be shifted to Raman's district.
“The Commission was supposed to protect fair and equitable participation by the voters of Los
Angeles in selecting their representatives. Instead, this disgraceful plan would disenfranchise
hundreds of thousands of voters in the Valley who will have no say in who represents them in
the Council. It would completely reverse the results of elections that took place just last year,''
Krekorian, who was elected in 2020, told City News Service in a statement Tuesday. “It would
disempower voters of Armenian, Korean and other ethnic backgrounds. And it would silence
the public by limiting comments to only one possible set of maps -- in direct contravention of
the Commission's own outreach plan.''
Krekorian added that he is “confident'' the City Council would reject the proposed map. The
council's Redistricting Commission uses data from the U.S. Census to update the city's districts,
with each council member getting about 26,000 people to represent. The City Council will
approve the designated borders in time for them to go into effect in January 2022.
The redistricting commission will present the public with its draft map during four meetings
over the next two weeks. The meetings are scheduled at:
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-- 6 p.m. Wednesday;
-- 10 a.m. Saturday;
-- 6 p.m. Oct. 13; and
-- 10 a.m. Oct. 16.
People can watch the meetings and submit public comment at bit.ly/3D2stfq. People can also
submit public comment by calling 1-669-254-5252 and entering 161 545 4787. Feedback can
also be written in through a form at https://bit.ly/2Yjatyn.
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October 6, 2021 – Beverly Press/Park LaBrea News: Proposed Redistricting Map Draws
Praise – and Rancor: https://beverlypress.com/2021/10/proposed-redistricting-map-drawspraise-and-rancor/

The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission released a proposed map of the council
districts and is seeking public input. (photo courtesy of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission)
After seven weeks of virtual meetings and public input, the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission released a final map on Sept. 30 with recommended changes to City
Council district boundaries.
The commission anticipates a finalized map by Oct. 21 and will present it to the City Council on
Oct. 29 for review and consideration. Rafael Gonzalez, director of community outreach and
engagement for the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission, cautioned that the map
released on Sept. 30 may change significantly before it is finalized and presented to the City
Council based on further input.
The map released on Sept. 30 has concerned many people, including City Councilmembers
Nithya Raman, 4th District, and Paul Krekorian, 2nd District, whose jurisdictions would change
dramatically. The redistricting commission proposed major changes to the boundaries of both
the 2nd and 4th districts, but stopped short of finalizing which area would be assigned to which
council member, instead listing the districts as either “2 or 4” and “4 or 2,” and allowing the
City Council to decide who will represent each district.
Major changes to the current 4th District’s boundaries were made, such as removing the
Miracle Mile and Hancock Park neighborhoods from the 4th District and placing them in the 5th
District, now represented by Councilman Paul Koretz. The map has the southern boundary of
the 4th District primarily running along the north side of Melrose Avenue, with the district
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extending north through Hollywood, and to Shadow Hills in the upper portions of the San
Fernando Valley.
The map also potentially places Krekorian’s 2nd District farther west in the San Fernando Valley,
stretching from Van Nuys to Canoga Park, instead of the North Hollywood area, where it is
currently located.
Raman and Krekorian were not happy about the recommended map, and they plan to continue
lobbying for changes.
“The proposed draft map effectively completely erases District 4 as we know it, leaving a
district with either 0% of our current residents, or 29% of our current residents, at a time when
the minimal increases in census population in Los Angeles shows no basis for such drastic
shifts,” Raman said in a statement. “Coming on the heels of an election with historic voter
turnout, how can we in good faith encourage people to participate in municipal politics only to
wholly discard their votes?”
“The commission was supposed to protect fair and equitable participation by the voters of Los
Angeles in selecting their representatives. Instead, this disgraceful plan would disenfranchise
hundreds of thousands of voters in the Valley who will have no say in who represents them in
the council. It would completely reverse the results of elections that took place just last year. It
would disempower voters of Armenian, Korean and other ethnic backgrounds,” Krekorian said
in a statement. “I’m confident that the council will reject this absurd set of proposed maps and
ensure that all of the people of Los Angeles have a fair opportunity to elect council members of
their own choosing.”
Redistricting is required every 10 years under the city charter, and the commission uses census
data to create districts with equal representation. The goal is to create districts with
approximately 260,000 residents each, Gonzalez said.
The commission is comprised of 21 members – two appointed by Los Angeles City Council
President Nury Martinez, one appointed by each of the other 14 council members, three
appointed by Mayor Eric Garcetti and one each appointed by Los Angeles City Attorney Mike
Feuer and Controller Ron Galperin.
In addition to census data, Gonzalez said the recommended map was created based on input
from the public and calls for similar communities to be grouped together. The commission
potentially altered Krekorian’s 2nd District so an additional council district will be located in the
San Fernando Valley, providing more representation for residents, he said. The recommended
map places five council districts completely in the Valley, and one includes areas of the San
Fernando Valley and the Los Angeles basin (possibly the 4th District).
The southern portion of Raman’s district was altered to group similar neighborhoods together,
Gonzalez said. The commission received public input that the neighborhoods of Hancock Park
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and the Miracle Mile would be better grouped with communities to the west that are currently
in the 5th District, he added. The recommended map would extend the 5th District west to
Larchmont Village, so it would include the entirety of Hancock Park, which is currently split
between the 4th and 5th districts. The 5th District’s western boundary would remain along the
San Diego (405) Freeway, but the district would lose territory on its northern end, stopping at
the Santa Monica Mountains instead of stretching into Sherman Oaks.
Councilman Mitch O’Farrell, 13th District, said he is monitoring the redistricting process and
urged residents to voice concerns at the upcoming meetings.
“I encourage Angelenos, including 13th District constituents, to stay engaged in the redistricting
process as it moves forward. There is still a way to go, and public engagement is crucial. It’s
important that the commission continues to hear from residents across the city,” O’Farrell said.
“I am committed to ensuring that no voters are disenfranchised. Once the commission’s role is
complete, I will evaluate the proposed redistricting map with that imperative in my
deliberations.”
Koretz, who is termed out next year, declined to comment on the recommended map or
proposed changes for the 5th District at this time, but is following the process and will weigh-in
when a final map is presented to the City Council, spokeswoman Alison Simard said. The idea
behind redistricting is for council members to stay independent at this stage so as to not
influence the commission’s work, she added.
Others representing communities that would be included in the 5th District under the proposal
had strong opinions. Cindy Chvatal-Keane, president of the Hancock Park Homeowners
Association, said it makes sense that Hancock Park would be linked with similar communities to
the west. One of the commission’s goals was to place the Jewish community in a single district,
she said.
“It’s our desire to be placed in a connected district with other communities of interest,”
Chvatal-Keane said, adding that she believes the process for creating a recommended map has
been open and transparent. “We have much more in common with the neighborhoods to the
west. Hancock Park would be happy to be in Council District 5 as it is laid out in the map.”
Conrad Starr, president of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council, said the council’s
position is that it be included within one council district, as is the case with the recommended
map, except for a small sliver on the east along Manhattan Place.
“I’m hopeful this was an oversight and they will correct it,” Starr said. “The GWNC’s preferred
option is to be unified in one council district. We can live with the status quo of the current
council district boundaries. The GWNC is completely opposed, however, to any further splitting
of our area, or worse, the introduction of additional council districts to our map.”
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Lauren Nichols, president of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, also said the best option
is to have the council in one district. Mid City West is opposed to the current map
recommended by the redistricting commission because it splits the neighborhood council
between the 4th, 10th and 13th districts. Nichols added that council is encouraging residents to
participate in the upcoming virtual meetings to voice concerns.
“Ultimately, we would like to be in one council district,” Nichols said. “Our decision before they
introduced this map was to be in one district.”
Steve Kramer, president of the Greater Miracle Mile Chamber of Commerce, said he is still
reviewing the new map, but believes the Miracle Mile should be in a single district.
“We would like to have a cohesive Wilshire Boulevard corridor,” Kramer said. “I also think that
when someone was elected a year ago, they shouldn’t have their district taken away.”
Some representatives of the Melrose District are also crying foul, as the recommended map
places portions of the district north of Melrose Avenue in the 4th or 13th Council districts.
“Common sense says that the Melrose area includes both sides of the street,” read a statement
from the Melrose Action Neighborhood Watch. “Should this division happen, we would need to
involve two council districts on all issues relating to Melrose. This could be disastrous.”
Gonzalez reiterated that the map will likely change in the coming weeks before it is presented
to the City Council, and there is time for people’s voices to be heard.
“You will probably have some modifications. We will do some fine tuning and modifying,” he
added. “We want to hear people’s opinions. We have these meetings taking place. We are
definitely listening.”
The commission is still seeking public input on the map at virtual meetings at 10 a.m. on
Saturday, Oct. 9; 6 p.m. on Wednesday, Oct. 13, and 10 a.m. on Saturday, Oct. 16. To
participate via Zoom, visit bit.ly/LACCRCZoom. To participate via telephone, call (669)254-5252,
and use the Meeting ID: 161 545 4787#.
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October 6, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: City Council Redistricting: What’s Changed Since
2012…Where We are Now…and What’s Next: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featuredstories-larchmont-village/city-council-redistricting-whats-changed-since-2012-where-weare-now-and-whats-next/

City Council
Redistricting Draft Plan K 2.5, which will be officially presented to the public over a series of
four public meetings between tonight and Saturday, October 16.
After a whirlwind of marathon-length Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
meetings over the last couple of weeks, we’ve had a few days to rest, breathe, and contemplate
the process before it starts up again in earnest tonight, with the first of four public
presentations and comment sessions on the Commission’s recommended Draft Plan K2.5. And
during that down time, we’ve been looking not only forward to the next round of discussions to
come…but also looking back a bit — thinking about what the redistricting process has been like
so far this time around, and the many ways it has – and hasn’t – changed since the last time Los
Angeles did this dance 10 years ago.
Process and Procedures
As those who have attended the 2021 City Council Redistricting meetings are aware, there have
been two phases to the process so far. First came a series of region-based community
meetings, at which the public was invited to share thoughts on what is important to them and
their “community of interest” as new city council district lines are drawn. There were a total of
17 of these meetings – one focusing on each of the city’s 15 city council districts, and two with
a larger citywide focus.
Next came series of meetings in which the Redistricting Commission itself, along with its
mapping consultant, presented and reviewed a detailed series of maps based on the public
input and feedback received at the previous public meetings, via e-mailed comments and via a
new online public mapping tool known as Districtr.
Over that series of commission meetings, several Draft Plan maps, A-L, were presented,
discussed, and whittled down to just one – Draft Plan K 2.5 – to pass along to the next phase of
community input, which begins tonight (see the full schedule below).
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But how does this process differ so far, we wondered, from what happened the last time this
was done, after the 2010 census?
Well, for one thing, technology has advanced enough that much more information is available
to the public online this time around – not just all of the the ever-evolving draft maps, but also
the Districtr mapping tool that allows anyone who wants to to draw and submit their version of
a potential district or citywide map. And then, of course, we have Zoom – the ubiquitous live
meeting tool that allows people to not only watch, but participate in meetings online instead of
in person. Not to mention a little global pandemic that not only allows, but currently requires,
this kind of virtual meetings and engagement.
So that’s technology. But what else has or hasn’t changed in 2021?
The last time the city went through this, the general phases were the same. But the meetings
were very different. First, as those who attended back then may recall, there were lots of
public meetings, but they were held in various locations around the vast footprint of Los
Angeles, so they were harder to get to – especially if you wanted to attend multiple meetings –
and they were much more crowded, with often hundreds of people attending, sometimes with
standing-room-only capacity, and people had to queue up in longs lines to speak during public
comment periods, which often took hours to work through.
Now, with everything being done online, there’s no driving to and from meetings, you can
watch from the comfort of your own home or office, and while there may still be hundreds of
people in a meeting, you always have a clear, closeup view of the commissioners and the maps
being presented. There’s no jockeying for good seats, or danger that you’ll be crowded out of
the room or a seat, and no standing in long lines to speak – you just wait in a virtual queue until
your name is called to unmute yourself.
Which really is a revolution since the time when, as the LA Times reported on February 15,
2012:
“Roughly 800 people showed up at a City Hall redistricting hearing last week, a turnout that
filled the council chamber and an overflow room. More attendees milled about in the
hallways.”
And:
“[Jan] Perry and [Jose] Huizar backers testified for nearly five hours, while some speakers from
Koreatown waited. That infuriated redistricting Commissioner Helen Kim, who complained that
80- and 90-year-old citizens were being forced to wait for hours. Kim, an appointee of City
Controller Wendy Greuel, said she confronted Huizar’s chief of staff and told her to stop rifling
through the speaker cards and changing the order.
“At first she said that she was merely culling out the public comment cards of people who had
left,” Kim said. “Then she went on to say that her people — people from [Huizar’s district] —
had gotten there early and she was entitled to make sure they didn’t testify last.”
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And this kind of jockeying for physical position was done by many groups with many different
kinds of interests. For example, a now familiar but relatively new-at-the-time local news site
(yes, we’ve been around that long already!) reported in January, 2012that the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council was lobbying its stakeholders to attend one of the upcoming meetings,
and urging people from “as many associations and neighborhoods as possible” to create “a
physical presence and a record of attendance.” Attendees were also warned that “it’s probably
a good idea” to arrive at least half an hour prior to the meeting time, and that people should try
to sit together: “We’ll be everywhere in the Council Chamber, but we are trying to concentrate
at “audience left,” down front.” There were also lengthy transportation and parking directions,
and those who attendeed were urged to collect and hold up an 11 x 17″ GWNC “hand poster”
during the planned comments by GWNC president Owen Smith.

A packed house at the Ebell Theater for a February 1, 2012 redistricting hearing. Note the maps
on easels at the front of the room, and people standing in line in the aisle waiting to speak
during public comments.
Smith remembers those big meetings, told the Buzz today that he prefers the online meetings
this time around. “I think it’s better now,” Smith said, citing the fact that all the meetings in the
previous redistricting cycle were in different places around the city, which took a lot of time to
get to and from. And there’s the added benefit, too, this time around, of being able to simply
turn off the meeting and walk away if it gets too long for you.
We asked Smith whether he thinks overall public access and transparency are better this time,
too, and he said again that he prefers this year’s pattern. “On Zoom, you can sit in your living
room, or office, and can tune in and see what’s going on.” Of course we have heard at least a
few people complain that the process still isn’t transparent enough…but Smith says that even
with new technology, you do still have to make an effort to keep up with the process, and it
helps if you’ve been attending meetings from the beginning. “It’s like a movie,” he said. “It
depends on when you came in”…and if you miss part of a meeting, or a series of meetings, he
said, you can still feel left out. And also, of course, no matter how many meetings you attend,
“Whether you like the outcome or not is a different story.”
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Another longtime neighborhood activist, former Miracle Mile Residential Association president
Jim O’Sullivan, has a similar view. “I like the Zoom stuff,” O’Sullivan told the Buzz, though he
says one thing he does miss about the big in-person redistricting meetings us the chance to
chat and interact, in person, with the other meeting attendees, which is harder to do on
Zoom. That said, though, he also said he thinks the new Zoom format works particularly well
for huge meetings drawing large crowds and covering wide geographic areas – like city council
redistricting, and also like several statewide meetings he attended recently on Senate Bills 9
and 10. “To me, this works,” he said. And overall, he said he, too, thinks the new process is
probably more transparent to the public than the old one, because all the maps and meeting
materials are so easily available, and clearly viewable, to anyone online.
Which, again, is definitely different from last time, when one of our own Buzz storiesnoted that
the Redistricting Commission’s first draft redistricting map was released and published by the
LA Times just hours before the Commission’s meeting that same day, and it gave no
information on how to access the map. Very different from this year, when new maps have
been usually been published very publicly and accessibly, by the commission itself, well in
advance of meetings. And all the maps are always available online…with many mapping
changes discussed during the meetings even drawn and tested live, on screen, during the
meetings themselves.
Issues
So, yes, there have been a lot of technical and procedural innovations this year, and most
people we’ve heard from seem to think that’s an overall win for public access and
transparency. But what about the issues currently at play in the process – have they changed
much in the last 10 years?
Not really.
For example, the requested unification of Koreatown in a single city council district was a major
topic of conversation in 2012…and remains so in 2021. “Koreatown was always a big issue,”
O’Sullivan said…and this is confirmed in several LA Times redistricting stories from 2012
(see here and here for examples). But while the Koreatown unification effort wasn’t successful
last time around (the area wound up divided among either three or four different districts,
depending on which boundaries you use), the issue seems to have gained even more steam this
year, thanks largely to the prolonged and very vocal efforts of a group called the Koreatown
Redistricting Taskforce. In fact, the unification request has been made so strongly this time
around that the 2021 Redistricting Commission has made it a core goal for this year’s
redistricting efforts.
Also, last time around, there was a huge debate about “economic engines” in three south
LA, historically Black city council districts (8, 9, and 10). A debate about whether downtown
should remain in CD 9 in 2012 ended with it being removed. The district was compensated by
the addition of USC and Exposition Park, but District 8, which lost those assets, has been
protesting ever since, and has been lobbying for their return during the current redistricting
cycle. And District 10, which used to contain all of the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Mall area, found
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that asset split in half last time around, with half in District 10 and half in District 8…and District
10 wants it back this time. So the discussion is far from over.
But even these regional arguments seem to be playing out with greater visibility this time
around. Laura Meyers, president of the United Neighborhoods Neighborhood Council, which is
currently fully with CD 10 boundaries and lobbying hard to stay that way this year, said she’s
been following the CD 8, 9, and 10 issues closely, but there are details about the 2012
arguments that she doesn’t remember well. But that, she said, may be a “clue”: “The fact that
I don’t know may well mean it was much less transparent…the fact that we can see in such
minute detail [this time around] how each proposed changed affects population totals [in each
area] is the new transparency.”
And, of course, for our own Greater Wilshire area, everything old is new again as well. In 2012,
the GWNC lobbied to be united in a single city council district after having been split among
three districts in the redistricting cycle before that. In the end, things did improve, with the
area going from three to just two districts…but this year, once again, the GWNC is formally
requesting that it be united in just one district, a goal that is – at the moment – realized in Draft
Plan K 2.5.
Where We are Now…and What We Don’t Want to Repeat
Of course, we’re only part way through the process at the moment, with a long way to go, and
– as they did after this point in 2012 – proposed boundaries will likely change a great deal
before the Redistricting Commission completes its work and sends a final proposed map to the
City Council (which will then go through its own discussion and change process).
And there are still a lot of very familiar arguments to be worked out. In fact, the unresolved
issues are so well defined that the Commission has published a list of them with the Draft Plan
K2.5 maps, and is asking the public to comment at the next meetings specifically on these
issues, and how they’re currently addressed in Draft Plan K 2.5. The issues include, region by
region:
South:
• Watts remains unified and in CD 15
• Crenshaw Mall is now unified within CD 8
• Koreatown is now unified within CD 10
• Leimert Park and Crenshaw Manor are unified within CD 10
• The current map does not change economic assets within CD 9
East:
• The alignment of Lincoln Heights with El Sereno and Boyle heights
• Current placement of Silverlake, Angelino Heights, Elysian Park, Echo Park, Los Feliz, Griffith
Park and Glassell Park
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Valley:
• The current placement of Winnetka, Canoga Park, Reseda, Lake Balboa and part of Van Nuys
within a new valley district
• The redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4
General:
• The Neighborhood Council/community splits within the maps
• The perceived impact of the proposed Map on the following communities; Thai Town, Historic
Filipinotown, renters, and the Jewish and Armenian communities.
The biggest of these discussions may be what happens to the two districts currently referred to
“District 2 or 4” and “District 4 or 2” on the Draft Plan K 2.5 map – the districts most likely
analogous to the current Districts 4 and 2 – one of which lies in the central city, and one of
which lies in the center of the San Fernando Valley…both of which are radically changed in this
proposal from their current configurations. There are many reasons for the shifts, but they are
probably at least partially due to their more central locations in their relative halves of the city,
which leave them vulnerable to other necessary shifts made in districts all around their
perimeters. (And this, too, by the way, is nothing new – as noted in this LA Times story from
2012, in which then-Redistricting Commissioner Michael Trujillo said about the Koreatown split
at the time: “Unfortunately, the way the process goes is, if you’re in the middle of the
city…that’s going to be carved up.”)

Section of Draft Plan K 2.5 map that shows
Districts 4-or-2 and 2-or-4, which will receive a lot of attention in the next few public input
meetings.
In the end, of course, while some people are at least mostly happy with Draft Plan K 2.5’s
proposals, others are not, and probably everyone is hoping for better results than in 2012,
which was, overall, notoriously messy.
For example, that same 2012 Times story that addressed the Koreatown/central LA split called
the Commission process “ugly, dysfunctional and sad” at the point at which it handed off its
final map to the City Council. “Even some who serve on the Los Angeles Redistricting
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Commission and backed the changes sounded ashamed of the final product,” the story said. In
addition:
“Commissioner Rob Kadota, who…backed the map, said the commission failed to demonstrate
equal concern for all parts of the city.
And Commissioner David Roberti, a former state senator well versed in power politics, said he
felt badly about rejecting demands of hundreds of Korean Americans who called for the area
covered by Koreatown’s neighborhood council to be unified in a single council district.”
““I am terribly guilt-ridden over the concerns of the Korean community,” said Roberti, who cast
a series of votes opposed by Koreatown advocates. “They did not win here, and 10 years ago [in
the last redistricting] they didn’t win either. And I was on that commission as well.””
And 2012 Commissioner David Roberts, who, according to the story, fought to keep downtown
in CD 9, said, “I don’t think I’ve ever seen a process this dysfunctional”
Which is not really what you want to hear at the end of such a project.
So there’s a lot at stake this year, and a long way to go…and even though the Redistricting
Commission is still working through its portion of the process, and nothing has been presented
to the City Council yet, several current Councilmembers have already come out swinging.
For example, CD 4 representative Nithya Raman, who’s in danger of losing many, if not most, of
her current constituents under Draft Plan K 2.5, posted on Twitter yesterday:
“Last week the LA City Redistricting Commission moved forward with a proposed map that
effectively *erases* our district in its current form. This happened despite the fact that the
minimal changes in population in LA show no basis whatsoever for such drastic shifts…What is
saddest to me is that these maps decimate the voices of new voters in a historic election – one
that saw more renters, more young people, and more people of color participate than ever
before. I spent almost two years telling people in LA that their voices mattered. That engaging
in city government could make real change. Now, thanks to the actions of a few unelected
commissioners, the voices of hundreds of thousands of Angelenos are being erased.”
And current CD 2 representative Paul Krekorian wrote in his “Our Valley News” newsletter:

“The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission was supposed to adjust the boundaries
of the Council districts to reflect changes in population as reported in the 2020 U.S. Census,
while giving due consideration to other factors, such as geographical boundaries and
communities of interest.
Sadly, the integrity of the process has been compromised by backroom deal-making and has
produced a plan that disenfranchises thousands of voters by depriving them of the
representation they voted for.
The Commission’s current plan (K2.5) calls for removing either Councilmember Krekorian or
Councilmember Nithya Raman from districts that elected them less than a year ago. One of
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them would be required to serve a district in the West Valley, far from the constituents who
elected them.
At their last meeting, the Commission would not even agree to hear public comment on a
proposed alternative. But there’s still time for the Commission to reconsider. If you object to
this abuse of the redistricting process, let the Commission hear from you by phone or Zoom in
the remaining public meetings (see schedule and contact information below) and write to the
Commissioners — all of them (see addresses below) — and let them know how you feel about
having your votes invalidated and your choice overruled.
Because both Councilmembers were elected so recently, their terms will not expire until 2024,
but the West Valley communities they may be asked to serve haven’t voted for City Council
since 2017. If Krekorian or Raman is transferred there, these neighborhoods will go seven years
without a chance to vote for their own representative. This is outrageous.
If this plan is not amended to ensure that the people of Los Angeles have a fair opportunity to
elect Councilmembers of their own choosing, the public will demand to know whose political
interests some of these commissioners are actually serving.”
Meanwhile, Redistricting Commission Chair Fred Ali seems to be trying to avoid the politics so
far, as well as the 2012-style acrimony. As the LA Times wrote last week:
“Ali defended the commission’s work so far, saying that unlike previous decades, line-drawing
decisions are being made not behind closed doors but in public — viewable on Zoom during
each of the panel’s lengthy evening meetings.
The commission, he said, is basing its decisions not on where a politician lives but on U.S.
Census data, public input and on proposals aimed at keeping “communities of interest”
together in the same council district.
“This commission has taken very, very seriously the testimony it receives, in combination with
the data,” he said.”
What’s Next
So the conversation revs up again tonight, with first of four public presentation and comment
sessions specifically focusing on the Commission’s recommended Draft Plan K 2.5, and
the unresolved issues list that goes with it.
Once again, as with all redistricting meetings this year, tonight’s meeting – and the rest of the
Draft Plan K 2.5 meetings – will be held via Zoom on the following dates/times:
Wednesday, October 6th at 6 p.m.
Wednesday, October 13th at 6 p.m.
Saturday, October 9th at 10:00 a.m.
Saturday, October 16th at 10 a.m.
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You can also submit comments via e-mail to the commission at redistricting.lacity@lacity.org.
And if the meetings get too long for you, unlike in years past, you can simply unplug, shuffle off
to bed, and catch up with it all later on the archived video. It really is that easy now.
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•

October 7, 2021 – KNX 1070: L.A. City Councilmember Claims Redistricting Map ‘Erases’
Her District: https://www.audacy.com/knx1070/news/local/la-councilmember-saysredistricting-map-erases-her-district

A Los Angeles city councilmember took to Twitter on Tuesday to express dissatisfaction
with a draft map for new council district boundaries compiled by the L.A. City Council
Redistricting Commission.
"Last week, the commission moved forward with a proposed map that "effectively
'erases' our district in its current form," Councilmember Nithya Raman wrote. "This
happened despite the fact that the minimal changes in population in L.A. show no basis
whatsoever for such drastic shifts."
Raman, who was elected to represent District 4 in 2020, pointed out that the draft map
omitted details about two unlabeled sections. Either of the areas could be assigned to
Raman's district or Councilmember Paul Krekorian's District 2, the borders of which
both have yet to be determined.
Raman said whichever unlabeled section her district was assigned to, she stood to lose
a substantial portion of the constituents who voted her into office last year—either 29%
or all of them together.
"What's saddest to me is that these new maps decimate the voices of new voters in a
historic election," Raman said Tuesday. "One that saw more renters, more young
people and more people of color participate than ever before."
Krekorian also expressed frustration with the commission's proposed map, calling it a
"disgraceful plan" and a "sad exercise in back-room dealmaking."
In an email to constituents ahead of the commission's vote to move forward with the
map, he warned it could shift his district out of its anchor in the eastern San Fernando
Valley to the west, shedding North Hollywood, Valley Glen, Studio City, Sun Valley, and
Valley Village. Those districts would go to Raman.
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From Raman's district, the draft map would carve away at least Sherman Oaks,
Hancock Park, Miracle Mile, Park La Brea and parts of Silver Lake, where she resides.
The map "disempower voters of Armenian, Korean and other ethnic backgrounds,"
Krekorian said. "And it would silence the public by limiting comments to only one
possible set of maps—in direct contravention of the commission's own outreach plan."
Krekorian said he was "confident" the city council would reject the draft map when it
came time to give final approval.
Redistricting Commission Chair Fred Ali said in a statement to KNX that the draft map
was based on 2020 census data, and was "guided and driven" by ensuring "fair and
inclusive representation" for the people of L.A.
Toward developing the map, Ali said the commission was only interested in taking into
consideration testimony from impacted communities and federal voter protections—not
"how it helps or hurts elected officials."
"This is the first time in the history of the City of Los Angeles that we have drawn maps
in a public forum," Ali said. "This is an ongoing process with four public hearings in
which the public can make comments about the current version of the map, and we will
take those comments into consideration as we draft a final map that will be delivered to
the City Council for consideration."
The commission will hold the first of four meetings Wednesday evening to present the
public with a draft of the map. The meetings are scheduled as follows:
- Wednesday, Oct. 6 at 6 p.m.
- Saturday, Oct. 9 at 10 a.m.
- Wednesday, Oct. 13 at 6 p.m.
- Saturday, Oct. 16 at 10 a.m.
Residents can watch the meetings and submit public comment here. Residents may
also submit public comment by calling (669) 254-5252 and entering 161 545 4787.
Feedback can also be submitted via online form.
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•

October 7, 2021 – LA Sentinel (Calendar Listing): 10/9 The Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission Invites You To Join Community Public Hearing to Review 2021
Draft District Maps: https://lasentinel.net/events/the-los-angeles-city-council-redistrictingcommission-invites-you-to-join-community-public-hearing-to-review-2021-draft-districtmaps

Date/Time
Date(s) - 10/09/2021
6:00 pm
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October 8, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Public Input Phase Begins on City Council Redistricting
Draft Plan K 2.5: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmontvillage/public-input-phase-begins-on-city-council-redistricting-draft-plan-k-2-5/

City Council Redistricting Draft Plan K 2.5, now the focus of a series of four public input
meetings.
The next phase of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission’s work – seeking detailed public
comments for further revisions to its chosen map (Draft Plan K 2.5) – began with the first of
four new public input meetings on Wednesday night. Unlike the other Commission meetings
over the last couple of weeks, these sessions don’t introduce any new maps, but instead focus
on public comments and suggestions…of which there were more than 140 at this first meeting.
General Thanks
Because Draft Plan K 2.5 does several things that many stakeholder groups specifically
requested from the mapping process – such as uniting Koreatown in a single city council district
(CD 10), and uniting the Greater Wilshire area with other communities of interest in CD 5 – it
won praise from multiple members of the public for those achievements. Other features of
Draft Plan K 2.5 that were praised during the comments included:
• Uniting many Jewish communities in CD 5, as well as many others within a single
district in the San Fernando Valley
• Keeping much of the rest of the current CD 10 intact within its current borders
• Uniting most of Downtown in one city council district (CD 14)
• Uniting the Westside Neighborhood Council area within a single district
• Keeping Thai Town and Historic Filipinotown together in a single district
• Keeping most of Hollywood united in a single district (CD 13)
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The speakers on each of these issues generally just thanked the commission for its work so far,
and urged the commissioners to move ahead with these areas as currently drawn.
Specific Local Requests
But not everyone was happy with everything on the map, and while some speakers were largely
satisfied with Draft Plan K 2.5, they also spoke about specific issues they would like to see
rectified as the current map is adjusted.
In our general readership area, these more localized issues included:
•

•

•

Making sure that the eastern boundary of CD 5 in the Greater Wilshire
area follows the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council boundary at the alley
between Manhattan Place and Western Ave., instead of the middle of
Manhattan Place, as it now seems to do in the Draft Plan K 2.5 map.
Undoing a proposed split of the Melrose district, which moves the portion of the
Mid City West Neighborhood Council area north of Melrose and south of the
West Hollywood border from CD 5, where the rest of the MCWNC lies, into CD
13. (This change was made during the last map-drawing meeting to compensate
for an adjustment that returned a portion of the Beverlywood neighborhood, at
the southern part of CD 5, to that district. As a result of that move, a roughly
equal number of people had to be trimmed elsewhere in the area…and the line
was drawn at Melrose Ave.) At least half a dozen people spoke out to protest
this division, which would separate residents in that area from their longtime city
council district, from the rest of their Neighborhood Council area, and from the
rest of the Melrose community, which has been working hard lately to tackle a
recent crime spree in the neighborhood.
Keeping all three “Carthay” neighborhoods (Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and
South Carthay) united within a single council district. Residents of those areas
noted that the three neighborhoods have worked hard together on many local
issues, including a recent application for admission to the National Register of
Historic Places, and would find it much more difficult to pursue common goals if
split between two districts as currently proposed.

Other Specific Requests
Likewise, other neighborhoods around the city had other very specific issues they would like to
see addressed, and which they believe can be done within the context of Draft Plan K
2.5. Multiple speakers spotlighted several of these requests at Wednesday’s meeting, including
(in no particular order):
•
•

Reuniting all of Highland Park in CD 14, instead of splitting it between two
districts.
Keeping Angelino Heights in the same district with Echo Park (both the
neighborhood and the park itself)
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Keeping Griffith Park and all of the Los Feliz neighborhood united in a single
council district.
Uniting Boyle Heights, El Sereno and Lincoln Heights in the same council district.
Uniting all of Chinatown in CD 14, instead of splitting it between two districts.
Keeping Ladera Heights in CD 11, as it is now, instead of moving it to CD 8, as
Draft Plan K 2.5 proposes
Adjusting the eastern border of the Bel Air-Beverly Crest area, to more closely
conform to LAPD and LAFD division boundaries in those neighborhoods.
Keeping Shadow Hills together with other equestrian communities in CD 7.
Keeping the Sepulveda Basin area united in the same district as Encino.
Splitting the Sun Valley Neighborhood Council area between no more than two
council districts, instead of the four currently proposed.

Bigger Controversies
But there were at two issues that generated much more discussion, and even greater
disagreements at Wednesday’s meeting.
The first of these was how to divide major economic engines in three south LA districts (CDs 8,
9 and 10). In the last round of city council redistricting, in 2011-2012, downtown was moved
from CD 9, the city’s poorest district overall, to CD 14…while the USC and Exposition Park area
were moved from CD 8 (another very low income district) to CD 9. And the Baldwin Hills
Crenshaw Mall area was split between CDs 10 and 8, instead of being located fully within CD 10
as it had been prior to the 2010 census.
Ten years later, the matter is still far from settled. Throughout this year’s redistricting cycle, the
debate has continued – with no resolution so far – with many stakeholders arguing whether
these major wealth generators (especially the USC/Exposition Park area) should remain in their
current districts, or be returned to their previous districts. So far, Draft Plan K 2.5 leaves them
all where they they’ve been for the last 10 years, but CD 8 stakeholders, in particular, have
been lobbying hard to regain USC, the Exposition Park museums (including the underconstruction Lucas Museum), and the new soccer stadium. And the debate continued on
Wednesday with about two dozen stakeholders weighing in — about half in favor of returning
these assets to their previous districts, and about half requesting that they be left as is this time
around.
But an even bigger topic of discussion, and perhaps the major complaint of the night, was how
to handle the two districts – currently labeled “2-or-4” and “4-or-2” on the Draft Plan K 2.5
map. These are the districts that have been most significantly reshaped in this plan, and both
of which would largely separate their current representatives, Nithya Raman and Paul
Krekorian, from the constituents who elected them.
The angriest of these complaints were focused on the envisioned District 2-or-4, or what has
become of the current CD 4 in Draft Plan K 2.5. This district become the city’s most sprawling
and oddly shaped after the 2011-2012 redistricting, with boundaries stretching from Los Feliz
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and Silverlake south to Miracle Mile and Greater Wilshire, and north and west to Sherman
Oaks…a situation that was never popular with many of the district’s communities. This year’s
version of the district is vastly different (which is at least partially due to the reshaping of
districts around it, for various reasons), and it would shift about 70% of the district away from
both its current territory and Raman’s core voter base of young, progressive renters, which
many stakeholders say is even worse than the current configuration.
And this major shift brought many of Raman’s now-angry supporters to the meeting, more than
a dozen of whom spoke during public comments to complain that they and other large swaths
of renters and working class voters would be unfairly disenfranchised by Draft Plan K 2.5, which
they said overwhelmingly favors older, wealthier, whiter, and otherwise more privileged
groups.
(Some of the more colorful of these comments, which included accusations of
“gerrymandering,” racism and more, were later posted in a Twitter thread by the Unrig
LA progressive political organizing group. This organization and other progressive political
groups are now gearing up for the next public meeting and inviting supporters to an “Unrig the
Lines Pre-Game” strategy event, hosted by Ground Game LA, which will take place just before
the big redistricting meeting on Saturday morning.)
Next Meetings
The discussions are from from over, however. And as noted above, the next in the series of
public input meetings on Draft Plan K 2.5 will be held tomorrow – Saturday, October 9, at 10
a.m. – with two more public input meetings to follow. After that, there will be two more
Redistricting Commission meetings, at which the Commission will make final map revisions and
approve a recommended map to send along to the City Council (which will then begin its own
discussions and revisions).
The remaining Redistricting Commission meetings are:
Public Input Meetings
10-09-21, Saturday, 2021, 10 a.m.
10-13-21, Wednesday, 2021, 6 p.m.
10-16-21, Saturday, 2021, 10 a.m.
Commission Meetings
10-21-21, Thursday, 2021, 6 p.m.
10-28-21, Thursday, 2021, 6 p.m.
All of these meetings will be held via Zoom, with the same link used for each meeting.
Video of the October 6 meeting is available here.
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October 9, 2021 – Beverly Hills Courier: What Redistricting Could Mean for Beverly Hills’
Neighbors: https://beverlyhillscourier.com/2021/10/09/what-redistricting-could-mean-forbeverly-hills-neighbors/

Neighborhoods surrounding Beverly Hills in the City of Los Angeles may soon see major changes
in the way they are governed as Los Angeles City Council districts are now being redrawn. The
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission adopted a final draft of a new district map on
Sept. 30 and it will be presented to City Council Oct. 28 for approval.
In particular, the “Bird Streets” neighborhood just outside the northeastern city limit of Beverly
Hills would become part of a proposed district that would reach all the way to the 210 Freeway
in the northern San Fernando Valley. Currently, the Birds Streets area is represented by Council
District 4 which includes Los Feliz, Hollywood, Sherman Oaks, Van Nuys and more.
“I don’t think people realize how incredibly important it is,” president of Doheny Sunset Plaza
Neighborhood Association Ellen Evans told the Courier about the redistricting plans.
Evans is also a member of the Bel Air-Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council. She said she and her
community are happy enough with the proposed map, but the shape and size of the proposed
district for her neighborhood has raised some concerns that a council representative would
have too many disparate priorities.
“It’s a funny shape and I think you’re supposed to avoid funny shapes,” Evans said. She said her
neighborhood’s biggest concern is it has already had three different council representatives in
the last 10 years. This makes it difficult for neighborhoods to effectively influence district
policies and programs, she added.
There have been so many different proposed maps leading up to the final draft that L.A.
neighborhood councils did not really have a chance to voice opinions to the Redistricting
Commission, according to Hollywood Hills Neighborhood Council President Anastasia Mann.
Neighborhood councils are bound by law to follow voting procedure before issuing such a
position.
“There’s literally no way a neighborhood council can take a position on a new map every single
day,” Mann told the Courier. “I hope they do things based on community interest and not
political interests.”
L.A. City Council District 5 which includes Bel Air, could also see significant change. This
proposed district would no longer include parts of Encino. It would also reach from the
northern Bel Air border and wrap around south of Beverly Hills into Larchmont and Windsor
Square areas. Larchmont and Windsor Square are currently part of Council District 4.
A narrow strip of neighborhoods near Melrose Avenue, just east of Beverly Hills, would become
part of proposed District 13, which would reach through East Hollywood all the way to the
Glendale city limit.
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In addition to redrawing boundary lines, the commission is also considering renumbering
Council District 4 and Council District 2. This would amount to a label swap between
neighborhoods in the heart of the San Fernando Valley and neighborhoods from Hollywood
Hills through the east Valley. The redistricting commission has left it to the L.A. City Council to
number the two districts in question.
L.A. Councilmember Nithya Raman who currently represents District 4 and Councilmember Paul
Krekorian who represents District 2 have both spoken out against the map, as they would be
representing residents who did not vote for them if the plans are approved.
“The proposed draft map effectively completely erases District 4 as we know it, leaving a
district with either zero percent of our current residents or 29% of our current residents, at a
time when the minimal increases in census population in Los Angeles shows no basis for such
drastic shifts,” said Raman in a statement. “Coming on the heels of an election with historic
voter turnout, how can we in good faith encourage people to participate in municipal politics
only to wholly discard their votes?”
The total population of Los Angeles only increased 2.8% from 2010 to 2020, according to U.S.
Census data. Comparatively, New York’s population grew 7.7% in the same decade.
“The Commission was supposed to protect fair and equitable participation by the voters of Los
Angeles in selecting their representatives,” said Krekorian in a statement. “It would completely
reverse the results of elections that took place just last year. It would disempower voters of
Armenian, Korean and other ethnic backgrounds. And it would silence the public by limiting
comments to only one possible set of maps – in direct contravention of the commission’s own
outreach plan.”
Despite council members’ protests, L.A. city staff told the Courier the commission’s goal from
the beginning of the process was to narrow all possible maps down to one which they would
present to the City Council. There have been multiple public outreach meetings hosted virtually
by the commission since July and ongoing opportunities for the public to submit their
suggestions for the map.
Typically, this public outreach process would have been more robust, but since the U.S. Census
faced delays due to COVID-19, the City of Los Angeles only received the population data a
month ago, L.A. city staff told the Courier. This data largely determines how the districts are
mapped.
With three public hearings remaining in October before the map goes to L.A. City Council, staff
said that residents still have time to influence how the final district boundaries are drawn. On
top of that, the City Council will have an opportunity to reject the commission’s map and create
their own.
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“We still have a ways to go,” said Rafael González, director of community outreach and
engagement for the redistricting commission. “In no way does this mean it will be the final
map.”
Redistricting happens every 10 years and is triggered by the U.S. Census, which is also on a 10year cycle. The commission used 2020 U.S. Census data to ensure each district has about
260,000 residents.
“We consider this the people’s map,” Gonzáles said.
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•

October 10, 2021 – Boulevard Sentinel: Invitation to join Community Public Hearings to
Review 2021 District Maps: https://boulevardsentinel.com/sponsored-content-invitationto-join-community-public-hearings-to-review-2021-draft-district-maps/

Sponsored Content: Invitation to join community public hearings to review 2021 Draft district
maps
These important hearings are part of a public process to draw City Council District maps with
the input of the City’s residents. The Commission will present draft maps informed by 2020
Census, public and written testimony and other relevant data sources.
This will be the last chance we get to hear from you before the maps get sent to the Los
Angeles City Council for final approval on October 29, 2021. We need to hear your opinion
about these maps. Do the maps truly reflect the boundaries of your community? Is your
Council District set up to ensure you and your neighbors are fairly represented?
Come join our virtual meetings and let us know. Your voice is your power.
• To attend or participate: go to http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
• To listen only: Call 1-669-254-5252, enter 161 545 4787#
• To submit written comments: go to http://bit.ly/lacitycoi
You can also watch these hearings by going to LA CITYVIEW 35 on cable Channel 35 (in the City
of LA) or website at lacityview.org/live and on YouTube at @laccrc2021.
Please share this invitation with your neighbors, friends, and family.
If you require translation services please let us know at 213-263-5765.
For more information about the City’s redistricting process, visit
http://redistricting2021.lacity.org
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•

October 11, 2021 – New York Times (Opinion): What an L.A. City Council Seat Shows
About Power and Politics: https://www.nytimes.com/2021/10/11/opinion/raman-housinglos-angeles.html

In November 2020, Nithya Raman, a 40-year-old former urban planner, unseated a well-funded
fellow Democrat and thoroughly endorsed incumbent named David Ryu to win the Los Angeles
City Council seat for Council District 4 (CD-4). It’s an amoeba-shaped area that encompasses the
tony hills of Silver Lake, where Raman lives, sweeps down through the ultrawealthy avenues of
Hancock Park, pushes out past the 18 high-rise apartment buildings of Park LaBrea, travels
through working- and middle-class sections of the Los Feliz flats and Hollywood, runs up the
Hollywood Hills and finally spills out into the suburb of Sherman Oaks.
Employing an aggressive door-knocking campaign, a young and enthusiastic staff and a good
deal of celebrity endorsements and positive media coverage, Raman forced a runoff with Ryu,
which she ultimately won by a comfortable margin. In doing so, she produced a collection of
firsts: She became the first South Asian American woman elected to the council. She made Ryu
into the first incumbent to lose his seat since 2003. She also collected the most votes for a City
Council member in the history of Los Angeles. In 2015, roughly 24,000 people voted in the
election for CD-4. In 2020, spurred in large part by a decision to pair the contests with national
elections, over 130,000 people voted in the Ryu versus Raman runoff.
A former council member called Raman’s election a “political earthquake” and said it
represented a new day in city politics where a group of young people energized by the Bernie
Sanders campaign could upend business as usual at City Hall. Raman did not carry the co-signs
from the typical politicians or the city’s big newspapers that are usually required to win races in
Los Angeles. But she was endorsed and supported by progressive, left-leaning groups such as
the Sunrise Movement and the Democratic Socialists of America. This set up what’s become an
increasingly familiar showdown between young, leftist upstarts and Democratic machine
politics.
Across the country, these organizers and political workers have managed to elect dozens of
candidates who would have been seen as radicals as recently as the second Obama term. They
have done so both nationally and locally, whether it’s Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez and Jamaal
Bowman in New York; India Walton in Buffalo; Carroll Fife in Oakland, Calif.; or Cori Bush in
Missouri. But upon taking office, many have come up against a different type of political
organizing that stymies many of their more ambitious plans.
Raman has a wide range of progressive policy ideas, but as is typical in blue California cities, the
real contention points come down to her stances on housing and, by extension, homelessness.
She ran on an aggressive platform to decriminalize homelessness, freeze rents, strengthen
eviction protections and build affordable housing throughout her district.
Her housing ideas are emblematic of a small but influential school of planning and land use that
attempts to marry the concerns of tenants rights activists and the free market advocates who
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want to build, build, build. How do you make a city denser and more equitable without forcing
out current tenants? How do you plan new construction in a way that ensures affordability but
also doesn’t saddle itself with so much regulation and red tape that a shovel never hits the
ground?
“We need to make it possible to build more housing in the central areas of the city,” Raman
told me last week. “We need to make it possible to build more housing in areas of the city that
are close to employment centers and economic drivers. And we need to build that housing
more densely.”
“Land-use policies and the history of land-use policies, in a city like Los Angeles, shapes so much
of what we see here. Residential segregation, racial injustice, policing — everything, at its root,
comes back to land-use policies,” Raman continued. “Debates around land use are central to
understanding almost everything about the history of Los Angeles and how it functions.”
Raman’s ideas to have more affordable housing and more services for the homeless, including
“community access centers” where people in need can walk in, talk to a case manager and
“have their basic needs for hygiene, food and health care met” have put her directly in the
cross hairs of discontented residents in her district. In less than a year in office, Raman has
already faced a failed recall bid that followed her proposal to raise the height restrictions on
buildings in two sections of her district from three stories to five.
Today, Raman faces a much more serious challenge: Every 10 years, the city redraws the
council districts to reflect demographic changes in the most recent census. In meetings with the
public, the redistricting commission is currently presenting its redrawing of the map, a vast
majority of which will remain more or less the same, reflecting a relatively stagnant period in
the city.
Only two of the city’s 15 districts may undergo a comprehensive change: District 2, currently
represented by Paul Krekorian, and Raman’s District 4. If the City Council votes to approve the
current proposal without any changes, Raman would effectively lose her base of renters as well
as the members of wealthy neighborhoods and powerful homeowners association who most
fervently opposed her housing policies. These residents wrote letters and submitted draft
maps to the redistricting committee, asking to be cut out of the district and reconnected with
adjacent “communities of interest.” Raman would still sit on the City Council, but she almost
certainly would be representing constituents who had not voted for her, or for her opponent,
for that matter.
It should be said that redistricting isn’t anything new, but it rarely leads to such drastic voter
displacement. What’s truly bizarre is that the proposal under review does not determine which
of the proposed new districts will be which — they are currently titled “2 or 4,” which means
that neither Raman nor Krekorian have any idea who they will be representing.
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Raman’s district could move 20 miles to the northwest into the farthest reaches of the San
Fernando Valley, where she would suddenly become the councilwoman for the communities of
Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda and Lake Balboa. Under the second option, Raman would keep
a small part of Silver Lake, where she lives, but she would also be taking on the homeowner
district Shadow Hills. If she gets the district in the valley, she will preside over exactly 0 percent
of the people who voted for her in the election. According to analysis done by Raman’s
campaign, the Shadow Hills option will include only 29 percent of her current voter base.
Either result would effectively disenfranchise thousands of voters. It would be as if you took
President Biden and Prime Minister Justin Trudeau of Canada out of office, told them they
would now be presiding over France and Germany, but told them they had to wait to figure out
which.
How all this happened should tell you quite a bit about how politics actually works in cities and
how the people in charge aren’t always the ones sitting in city hall.
Tenants versus homeowners
For Raman, resistance came well before she won her seat. In his first go-round in the City
Council, Ryu, who was first elected in 2015, proved himself adept at forging the types of insider
relationships that pave the way for long political careers. Less than a month before the 2020
election, none other than Hillary Clinton came out to endorse him. (Nancy Pelosi, whose home
district is San Francisco, also endorsed Ryu.)
Why would Clinton take the time to weigh in on a Los Angeles City Council seat?
There’s no clear answer, but it should be noted that CD-4 is home to a great deal of
Hollywood’s biggest stars and executives. Over the course of the election, some of the most
famous people in the world took sides. According to reporting by Kirsten Chuba in The
Hollywood Reporter, Natalie Portman, Tina Fey and a number of Raman’s prominent fellow
Harvard alumni like the television writer Mike Schur publicly supported Raman while many of
the industry’s executives and agents backed Ryu.
Ryu versus Raman ultimately became a fight between homeowners and renters. Electoral
maps bear that out: Raman’s largest areas of support came from the Los Feliz flats, home to
many renters, the more working-class areas of Hollywood and the thousands of renters in Park
LaBrea. Ryu won a vast majority of the Hollywood Hills, Hancock Park and large parts of
Sherman Oaks. Under the new proposed district map, Sherman Oaks, the Hollywood Hills and
Hancock Park may no longer be under Raman’s stewardship.
In America’s big cities, where housing has become an increasing priority, and the dividing line
between the haves and the have-nots, it’s worth asking whether part of the future of civic
politics might be defined by a new type of identity politics: homeowners versus renters. The
competing interests of both groups have always been present — as we’ll see in the next
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newsletter, much of the history of Southern California has been dictated by well-organized
homeowners associations — but these questions have been largely relegated to the metro
pages of newspapers or wonky conversations about zoning.
Who ultimately wins in a fight between motivated homeowners and a politician who has
pledged to fight for renters, affordable housing and protections for the homeless? And how do
politics actually function after an election? In Thursday’s edition of the newsletter, I will be
writing about two prominent, historic and powerful organizations that have been trying to
influence the redistricting for years: the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and the
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association.
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October 11, 2021 – CityWatch LA: Who let the Dog out? Woof. Woof. Woof:
https://www.citywatchla.com/index.php/cw/los-angeles/22787-who-let-the-dog-out-woofwoof

Excerpt:
Redistricting:
The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission was supposed to adjust the boundaries
of the Council districts to reflect changes in population as reported in the 2020 U.S. Census,
while giving due consideration to other factors, such as geographical boundaries and
communities of interest.
Sadly, the integrity of the process may have been compromised by backroom deal-making and
has produced a plan that disenfranchises thousands of voters by depriving them of the
representation they voted for.
Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping
renters. She's the legitimate Goat.
Yet the K.25 draft map, has been called, "a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district
and remove a Woman of Color from office."
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October 12, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Redistricting Discussions Continue – Map Tweaks
Begin Tomorrow: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmontvillage/redistricting-discussions-continue-map-tweaks-begin-tomorrow/

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commissioners at Saturday’s online public input meeting.
The most recent Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission meeting, held on Saturday,
October 8, was the second in a series of four meetings being held by the Commission to collect
public input on its chosen base map, Draft Plan K 2.5. As such, the lion’s share of the meeting
(as with the previous public input meeting on Wednesday, October 6) was devoted to simply
letting members of the public speak, in favor of, in opposition to, or with specific suggestions
for changes to the draft map.
Map Suggestions from the People’s Bloc
Before the floor was opened to the public at Saturday’s meeting, however, the commission also
welcomed a brief presentation by representatives of a group called the People’s Bloc,
representing 43 different community-based organizations around the city, who addressed two
of the biggest issues that have come up in the redistricting conversation so far: how to handle
the division of major “economic engines” in two South LA city council districts (8 and 9)…and
how to handle myriad requests to unite all of the Highland Park neighborhood, as well as other
East LA communities such as Eagle Rock, El Sereno, Lincoln Heights, and Boyle Heights in CD 14,
along with downtown, Little Tokyo, and all of a united Chinatown area.
Addressing the first of these issues, the People’s Bloc representatives presented a new
suggested map for Council Districts 8 and 9, which would return USC and the Exposition Park
area to CD 8 (from which they’d been taken in the last round of City Council redistricting in
2011-2012), and which compensates CD 9 for the loss by extending its reach northward to
include the Staples Center and LA Live areas, as shown in the map on the right, below.
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Current Draft Plan K 2.5 map of CDs 8 and 9 (left)…and the People’s Bloc suggested map of
those districts (right), which returns USC and Exposition Park to CD 8, and places Staples Center
and LA Live in CD 9.
In addition to redistributing the economic assets of these two generally low income districts,
the representatives said the suggested map for these areas would also address the
commission’s priority of maintaining a 50%+1 percentage of Black voters in CD 8, and would
keep the Black voting population above 20% in CD 9.
Next, the People’s Bloc representatives also presented a new suggested map for the East LA
area, which would unite all of Chinatown, Little Tokyo, Downtown, Lincoln Heights, Boyle
Heights, Montecito Heights and El Sereno in District 14, as many people have also requested. It
would not, however, include Highland Park and Eagle Rock in CD 14, and would instead move
those areas to CD 1.

Current Draft Plan K 2.5 map of the East LA area (left), and the People’s Bloc suggested map
(right).
Public Comments
In the public comment portion of the meeting, both of the above issues – which have loomed
large in all of the redistricting conversations so far – received numerous comments, with many
people associated with the People’s Bloc organizations and the Community Coalition endorsing
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the suggestions above, especially for CD 8. But there were also still a number of people
speaking in opposition to the People’s Bloc, in favor of keeping the current CD 8 and 9
boundaries, and leaving the USC/Expo Park area in CD 9. Also, there were a large number of
requests that Highland Park, especially, be united in a single council district, and that it be
placed in CD 14 and not CD 1, as the People’s Bloc suggested.
As at the previous public input meeting on Draft Plan K 2.5, this meeting also included more
than a dozen comments from people who live in the Greater Wilshire area, thanking the
commission for keeping that area whole and together with other communities of interest in CD
5…as well as a number of people from the area represented by the Westside Neighborhood
Council, likewise thanking the commission for keeping that area together in a single council
district in Draft Plan K 2.5.
Comments from San Fernando Valley residents were a bit less positive, however, with quite a
few speakers taking issue with Draft Plan K 2.5’s current layout for that part of the city.
These speakers criticized the plan for splitting up west Valley areas with similar interests,
creating a very different version of CD 3 that would be much more white than the current
district, splitting Shadow Hills away from other equestrian communities in CD 7, and splitting
Sun Valley among three council districts (when it would prefer just one or two). There were
also a number of people who disagreed with Studio City’s location in the draft plan, and
debated whether it should be in CD 3 with other more affluent neighborhoods to the west, or in
CD “2-or-4” with other more diverse and urban neighborhoods to the east and south.

Valley section of the current Draft Plan K 2.5.
Several San Fernando Valley residents, and representatives of various homeowner groups in
the western part of the Valley, also said they would prefer a plan outlined in publicly submitted
Map #57666 , which they said would solve many of the issues mentioned above, would create
better ethnic and economic balance, and would more closely resemble current versions of
council districts in the Valley.
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Publicly submitted map #57666, mentioned by several speakers from the San Fernando Valley
during public comment at Saturday’s meeting.
Finally, a large number of commenters addressed what is becoming one of the biggest topics of
the current redistricting conversation – how CD 4, currently represented by City
Councilmember Nithya Raman, has been drastically re-shaped into what is now labeled “District
2-or-4” on the Draft Plan K 2.5 map, and how that configuration may retain only about 30% of
the voters who elected Raman just last fall.
Members of the Redistricting Commission have suggested that the re-shaping is is largely a
result of the concurrent re-molding of districts all around CD 4, many of which press up against
the city’s various boundaries, and have less room to push out in other directions and thus have
to push in on CD 4 in new ways. But a very vocal number of Raman supporters calling in to the
meeting accused the commission of racism and deference to the wishes of wealthy single
family homeowners, at the expense and disenfranchisement of renters, immigrants and the
working class, in re-shaping the more central CD 4 in Draft Plan K 2.5.
Progressive political action groups Ground Game LA and Knock LA held a “pre-game” strategy
session just before Saturday’s redistricting meeting, and several attendees speaking at the
meeting quoted from talking points provided by those groups. But their protests do seem to
be gaining some steam, even outside LA, as noted in a New York Times opinion piece yesterday,
which asks “whether part of the future of civic politics might be defined by a new type of
identity politics: homeowners versus renters.” (Another story, focusing on the homeowner side
of the question, is promised there on Thursday.)
What’s Next
While there are officially two more meetings remaining in the public comment phase for Draft
Plan K 2.5, at the close of public comments on Saturday, Commission chair Fred Ali suggested
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that the commissioners begin making some tweaks to the map at the next meeting, scheduled
for tomorrow night (Wednesday, October 13).
In preparation for that work, several commissioners requested that the commission’s mapping
consultant provide them with a some new overlays for the Draft Plan K 2.5 maps, showing
additional information such as renter population, economic generators, an equity index,
current city council district boundaries, Neighborhood Council borders, and the LA Timesdefined neighborhood boundaries. They also asked to see Map #57666, which was not readily
available at Saturday’s meeting.
Remaining Meetings
As noted above, there are two remaining public input meetings for Draft Plan K 2.5 – tomorrow
(Wednesday, October 13, and Saturday, October 16) – with the commission likely to start
making at least some small map adjustments at those meetings. Then the commission will
meet twice more to finish its map adjustments and recommend a final recommended map to
pass along to the City Council.
All of the upcoming meetings will be virtual, using the same Zoom link. Dates and times for the
remaining meetings are:
Wednesday, October 13, 6 p.m
Saturday, October 16, 10 a.m.
Monday, October 18, 6 p.m.
Thursday, October 21, 6 p.m.
Instead of (or in addition to) speaking at the meetings, members of the public can also submit
written comments to the Commission at bit.ly/mapfeedbackla
The video recording of this past Saturday’s meeting is available here.
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October 12, 2021 – Streetsblog LA (Calendar Listing): This Week In Livable Streets:
https://la.streetsblog.org/2021/10/12/this-week-in-livable-streets-296/

Excerpt:
•

Wednesday 10/13 and Saturday 10/16 – The city council redistricting process continues this
week with public meetings featuring brief presentations and then opportunities for public
comment. Visit the redistricting website for schedules, the draft map, and details for how to
tune in. Wednesday’s meeting begins at 6 p.m.; Saturday’s begins at 10 a.m.
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October 13, 2021 – KABC 7: Proposed Los Angeles Redistricting Map Disenfranchises
Voters, two LA City Councilmembers Say: https://abc7.com/los-angeles-redistricting-paulkrekorian-nithya-raman/11122839/

LOS ANGELES (KABC) -- Every 10 years following the census, the Los Angeles Redistricting
Commission proposes changes to the city of L.A.'s district maps.
But their single proposal following the 2020 Census has two councilmembers, Paul Krekorian
and Nithya Raman, furious and at risk of losing the neighborhoods they currently serve.
"That map is outrageous. It disenfranchises a half a million people in those two districts and
under these maps, only 10% of those 500,000 people would be represented by someone that
they had a chance to vote for," Krekorian said.
Recent Stories from ABC 7
Krekorian represents Council District 2 in the San Fernando Valley. Raman, who has only been
in office for 10 months, represents Council District 4, which includes Los Feliz, parts of
Koreatown, the Hollywood Hills and Sherman Oaks.
If the L.A. City Council approves the new map, Raman and Krekorian's districts would be redesigned and one of them would represent a completely different area.
"I spent almost two years telling people in LA that their voices mattered. That engaging in city
government could make real change," Raman tweeted last Tuesday. "Now, thanks to the
actions of a few unelected commissioners, the voices of hundreds of thousands of Angelenos
are being erased."
Krekorian says the new map isn't based on changes over the past 10 years in population or
demographics.
"I think the result that they have put out for the public to comment on is the result of dealmaking and politics, and I don't think that's the way this process should work," Krekorian said.
"This process should be open, transparent, the public should have an opportunity to comment
on many different options."
In a statement, commission chair Fred Ali said in part: "The LA City Council Redistricting
Commission's focus has always and continues to be on ensuring that the creation of City
Council districts is based on 2020 census data, communities of interest testimony, the federal
voting rights act, and other relevant data sources and not on how it helps or hurts elected
officials."
The commission is holding a virtual meeting for public comment Wednesday night at 6 p.m. If
you'd like to participate, click here.
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October 13, 2021 – The Eastsider LA: How did Cypress Park lose 1,258 residents?:
https://www.theeastsiderla.com/neighborhoods/cypress_park/how-did-cypress-park-lose1-258-residents/article_85353960-26f6-11ec-b0b0-6b8b59133d41.html

Cypress Park -- The results from the 2020 Census have left many residents surprised and a bit
puzzled.
Instead of growing, the number of people living within the boundaries of the Greater Cypress
Park Neighborhood Council dropped by 13% since the 2010 count, according to an analysis of
2020 US Census. That’s the biggest percentage loss of any of the city’s 99 neighborhood
councils.
So, why did the population of Cypress Park drop by 1,258 people? An undercount?
Gentrification? The neighborhood council asked the U.S. Census to explain. But for now there
are more questions than answers.
The decline was revealed in August after the L.A City Council Redistricting Commission had the
latest U.S. Census figures analyzed as it redraws council district boundaries.
Cypress Park reported the biggest drop in LA
Cypress Park was not the only Eastside neighborhood that showed a drop based on U.S. Census
figures. For example, across the river in Elysian Valley, the population dropped 11%. But
Cypress Park stood out with the city’s biggest decline.
A recent appearance by a U.S. Census official before the Cypress Park Neighborhood Council
helped clarify the drop itself, without offering any specific explanation for it.
“They didn't have an explanation or answers to our questions,” said council member Romana
Barajas.
Undercount to blame?
One of those questions was whether the population of this neighborhood may have been
undercounted. Research from the UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge showed that
undercounts in L.A. County were most likely to occur where the majority of residents are Latino
or Asian; have lower incomes; rent their homes; or were born outside the United
States, UCLA reported.
Cypress Park is 81% Latino, according to the redistricting commission review of the census
figures.
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Demographic changes
Meanwhile, the areas of Cypress Park with the biggest drops in population also had higher rates
of poverty, according to Luz Castillo from the Census Bureau, who presented the findings to the
neighborhood council. The Latino population also decreased overall, while the white population
increased, she said.
But Castillo emphasized the thoroughness of the census process for gathering data, according
to minutes from the neighborhood council meeting. She told the board that enumerators
visited households multiple times for follow-ups on non-responses. In the end, they got 99.9%
of the responses they were looking for at those addresses, including at “hidden housing,” such
as converted garages.
Despite facing a pandemic, natural disasters and other unforeseen challenges, the 2020 Census
results thus far are in line with overall benchmarks," the Census Bureau said in a statement.
Still, a post-enumeration survey will be conducted to look for any undercounts or over-counts
in any communities. That data will become available early next year.
Residents don't notice a change
For Cypress Park residents who talked to The Eastsider, it certainly doesn’t seem like the
neighborhood has become less crowded. Anthea Raymond, who has lived in the neighborhood
for seven years, said, “If anything, there is much more traffic."
Jennifer Toole, who has been living here for six years, said she also had not noticed a huge
plummet.
“Last year felt like more people were moving in with each other,” Toole said. “If there is a
decline, I’d assume it’s a few things. This area was one of the hardest hit during the pandemic people died - and got displaced economically." .
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Elsa Flores, who has lived in the neighborhood since 1991, said she hasn’t noticed a difference
along Cypress Avenue, where she lives. But she has seen how gentrification can shrink the
population.
“Just this July, our neighbor sold his home after 20-plus years. He had four sons, one grandson,
the son's girlfriend, and himself and his wife all living in one house," Flores said. "It was now
bought by a couple, and I can't tell you the amount of open parking spaces on the street alone!”
“They went from a family of eight living in one home to two."
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October 13, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: (Calendar Listing) Upcoming Public Meetings:
https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/upcoming-publicmeetings/

Excerpt

There are a number of public meeting coming up this week and next. Pictured is the LA City
Council Redistricting Commission, which is meeting again this evening.
There are a number of public meetings coming up in the next week on a variety of local issues.
Tonight at 6 p.m., there’s another LA City Council Redistricting Commission meeting, and then
at 6:30 p.m. the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council is having its monthly meeting.
But also, Tomorrow, Thursday, October 14, the Department of City Planning will present the
new Housing Element of the City’s General Plan to the City Planning Commission. This weekend
there’s a walk with LADOT…and next week there’s a meeting on the construction project at
John Burroughs Elementary school.
Read on for details. And the, if you have time, hop on Zoom and check out one or more
meetings, it’s the best way, other than reading the Buzz, to find out what’s going on and share
your thoughts!
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October 14, 2021 – New York Times (Opinion): How Homeowners’ Associations Get Their
Way in California: https://www.nytimes.com/2021/10/14/opinion/california-housingrenters.html

In the last edition of my newsletter, I wrote about Los Angeles City Councilwoman Nithya Raman
and the challenges she’s faced in her political career. Raman ran on a host of progressive policy
prescriptions, but her housing plans — construction of more affordable units and homeless
services — were what brought her into a face-off with powerful political forces that threaten to
remove from her district most, if not all, of her constituents. This newsletter is about what those
forces are.
In his landmark 1990 book “City of Quartz,” the historian Mike Davis writes, “the most
powerful ‘social movement’ in contemporary Southern California is that of affluent
homeowners, organized by notional community designations or tract names, engaged in the
defense of home values and neighborhood exclusivity.” Davis is talking about homeowners’
associations, which since the 1920s have been organizing to keep their neighborhoods exactly
as they are.
This has meant enforcing “deed restrictions,” which kept out Black and Asian families, and
various secession attempts from cities that may have had different priorities.
Up until very recently, these organizations, which exist mostly in middle- and upper-middleclass neighborhoods, have operated largely in the shadows. “For most of the twentieth
century,” Davis writes, “homeowners’ associations have been the ‘trade unions’ of an
important section of the middle class. Yet they remain largely a terra incognita, neglected by
urban historians and sociologists alike.”
Nithya Raman’s City Council seat representing Council District 4 (CD-4) currently includes a
handful of ultrapowerful homeowners’ associations. There could be a lot written about any of
them, but I want to focus on two in particular: the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association and
the Hancock Park Homeowners Association — and how they’ve fought to move into a different
jurisdiction.
The King of the Valley
Sherman Oaks, a quasi-suburb of Los Angeles that mixes multimillion-dollar single-family homes
with long stretches of apartment complexes, suffers from a confused identity. Its more
than 70,000 residents are technically part of the city of Los Angeles, but many of them consider
their area a distinct community with its own values, demographics and politics.
Sherman Oaks is, perhaps, the oddest and least logical part of Raman’s current district — it
extends out of the contiguous landmass of CD-4 and is disconnected with its so-called
communities of interest, a term that has become ubiquitous in Southern California. It can mean
more or less whatever you want it to mean, but it is often shorthand for pairing homeowners
with homeowners and renters with renters.

212

Richard Close, a 76-year-old lawyer, has been the head of the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association (SOHA) since 1977. During that 44-year reign, Close, who grew up in the Boston
suburb of Andover and early on was exposed to political organizing through his father’s law
partner, U.S. Representative Thomas Lane, has turned his outfit into one of the most powerful
political organizations in California.
In the late 1970s Close teamed up with an activist named Howard Jarvis to start Californians for
Prop. 13, in support of a constitutional amendment that went on to pass in 1978. The initiative
effectively froze residential property taxes in California at the point of purchase, dating back to
1975. So if you bought a house that year for, say, $240,000 and that house is now worth $2.2
million (a common occurrence), you will essentially be paying nearly the same tax bill that you
paid 40 years ago, adjusted for inflation. This one law has inhibited the state’s tax base and has
been blamed for everything from underfunded schools to stagnant housing markets to
the financial distress of the entire state.
It also gave homeowners a sense of political identity while incentivizing people to stay in their
homes as long as possible and, up until recently, pass their homes and their favorable tax rates
on to their children. Californians approved Proposition 13 with 65 percent of the vote, and it is
still popular.
“Howard Jarvis used to come to our meetings,” Close told me in a rather thick Boston accent.
“He was very charismatic. We had the people and he had the charisma.” Close is correct: He did
have the people.
During the Proposition 13 fight, Close would keep tabs on his own community through monthly
meetings, where people would voice a litany of suggestions and grievances. He would also go
into surrounding communities, whether wealthy or not, and try to meet with other heads of
homeowners’ associations. If no homeowners’ association was present, he’d encourage
residents to form one. “I’m a delegator,” Close told me. “I find strong people, I find people that
want to work, and we were out, getting signatures in the 90-plus-degree temperatures of the
San Fernando Valley.”
For years, Close has edited the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association Newsletter, a monthly
mailer sent out to a list of about 3,000 recipients. (At the end of our conversation, Close asked
me for my address and said he’d put me on this list, proving that a master organizer sometimes
just can’t help himself.)
The newsletter has served as the unofficial beacon of Valley homeowners and became a way
for Close and SOHA to weigh in on local politicians. “Our focus was to carrot and stick,” Close
said. “We would have no hesitation of calling out an elected official if he or she didn’t do what
we believed was in the best interest of the community.” And likewise, if they did, “we would
praise them.”
I asked Close if this approach got attention from politicians.
213

“Absolutely,” he said, and told a story about Mike Feuer, the city attorney of Los Angeles and a
current mayoral candidate. The SOHA newsletter had been critical of then-Councilman Feuer,
who then reached out to Close and said he disagreed with what had been written. Close said
that he didn’t understand the issue — this was a community newsletter, not a major
newspaper. As Close recalls, Feuer then said, “The trouble is that I don’t have your mailing list,
so I cannot respond to what you say.” (Feuer’s office did not respond to a request for
comment.)
By the end of the 1970s, Close created an unofficial network of political power, one that would
have a large say in nearly every major land-use bill in the city for the next 40 years. It mostly
accomplished this through the praise and criticism it heaped on local lawmakers and with a
large bloc of people who would show up to vote in seemingly meaningless elections.
“Politicians need grass roots. I’m grass roots,” Close told Los Angeles Magazine in 2017.
Some may roll their eyes at the thought that a coalition of mostly affluent homeowners could
qualify as “grass roots,” a term more commonly associated with social justice movements. But
they would be wrong: Throughout his four-decade reign, Close and SOHA have consistently outorganized, out-hustled and outmaneuvered their political opponents.
In the 1980s, Close and SOHA joined with dozens of other homeowners’ associations to form
the “slow growth” movement in the Valley, which sought to impede construction of new
housing, retain single-family zoning and, in many instances, wrest control from the City of Los
Angeles or any other meddling municipal officials.
Close, for example, was a main proponent of the 2002 failed attempt of the San Fernando
Valley to secede from the rest of Los Angeles, citing, among other reasons, a lack of services
proportionate to its tax base. He worked to pass the monumental 1986 Proposition U, which
restricted the amount of square footage that could be built on top of a plot of land in Los
Angeles and which still places a stranglehold on residential and commercial real estate.
Some SOHA members also played a major part in the failed efforts in the late 1970s to stop the
busing of Black students from South Los Angeles to Valley schools. SOHA took no official
position in that fight, but individuals who had witnessed its organizing power brought their
knowledge to the campaigns, prompting an antibusing Los Angeles Board of Education member
to say, “We learned our political p’s and q’s in the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association.”
Close’s network still exists, and it continues to practice the coalition politics that have protected
its neighborhoods for the past half century. Though the demographics of the Valley have
changed — Latinos now constitute a plurality of the population according to the Census Bureau
— SOHA and his network are still active. They still pass around petitions and meet every month
to hear from one another.
In 2015, Close and SOHA flexed their muscle in the City Council elections by backing David Ryu
in his victory against the candidate endorsed by The Los Angeles Times. The credit, both
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publicly and privately, was given to Close and SOHA. A scene described in a 2017 article in Los
Angeles Magazine shows Close’s influence:
“Ryu is among the few pols in Close’s glow, and he is the featured speaker at the meeting this
evening. As the 41-year-old former community health director approaches the stage in the
cafeteria, Close bellows, ‘He was not supposed to win the primary; he was supposed to be
gone. How many councilmen endorsed you?’ Zero, responds Ryu. ‘How many developer dollars
did you take?’ None. ‘So how did you win?’ Ryu gestures to the room. ‘Because of you.’”
Back in 2015, organizations like SOHA could have a significant effect on City Council elections
for the very simple reason that odd-year elections, which do not coincide with national and
state contests, usually have very low voter turnout. The 2020 election against Raman was the
first in years to be held at the same time as a presidential race, which meant SOHA’s bloc of
votes would not go as far.
They once again threw their weight behind Ryu. When he lost to Raman, whose platform
wasn’t exactly aligned with SOHA’s, Close pushed for Sherman Oaks to be separated from the
rest of the councilwoman’s district and join the rest of the San Fernando Valley.
In a 2020 letter to the City Council’s redistricting commission, a representative from SOHA
argued that Valley residents should share districts with other Valley neighborhoods. Today,
SOHA believes its interests are aligned with the proposal in front of the council, which would
effectively take away Raman’s district and would liberate Sherman Oaks from her jurisdiction.
“SOHA is in full support of the Redistricting Commission’s recommended map K2.5,” Close said.
“We are not proposing a different map.”
I asked Close if SOHA had been working to influence the drawing of the new district maps that
would reunite them with the Valley and pry them away from Raman. “Absolutely,” he said.
“That’s the whole purpose of public participation in this process. They’ve held a huge number
of public meetings, they want public input. So the answer is, absolutely, we’re lobbying for the
current redistricting plan.” Whether the commission was swayed or not by SOHA, its proposed
map aligns with what SOHA was asking for.
I also asked Close how much of this push was just about getting Raman and her ambitious
housing plans out of their hair. “I don’t think that was a motive,” he said. He then chuckled and
said, “However, Sherman Oaks is much more conservative than she is. Sherman Oaks is more
constituent-services oriented. There’s been a lot of criticism that she has not focused on
constituent services — what’s often called the pothole approach to politics, getting problems
solved in the community, as opposed to focusing on citywide problems. If I had a crystal ball
and asked, ‘Would the Sherman Oaks residents like the new districts because of the new
council member?,’ I think a lot of people would say yes.”
The Hancock Park Homeowners Association
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Hancock Park, an unusually leafy neighborhood in the middle of Los Angeles, sits between two
ethnic enclaves: Koreatown to the east and the Orthodox Jewish community in Fairfax to the
west. With its rows of mansions on large lots, Hancock Park offers a rare touch of tasteful
opulence in Southern California. Such unique traits have made its residents fiercely protective
of the neighborhood.
In 1948, residents formed the Hancock Park Property Owners Association to block Nat King Cole
from moving in. They failed, but the homeowners in the neighborhood have been organized
ever since.
Today, the renamed Hancock Park Homeowners Association (HPHA) is led by Cindy Chvatal, an
executive producer on the long-running hit television show “CSI.” For the past 10 years, Chvatal
has been trying to unite Hancock Park with its own “communities of interest” — to the west.
Last month, she brought together several homeowners’ associations in the area to propose a
map to the Redistricting Commission that would move Hancock Park out of Raman’s CD-4 and
into CD-5 under the leadership of a new council member.
Like Close, Chvatal says that there’s nothing personal about HPHA’s push to leave Raman’s
district; this effort, she said, is about uniting her neighborhood with the people who share its
parks, schools and the like.
“Which way do you think is more like our neighborhood?” Chvatal asked me. “To the west or to
the east?”
The area to the west, which has more single-family housing had more in common, I said, with
Hancock Park than Koreatown to the east, with all of its renters and strip malls.
“Exactly,” Chvatal said. “To the east, it’s denser, it’s more apartments, and it’s more
commercial.”
The term “communities of interest” kept coming up during my conversations with Close and
Chvatal. The idea is pretty easy to understand, perhaps even natural: Neighborhoods that are
alike and share parks, schools and other services should be lumped together. But if every
district is simply a collection of communities of interest, the result will, by definition, be
segregated zones all competing for attention in City Hall. In this setup, the rich will usually win
and the poor will usually lose, not only because that’s how things usually work in America, but
also because the rich tend to have more Richard Closes and Cindy Chvatals.
Tenant organizers and renters also talk about “communities of interest” and the need to
consolidate their own concerns. (More on that in Part 3 of this series.) For example, Koreatown,
an area rich with immigrants and apartment buildings, has been cut up into four districts, which
has made it difficult to organize political power in the neighborhood and often places those
renters into small pockets within mostly homeowner districts.
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Chvatal has poured hundreds of hours of unpaid work to turn HPHA into a political powerhouse
that represents its mostly wealthy members. If you watch the video of a Zoom call the HPHA
had with Raman earlier this year, you can see the specific contours of Chvatal’s concerns. She
believes that a City Council member should deal with the specific neighborhood issues of his or
her constituents, what Close called “pothole politics.”
“Nithya was running for the city,” Chvatal said of Raman. “Her ideas were big and it was ‘Nithya
for the City.’” I asked Chvatal to clarify a bit because what she was saying was more or less true.
Raman had run on an ambitious citywide agenda. (“She ran a campaign as if she was running
for mayor,” Close echoed.) Was the issue, then, that Raman was not actually attuned to the
specific needs of constituents like the members of the HPHA, who were not renters?
In response, Chvatal asked, “Why does she want us?”
There are two truths to pull out of this conversation. First: Nobody in California can organize
quite like its homeowners’ associations. Second: “Communities of interest” will continue to
consolidate financial and political power into blocs that will likely have an outsize influence on
what happens in the city.
Close, Chvatal and their networks of homeowners’ associations have flexed their might through
grass-roots campaigns that should be the envy of every progressive in America. By
understanding the importance of boring, wonky things like zoning codes and building-height
restrictions, they laid a foundation of restrictions that are likely to outlast Raman and every
member of the City Council.
One can disagree with Close and Chvatal, but anyone who dismisses their work as just the fruits
of immense privilege are missing out on a valuable lesson on how to get things done. What any
cause needs is a tireless advocate and a bunch of people who have both the time and energy to
show up to every community meeting, vote in every seemingly insignificant election and see
shared struggles in even the smallest housing fights.
Raman also seems aware of the obstacles she faces as a newcomer who does not have the
endorsement of some of the city’s powerful homeowners’ associations and politicians. “By
definition, I’m a total outsider,” she said. Speaking about the Redistricting Commission, she
added, “I think those are places where my lack of existing relationships hurts my ability to have
my district protected.”
It’s tempting to say that Close and Chvatal represent real politics while Raman and her
supporters, despite their election win, should be written off as idealistic novices who need to
play by the actual rules of the game. But, like most things with housing and politics, the truth is
a bit more complicated.
Raman may very well lose the entirety of her constituency and spend the next three years going
door-to-door in the far reaches of the Valley. But it shouldn’t be forgotten that she also
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unseated Ryu, who was backed by all the same homeowners’ association leaders, and in doing
so may have unearthed a strategy that could work in any district with a fair number of renters.
In the third installment of this series, I will be writing about Park La Brea, the largest apartment
complex west of the Mississippi, and how its residents helped get Raman elected.
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October 14, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: Ridley-Thomas indictment brings fresh uncertainty
to an already unsettled City Hall: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-1014/mark-ridley-thomas-corruption-case-brings-more-uncertainty-to-city-hall

In a city where the mayor is partway out the door, one former councilman has been handed a
prison sentence and another is awaiting trial, the indictment of Councilman Mark RidleyThomas delivered yet another blow to the stability of Los Angeles city government.
Mayor Eric Garcetti is still waiting for a confirmation hearing that will determine whether he
becomes U.S. ambassador to India, and no one knows for certain when or if he will leave.
Ten of the city’s 18 elected officials are running for reelection or for higher office, with some
beginning to take shots at each other on the campaign trail. Meanwhile, anxious council
members still don’t know which neighborhoods they will represent next year — thanks to a
contentious redistricting process that has sparked protests across several parts of the city.
Now, city leaders have been handed another political grenade: what to do about RidleyThomas, a veteran policy maker who has been enormously influential on homelessness, public
safety and other citywide issues.
Ridley-Thomas, who served 12 years as a county supervisor before returning to City Hall last
year, is accused of conspiring with Marilyn Louise Flynn, former dean of USC’s School of Social
Work, to steer county money to the university in return for admission of his son Sebastian into
graduate school with full tuition and a paid professorship. The 20-count indictment includes
charges of conspiracy, bribery and wire fraud.
Given the seriousness of those accusations, city leaders will need to discuss whether to permit
Ridley-Thomas to keep performing his public duties, said Loyola Law School professor Jessica
Levinson.
“I don’t know how they can avoid that conversation,” she said. “I don’t know how you can have
a federal indictment with allegations that he abused the public trust — selling his public
position for the benefit of his family — and not ask whether he should continue to make
decisions on behalf of the city of Los Angeles.”
Ridley-Thomas’ lawyer, Michael J. Proctor, appealed to the public to let due process take its
course. Ridley-Thomas, he said, is “shocked by the federal allegations leveled against him, and
with good reason.”
“They are wrong, and we look forward to disproving them. At no point in his career as an
elected official — not as a member of the City Council, the state Legislature, or the Board of
Supervisors — has he abused his position for personal gain,” Proctor said.
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In the council chamber, the next move rests with Council President Nury Martinez. On
Wednesday, she said her colleagues will need to “take appropriate action” in response to the
case. But so far, she has declined to specify what that move would be.
Los Angeles City Council President Nury Martinez, shown in chambers in 2019, said Wednesday
that her colleagues will need to “take appropriate action” in response to the Mark RidleyThomas
Martinez could remove Ridley-Thomas from the council’s various committees, including panels
devoted to real estate development and homelessness. Council President Herb Wesson took
such a step in 2018, stripping Councilman Jose Huizar of his committee assignments a week
after FBI agents raided Huizar’s home in Boyle Heights.
The council also could take the much stronger step of suspending Ridley-Thomas, effectively
barring him from exercising the powers of his office. Huizar suffered that fate in June 2020,
after he was arrested and charged in a sprawling corruption case that accused him of leveraging
his power over real estate development for financial gain. He is fighting those charges.
City Controller Ron Galperin, for his part, could stop paying Ridley-Thomas, as he did last
year with Huizar.
Grace Yoo, an attorney who ran unsuccessfully against Ridley-Thomas last year, said the
council’s decision to suspend Huizar was the right one and helped restore public trust. The
council should do the same thing with Ridley-Thomas, she said.
“The people of Los Angeles should not have to wait another day to have honest leadership,”
Yoo said.
Still, the punishment of Huizar took place only following a lengthy buildup, after federal
prosecutors had rolled out a steady stream of plea agreements describing an array of unseemly
acts by public officials — paid trips to casinos, moving cash in a liquor box, requesting escort
services.
At that point, former Councilman Mitchell Englander had agreed to plead guilty to a single
count of lying to federal investigators waging the City Hall corruption probe. Englander received
a 14-month sentence in that case.
By contrast, the criminal charges against Ridley-Thomas are still new. (The Times reported on
many aspects of his arrangement with USC in 2018, but he was not indicted until Wednesday.)
Some of Ridley-Thomas’ colleagues did not respond to requests from The Times for comment.
Mayor Garcetti, attending a groundbreaking for a homeless housing development in North
Hollywood, declined to say whether Ridley-Thomas should step down, calling the matter “the
City Council’s prerogative.”
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Garcetti called the allegations in the indictment “incredibly disturbing,” saying any abuse of the
public trust for personal gain would be “absolutely unacceptable.” But he also described RidleyThomas as a passionate advocate to end homelessness who has done good work.
“If the allegations are true, people are complicated, right?” Garcetti said. “They can do good
things and bad things.”
Earl Ofari Hutchinson, president of the Los Angeles Urban Policy Roundtable, said city leaders
should not rush to judgment.
“Ridley-Thomas has been a one-man institution in Black politics, and in the Black community,
for many, many years,” he said. “He’s got a lot of constituents, a lot of people, who look to him
not just to be their representative — they see him as a political leader.”
Stripping Ridley-Thomas of his duties would have immediate implications for the city. He has
held public office for 30 years and is a highly influential player in city politics, heading the
committee charged with combatting homelessness and poverty.
Ridley-Thomas played a huge role in developing the city’s “street engagement” strategy, which
sends outreach workers to homeless encampments to persuade people to accept offers of
shelter and other city services.
The councilman also helped rewrite an ordinance that allows the city to outlaw homeless
encampments in certain public spaces, adding language aimed at limiting the involvement of
law enforcement.
Taylor Mayfield, president of the community group Crenshaw Neighbors, said he is devastated
by the news of the indictment. “Mark Ridley-Thomas has been my Obama,” said Mayfield, who
has known him for more than 25 years.
Mayfield said he hopes the community will continue to support the councilman. “If he’s
claiming innocence, why should he step down?” he said.
Councilman Paul Krekorian questioned whether a council member can continue to do that job
while also facing federal indictment. And Councilwoman Nithya Raman went further, saying
Ridley-Thomas should lose his committee assignments — at least for now.
Raman said she has treasured her time working with Ridley-Thomas on the homelessness
committee. But she also argued that the committee’s work involves “massive” investments of
money, which require public trust.
“It cannot be conducted under the shadow of a federal indictment,” she said. “In the short
term, Council Member Ridley-Thomas should step down from his committee assignments.”
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The indictment of Ridley-Thomas arrives at a volatile moment in the city’s politics. Some
elected leaders, who are either running for reelection or seeking higher office, have begun
criticizing one another on the campaign trail and during public meetings.
Councilman Joe Buscaino has tangled with several of his colleagues over their approach to
homelessness, sometimes traveling into their districts to make the case that the city’s efforts
have fallen short. City Atty. Mike Feuer, who is running for mayor, has chided the council for its
handling of the Los Angeles Police Department’s overtime costs.
“You have more elected officials [at City Hall] taking shots at each other. That’s a big thing, and
it’s playing out in council votes, in council actions,” said Brian VanRiper, a political consultant
who has worked on the campaigns of several elected officials in Southern California, including
Ridley-Thomas.
Asked Thursday about the mood at City Hall, Martinez issued a statement saying her colleagues
would continue focusing on “providing stability and delivering for our residents.”
“We will stay focused on the people’s work because that is what Angelenos deserve,” she said.
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October 13, 2021 – CityWatch LA: Message to the LA City Redistricting Commission: Keep
us Whole! https://citywatchla.com/index.php/neighborhood-politics-hidden/22774message-to-the-la-city-council-redistricting-commission-keep-us-whole

NEIGHBORHOOD POLITICS - Redistricting in the City of Los Angeles is reaching an end this
month for the Redistricting Commission. From there, their final map will be sent to the Los
Angeles City Council for approval.
It was very interesting that at the early meetings that I attended for the LA City Council
Redistricting Commission starting with Council District 12 on July 1st, 2021, there did not seem
to be a lot of voices. The few that I heard that I knew were active members of the
Neighborhood Council system. That was true again at the meeting for Council District 3 on July
15th, 2021.
As of October 1st, 2021, the LA Redistricting Commissioners told the community that they were
no longer accepting new maps. Yet many people, including me, continue to use this software
that shows the existing City Council boundaries if you want to see them; the Neighborhood
Council boundaries which the Commission has stated that they will try to maintain as whole as
often as possible; and finally, the LA Times Mapping project overlay which gives different
community boundaries that are not the Neighborhood Council boundaries. However, the LA
Times map does name communities which the Neighborhood Council boundary lines do not.
DOWNTOWN LOS ANGELES, EAST LOS ANGELES, AND KOREATOWN
These communities seem to be organized and they have made their voices heard by the
Commission. The maps have been drawn to protect Koreatown, Thai Town, and other Asian
Communities.
There have been numerous comments about protecting the Minority Rights of those in the
current Council District 8 and 9 areas. They have made it clear that they want assets that were
taken from one Council District to another to be in certain districts as economic drivers.
And the communities of Eagle Rock and Highland Park have made it clear that they want to be
“Kept whole” – “Keep Us Whole.”
In my last article, I asked: “Does Commission Think San Fernando Valley is Too Stupid to
Understand Redistricting Manipulation?”:
The Current Map: Version K 2.5:
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Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission Map K 2.5 – 1: October 13, 2021:
REDISTRICTING LOS ANGELES:
What I am observing is various knowledge of the Redistricting process. Non-profits and business
interests seem to be aware of redistricting, but in many cases, the average resident seems
unaware of the importance of this process.
As I have written my four previous articles in CityWatchLA on Redistricting, I have shared them
with neighbors, friends, and people that I have worked with in multiple Neighborhood Councils.
In the meantime, what I am seeing happening is that meetings for the LA City Redistricting
Commission (LACCRC) are often on the same day and at the same time as not only the LA
County Redistricting Commission (LA CRC), but also, in the case of the State of California
Redistricting Commission – “We Draw the Lines” (CCRC), there are also meetings being held on
the same day for our Congressional Seats, our State Senate Seats, and our State Assembly
seats. I noted that – as I write this on October 13th, 2021, that all three entities will be meeting
at some time today.
On the most recent five calls that I have been on, there has usually been 75 minutes reserved
for “Public Comment” at the LACCRC for the LA City Council District maps.
Last week, on October 6th, 2021, I asked my husband to attend the LACCRC for me while I went
to the LA County Redistricting Committee meeting. He said that he was able to speak, and in his
one minute of time, he was able to make two points:
Community Plans:

224

This is the Canoga Park – Winnetka – Woodland Hills – West Hills Community Plan. This slide
was taken from the Southwest Valley Community Plan Update.
Why is this important?
The Los Angeles City Planning Commissioners as well as the Los Angeles City Councilmembers
and their staff should make themselves aware of these community plans and the updates to
them.
For example, when they are drawing West Hills into CD 12 – even if it “fits” in terms of
population and the fact that it is “contiguous with Chatsworth”, it does not make West Hills a
“Community of Interest” with the Northeast Valley Communities that border the 405 freeway
such as Granada Hills and North Hills.
I was able to watch a video on the Southwest Community Plan Update geared specifically to the
“Canoga Park – Winnetka – Woodland Hills – West Hills Community Plan.” You can find it
here: https://lacity.webdamdb.com/embedvid.php?embedAssetId=okiEpNj7xaf1&apm=0
My husband was also able to enter into his oral testimony and his written Community of
Interest testimony by email that West Hills is also a part of the Warner Center 2035
Neighborhood Protection Plan (NPP) which is a part of the Warner Center 2035 Specific
Plan: https://planning.lacity.org/plans-policies/overlays/warner-center-2035-specific-plan
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West Hills is represented in part in Areas 4 and 5 of this Neighborhood Protection Area map.
Canoga Park is represented in parts of Areas 5 and 6; Winnetka, I believe, is represented in Area
6 of the NPP. I believe that areas 7, 8, 1, 2, and 3, and part of 4 would all be parts of Woodland
Hills.
For these two reasons alone, I believe that West Hills should be in any map which should also
include Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Woodland Hills.
Resources:
I chose my photo of the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) Topanga Station because this is
the police station that serves all of these communities – West Hills, Woodland Hills, Canoga
Park, and Winnetka.

This is the map of the Los Angeles Police Topanga Division map and the Senior Lead Officers
(SLOs) that are assigned to each area.
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This is a Los Angeles Fire Station map that is interactive that I zoomed to show most of the
stations in the West San Fernando Valley. That map can be found here:
Map K 2.5 – 1:
Members of the Woodland Hills Warner Center Neighborhood Council (WHWCNC) have
considered the two previous maps that the LACCRC had considered – map K 2.5 and map L. For
some reason, map L has been taken off the table, and currently, the LA City Redistricting
Commission is only considering what is now called K 2.5 – 1.
This is a link to the recommendations of the WHWCNC’S Woodland Hills Issues and Policies
Committee aka: WHIP Committee’s recommendations to their Board to consider on their
agenda tonight, October 13, 2021:
From that report by the WHIP Committee, you see their drawing of Map K 2.5 with Warner
Center Specific Plan shown inside their area:
Warner Center Specific Plan rough boundaries drawn by WHWCNC WHIP Committee members.
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Map 57666:
I read the audio transcript of the LACCRC meeting on Saturday, October 9, 2021. A number of
people mentioned Map number 57666. That map came from the WHIP Committee’s report to
their Board – the WHIP Committee meeting had that map on their agenda for their committee
meeting on October 7th, 2021.

This map shows the San Fernando Valley which has not had much attention from the LACCRC
until recently because of the lack of time for public testimony (75 minutes for 400 – 500 +
stakeholders).
I support this map of the San Fernando Valley because it does include West Hills, Canoga Park,
and Woodland Hills all in one City Council District (Letter A – shown in red here).
Now for your consideration!

This map shows the LAFD station that would respond if there was an incident at the
intersection of Vanowen Street and Shoup Avenue, West Hills, California.
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Imagine for a moment – if we have Map K 2.5 with West Hills in Council District 12; Canoga Park
in Council District 4 or 2; and Woodland Hills in Council District 3. Each of those City Council
Districts will meet at that one intersection!
The LAPD Topanga Station would also be responsible for any incident at that intersection as
well.
So, if we have another “Northridge Earthquake of 1994”, or if we have another “Woolsey Fire”
which started at the Santa Susana Field Laboratory shown on this map due west of the
Chatsworth Nature Preserve which is 80 % in West Hills – which Councilmember’s office is the
LAFD Captain or the LAPD Captain going to talk to first?
Other Map Considerations:

This is a “Districtr” map that I drew of the San Fernando Valley with the input from Community
of Interest groups. If you notice, with the blue map on the left, the combination with West Hills,
Canoga Park, Winnetka, Woodland Hills, and Tarzana together you achieve an almost perfect
district – a population of 259,366 when the ideal is 260, 808.33. However, if you maintain the
plans that you want to keep Mulholland as the southern boundary with little population going
to the south, then you must balance other communities like Reseda which have a population of
roughly 80,000 people between Council Districts.
Then there are also the wishes of some residents of the San Fernando Valley to use the 405
freeway as a dividing line between certain communities such as North Hills. So, by taking West
Hills and North Hills East out of CD 12, CD 12 only has a population of 219,807.
Encino Neighborhood Council has asked on more than one occasion to be in the same Council
District with the Sepulveda Basin and Lake Balboa. I drew that district together in a golden color
in the center.
I tried moving Reseda into Council District 12 which would place its population at over 299,000.
And that would throw off the contiguous communities of interest that they have to the east
and to the south.
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In purple, you see the communities of interest. I believe that in the last testimony, the
Armenian Community asked for Valley Glen to be kept whole with North Hollywood.
Also in purple, the “Entertainment Community of Interest” is maintained by keeping North
Hollywood with Toluca Lake, Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and south into the Hollywood Hills. I
believe that this map keeps many of the Hollywood Hills’ areas whole – but that is to be
determined by future drafts of K 2.5 – 1.
In Conclusion:
While I have drawn my own map by listening to the concerns of many Neighborhood
Councilmember who know their “Communities of Interest”, and to the testimony of other
stakeholders, I support Map 57666 due to its inclusion of West Hills with Woodland Hills and
Canoga Park, and because it is drawn in a manner that conforms as closely as possible to the
Mulholland boundary on the south; the San Fernando Freeway for the West San Fernando
Valley, and only one or more small Neighborhood Councils going south of Mulholland in the
“Entertainment District”. And finally, I find on that map
57666: https://districtr.org/plan/57666 a Maximum Population Deviation of only 5.3% for the
San Fernando Valley as drawn.
Note: For all of the City Council Districts that have been redrawn, there should be a
consideration that new Council Districts will never have had a City Council election. Therefore,
any new Council District that is created in the San Fernando Valley would require an election in
2022.
(Chris Rowe a 43-year resident of West Hills, CA, is a Public Health and Environmental Health
Advocate. She was employed at Northridge Hospital, Tarzana Medical Center, and West Hills
Hospital while in pursuit of her college degrees. She has a B.S. in Health Education from CSUN.
Chris is a former member of the West Hills Neighborhood Council and served on committees of
the Woodland Hills Warner Center Neighborhood Council. She writes a blog on the USC /
Annenberg School of Health Journalism site. She has written for the Daily News, OURLA.ORG,
RonKayeLA.org, and for CityWatch.)
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•

October 14, 2021 – The Rafu Shimpo: Little Tokyo, Chinatown Redistricting Tie Unlikely:
https://rafu.com/2021/10/little-tokyo-chinatown-redistricting-tie-unlikely/

Recent calls for placing Little Tokyo and Chinatown into the same City Council district caused
some confusion following an Oct. 9 hearing of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission.
Individuals proposing the Little Tokyo-Chinatown grouping at the hearing identified themselves
as members of the People’s Bloc, a multi-racial organization that, among other objectives,
promotes inclusion of underrepresented groups and proposes solutions to the traditional
redistricting process.
Erich Nakano, executive director of the Little Tokyo Service Center, commented, “For LTSC, our
partners in Chinatown have taken the position that they want Chinatown to be kept whole.
They aren’t necessarily advocating for it to be combined with Little Tokyo, or to be included in
CD14 necessarily, so we aren’t advocating for that either. We are supporting CD14’s push to
keep Little Tokyo whole, and connected to Downtown, and to include Union Station.”
Currently, Little Tokyo is represented by Councilmember Kevin de Leon in District 14, which also
includes most of Downtown Los Angeles as well as all or part of Boyle Heights, Eagle Rock,
Highland Park, El Sereno, Garvanza, Glassell Park, Lincoln Heights, and Monterey Hills.
Chinatown is represented by Councilmember Gil Cedillo of District 1, which in addition to most
of Chinatown, encompasses Pico Union, Westlake, Elysian Park, Mount Washington, Victor
Heights, Solano Canyon, and parts of Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and Glassell Park.
The desire for the two communities to remain separate albeit friendly neighbors was
demonstrated in June 2018 when voters approved a plan to subdivide the Historic Cultural
Neighborhood Council into two distinct entities. The split subdivided the HCNC into two smaller
neighborhood councils along the 101 Freeway with the northern communities of Chinatown, El
Pueblo, Solano Canyon, and Victor Heights in a new Historic Cultural North Neighborhood
Council (HCNNC), and Arts District and Little Tokyo in the ADLTNC.
In an Aug. 23 interview with **The Rafu Shimpo,** former City Councilmember Jan Perry, who
represented Little Tokyo from 2001-2009, stated, “I think if (Little Tokyo) could come up with a
united position, that would be helpful.”
This time around, Little Tokyo community leaders as well as those from Boyle Heights and Skid
Row appear to be united around the idea of staying within the Downtown area, making the
notion of combining Little Tokyo and Chinatown within the same council district unlikely.
The next hearing will take place Saturday, Oct. 16, at 10 a.m. via Zoom to gather input from the
public about the draft redistricting maps.
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Rafael Gonzalez, director of community outreach and engagement, notes, “The commission will
take this feedback for purposes of finalizing and submitting the map to the City Council on Oct.
29.”
•

October 14, 2021 – The Eastsider LA: (Newsletter): Homicide update | $2 million home
sale | More condos:
https://www.theeastsiderla.com/neighborhoods/echo_park/echo_park_weekly_newsletter
/homicide-update-2-million-home-sale-more-condos/article_7beaf856-2bc7-11ec-b10087592ad03ba3.html

Excerpt
Jackie Goldberg of Elysian Heights has been appointed by Councilmember Nithya Raman to
serve on the L.A. City Council Redistricting Commission. Goldberg, a current school board
member who has also served on the City Council and State Assembly, replaces Alexandra
Suh. Raman did not explain the last-minute change but has expressed her displeasure at the
commission's proposal to dramatically change the boundaries of her council district.
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•

October 15, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: City Council Redistricting: Raman Replaces
Commissioner; Map Tweaks Begin: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-storieslarchmont-village/city-council-redistricting-raman-replaces-commissioner-map-tweaksbegin/

Members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission at Wednesday night’s
meeting – now including newest commissioner Jackie Goldberg (center column, second from
bottom).
Shortly before Wednesday night’s meeting of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission, City Council Member Nithya Raman replaced Alexandra Suh, the Commissioner
Raman had originally appointed, with Los Angeles Unified School District board member Jackie
Goldberg.
Goldberg, a former member of both the Los Angeles City Council and the California State
Assembly, lost no time making her presence felt, asking to introduce herself at the beginning of
the meeting, and using her time to decry the near total re-shaping of City Council Districts 2 and
4 in the Commission’s chosen draft map, which the group is now refining. During her remarks,
Goldberg said she has been in politics for more than 40 years, “and I have never ever, ever, ever
seen a process like this,” accusing the commission of drawing the current Draft Plan K 2.5 map
“behind closed doors,” and calling on Commission Chair Fred Ali to scheduled a Special Meeting
to specifically discuss Districts 2, 3 and 4, which she said have not yet been properly addressed
and which “deserve equal time” with other boundary issues the commission has focused on in
recent meetings.
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After this opening blast, however, Ali reminded Goldberg that she has joined the discussions
well into a very long process, and that Draft Plan K 2.5, including its versions of Districts 2, 3 and
4, were very thoroughly discussed by the commission before it voted to proceed with this
specific plan. Ali also reiterated his previous statements that the Commission’s choices and
boundary-drawing has been very intentionally directed by census and population data,
neighborhood council boundaries, requests from specific communities of interest, and other
more objective criteria…and not the convenience or inconvenience of any specific
Councilmember. (Indeed, although not noted at the meeting, Los Angeles does have a long
history of sitting city council members being redistricted out of the territory that elected them –
one well known example is Ruth Galanter, who was at the time one of the most senior
members of the City Council, and was moved from her westside district to a district in the San
Fernando Valley in the 2002 redistricting process.)
More Community Maps
Moving into the agendized items for Wednesday’s meeting, the Commission received
presentations from representatives of two community organizations, the Mexican American
Legal and Defense Fund (MALDEF) and the Jewish Federation of Greater Los Angeles. MALDEF
representative Steve Ochoa presented a new alternate redistricting map, which he said would
more evenly distribute Latinx representation across the city…

MALDEF maps submitted at Wednesday’s meeting, showing current city council districts (left),
the Redistricting Commission’s current Draft Plan K 2.5 (center), and MALDEF’s suggested
districts, which aim to more evenly balance Latinx voters and voices across the city.
…while Jewish Federation speakers Alisa Finsten and Irving Lebovics recounted the history of
the Jewish community in Los Angeles since 1945, and spoke in favor of the commission’s
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current Draft Plan K 2.5, which for the first time unites many of the largest local Jewish
communities in CD 5.
Public Comment
After the two group presentations, the commission once again opened the meeting to 90
minutes of public comments. During this period, members of seven neighborhood councils
spoke about issues of concern in their geographic areas, and nearly 75 individuals weighed in,
mostly on now-familiar topics that have been mentioned frequently at previous meetings.
On the positive side, there were messages of thanks for keeping many Jewish communities, and
all of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area, united in CD 5 in Draft Plan K 2.5…and
for also keeping the Westside Neighbohood Council area united in a single council district.
But there were still plenty of suggestions for map refinements, including:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Uniting all of the Melrose neighborhood (and the Mid City West Neighborhood
Council area) in CD 5
Keeping Eagle Rock united and in CD 14
Keeping Downtown united in CD 14
Uniting Lincoln Heights, Boyle Heights, and El Sereno in CD 14
Uniting all of Highland Park in CD 14
Uniting all of Chinatown in a single district (either 1 or 14)
Whether or not to return economic assets taken from Districts 8 and 9 during
the last round of redistricting to those districts, or to leave the borders as they
currently are.
Keeping the Hollywood sign in CD4 with the Hollywood hillside communities
adjacent to it
Unifying Silverlake, Echo Park, Koreatown, Thai Town and Historic Filipinotown
together in a more pan-Asian CD 13
Keeping Los Feliz, The Oaks, and Griffith Park united in a single district
Uniting renter-heavy neighborhoods in CD 4
Using publicly submitted Map #57666’s version of Valley districts, instead of
Draft Plan K 2.5’s vision for that area
Making the proposed CD 3, spanning the southern edge of the San Fernando
Valley, less white and affluent
Whether Studio City should be located in CD 3, CD 2-or-4, or CD 4-or-2
Keeping Valley Village and North Hollywood together in the same district
Reuniting Shadow Hills with other equestrian communities in CD 7
Keeping Encino and the Sepulveda Basin area in the same district
Moving Watts out of CD 15

And as before, there were a also large number of speakers who simply and emphatically
objected to Draft Plan K 2.5’s large-scale redrawing of CD 2, 3 and 4’s boundaries — especially
the latter, which would move newly elected Councilmember Nithya Raman away from nearly
70% of the voters who elected her just last fall.
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Commission Discussion and Map Changes
Opening Commission discussion after public comments, Ali responded to another major theme
of recent public input meetings, asking Executive Director Frank Cardenas for a report on how
many how many Neighborhood Council areas across the city are currently split between two
or more city council districts, and how many would be split under Draft Plan K 2.5. (Keeping NC
areas united, to the extent possible, has been a stated goal of the commission throughout the
redistricting discussions.)
Cardenas reported that of 99 Neighborhood Councils, 62 are currently split among two or more
city council districts, while 54 would be split under Draft Plan K 2.5. More specifically, he said,
the number of Neighborhood Councils split between two districts would fall from 45 to 41
under Draft Plan K 2.5, while those split among three city council districts would fall from 13 to
12, and the number of NCs split among 4 city council districts would fall from 4 to just 1 under
the current draft plan.
Moving on to more specific border issues that have received much attention from stakeholders,
the commissioners looked at whether it would be possible to make an adjustment in
the Franklin Canyon area that would reunite more of its neighborhoods in CD 5, along LAPD
and LAFD division lines. The Commission’s mapping consultant, Paul Mitchell, said part of the
area could easily be moved back into CD 5, but if all of it were moved, it would raise the overall
CD 5 population too far above the target goal for the district.

Map sequence showing the currently proposed border between CD 5 and CD 4-or-2 in Draft
Plan K 2.5 (left), how much additional territory could be added to CD 5 along that border
without exceeding population limits for the district (middle), and how much territory residents
would like to add, which would add too many people to CD 5 (right).
A number of commissioners commented on this exercise, saying it provided a good reminder of
the population goals, and how even small adjustments can have much larger effects across the
larger city map.
Other commissioners asked if there are other places the CD 5 border might be adjusted to
balance out a full Franklin Canyon addition, which turned the discussion to the Melrose area,
where a swath of that neighborhood (part of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area)
north of Melrose Ave. was recently split off from CD 5 into CD 13…leading to much outcry from
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Melrose community members who very adamantly requested at the last redistricting meeting
that their community be kept united and in CD 5.
Mitchell cautioned that, as with moving the full Franklin Canyon area into CD 5, moving this
section of the Melrose/MCWNC area – which contains close to 7,000 people – back into CD 5
would also make CD 5 too populous. And he said there are no other nearby areas that could
easily be carved off of the district to compensate. At least not without digging into the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council area, which the Commission had previously agreed – based on
many public comments – should be kept together in a single district.
After further discussion, Commissioner Rocky Delgadillo suggested that instead of reuniting
both halves of the Melrose neighborhood in CD 5, it could be reunited in CD 13, which would
add needed population to that district, and remove a bit more from CD 5. Mitchell said that
could indeed be a good solution, and pointed out that the change would also make room to add
the rest of the requested Franklin Canyon area to CD 5.

Draft Plan K 2.5’s split of the Melrose/MCWNC area at Melrose Ave. (left) vs. the Commission’s
new proposal to unite the Melrose area, north of Rosewood, in CD 13 (right).
But the idea did bring an objection from Goldberg, who noted that the part of Franklin Canyon
that would be moved back into CD 5 was coming from the proposed District 2-or-4. Said she
doesn’t want any adjustments to that district until a larger discussion takes place about the
general CD 2-or-4 configuration.
This sparked a bit of debate among the commissioners, with commissioner Denis Cagna
agreeing with Goldberg, saying only two people have spoken up in recent meetings about the
Franklin Canyon issue, but many more have mentioned CD 2-or-4 and CD 4-or-2. Other
commissioners disagreed, however, saying that comment volume is sometimes just a reflection
of community organizing skills in a particular area…and meeting comments are only a small
sliver of the overall volume of public input that has come in through a variety of channels,
including e-mail, map submissions, and more. Finally, Ali reminded everyone that this is “not a
popularity contest,” and that data and judgement are more important than specific council
members.
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So Delgadillo moved that the above adjustments to the Melrose and Franklin Canyon areas be
adopted (pending further input from the Melrose community), and the commission voted to
make the changes, with Goldberg the only vote in opposition.
Next, the commission turned to a request from residents of the Ladera neighborhood in
southwest LA (dark red in the map below) to remain in CD 11 (the district to the left in the map
below), rather than be moved to CD 8 (the area to the right in the photo below), as proposed in
Draft Plan K 2.5

Map of the Ladera area, which has requested be included in CD 11, with neighborhoods to its
west, instead of CD 8, with neighborhoods to its east.
During the discussion of this issue, however, there was some disagreement about the
population of the area – neighbors had reported it contains only about 600 people, but
Mitchell’s numbers were larger – so the commission tabled further discussion until more
research could be done.
Next came a request to reunite all of the three Carthay neighborhoods (Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square and South Carthay) in a single council district, a request that apparently involves only
about four blocks between Pico and Packard, just west of Fairfax, and does not significantly
change the population of either district. There were no objections among the commissioners,
so the change was made.
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Area that was reunited with the rest of the “three Carthays” to the north.
Next, Ali addressed an issue that has been mentioned frequently during public comments in
each redistricting meeting so far – the division of economic assets – especially the USC and
Exposition Park area – between Council Districts 8 and 9. But instead of digging into the issue,
Ali suggested it would be better dealt with at the City Council level, and even though
Commissioner Valerie Lynne Shaw said she would like the Commission to weigh in with a vote,
Ali declared that it will be held over for discussion at a future meeting.
The next issue addressed was the question of reuniting the Sepulveda Basin area with Encino in
the proposed CD 3, an adjustment involving only about 300 people, which would not affect
population balance in either CD 3 or CD 4-or-2, from which it would be moved.

The Sepulveda Basin area, which many Encino residents have requested be united with that
community to the south in CD 3.
Goldberg objected again to this move, noting that the move subtracts an asset from District 4or-2 without a larger discussion of that district’s shape. But there were no other objections,
and the adjustment was made.
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The same was true of a small adjustment a bit further north in the Valley, where a small strip of
land along the LA Aqueduct was moved from CD 12 to CD 7, just west of the 405, with no
objections and no major population effects.

Area along the 405 Freeway moved from CD 12 to CD7.
Finally, the last specific mapping issue addressed at Wednesday’s meetin was the reunification
of Chinatown – including the district’s distinctive gate and a large senior citizen housing
development, in a single council district. Maps of the area showed that only a small part of the
neighborhood had been separated from the rest of the neighborhood in Draft Plan K 2.5, and
after confirming that the change would not upset any district population balances, this change
was made, too, moving the area back into CD 1.

Map showing the small part of Chinatown that was reunited with the rest of the community in
CD 1.
What’s Next

The commission will tackle further specific mapping issues in its next meeting, which will be
held tomorrow, Saturday, October 16, at 10 a.m. via Zoom. One local issue that will surely take
center stage is the separation of the Melrose district from the rest of the Mid City West
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Neighborhood Council area, as noted above, and its apparent sacrifice to facilitate the
reunification of Franklin Canyon. The MCWNC met this afternoon and voted unanimously to
send a strong letter of protest regarding this issue. According to the letter:
“Mid City West doesn’t just wish for Melrose to be “unified” so both sides of the street are in
the same council district. We want to remain in CD5.
We have never been in CD13 in 22 years and we have very little in common with the needs of
Atwater Village and other places in CD13. CD5 (and CD4) have been our home and we do not
wish to have a third council office to speak with.
We understand that you are saying CD5 is “over populated” and you are trying to balance
everything. However, this is a choice you are making.
Franklin Canyon’s 1,500 residents’ desires – despite them being a wealthy community in the
hills – should not take precedence over keeping Melrose’s 7,000 residents (north of Melrose)
unified in CD5. Neither should the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council’s desire to be unified
in a single council district.”
After tomorrow’s final public input meeting, there will be two more meetings next week as the
commission finishes up its map adjustments and votes on a final Draft Plan to forward to the
City Council for its input. Then, after the map adoption, the Commission will hold one more
meeting to finalize its official report to the Council.
The remaining meetings are:
10-16-21, Saturday, 2021, (10AM) – Presentation #4 of Draft Map
10-18-21, Monday, 2021, (6PM) – Amend the Draft Map
10-21-21, Thursday, 2021, (6PM) – Adoption of Final Map
10-28-21, Thursday, 2021, (6PM) – Adopt Final Report
All meetings will be available at the same Zoom link.
Video of the Wednesday, October 14 meeting is available here.
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•

October 15, 2021 – LA Daily News: San Fernando Valley neighborhoods team up to oppose
LA City Council redistricting map: https://dailynews.com/2021/10/15/san-fernando-valleyneighborhoods-team-up-to-oppose-la-city-council-redistricting-map/

The draft Los Angeles City Council district boundary map, known as K2.5, amended after the
third public hearing on Oct. 13. This one shows the Sepulveda Basin included with the 3rd
council district, after it was moved out of the western 2 or 4 district that includes Reseda and
would be represented by either Nithya Raman or Paul Krekorian.
The Los Angeles city redistricting battle is heating up in the San Fernando Valley, but in an
unexpected way.
The commission overseeing the redrawing of political boundaries for Los Angeles City Council
districts will be hosting its fourth and final public hearing on draft map K2.5, one that would
substantially change the location of the 4th and 2nd council districts represented by council
members Nithya Raman and Paul Krekorian, respectively.
The map almost immediately drew strong reactions. Raman was voted into office on a historic
crest of support last November, and some of those supporters have called the draft map a
“backdoor recall” spurred on by those in the 4th District who were unhappy with the election
results.
Raman now represents a district that stretches into several L.A. communities, including the
Valley:
•
•
•

Sherman Oaks and Toluca Lake in the Valley,
Hollywood and the Hollywood Hills area,
the Wilshire area through which the Miracle Mile runs, and
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•
•

communities such as Los Feliz that are overlooked by Griffith Park.

Under what is known as map K2.5, Raman could be lifted entirely or partially out of communities
she now represents to into ones she is not as familiar with representing, with three years still left
in her four-year term.
This draft map would move Raman either to a district:
•
•

that is entirely in the West San Fernando Valley to represent the communities of Canoga
Park, Winnetka, Reseda, Lake Balboa and Van Nuys, or
one in the east Valley, containing North Hollywood, Studio City and Toluca Lake, as well as
Griffith Park and the Hollywood Hills.

It is still unclear which area Raman would end up representing, because the commission has not
decided on where to assign her and Krekorian. The two proposed districts — one in the west
Valley and the other in the east Valley, are still labeled as “2 or 4” and “4 or 2,” the numbers
representing Krekorian and Raman’s districts.
The commission has so far sided with supporters of the map’s configuration in the Valley,
including residents in Sherman Oaks, which is now in the Raman-represented 4th District. The
draft K2.5 map would take Sherman Oaks out of a district that spans across the hill, and put it into
one that is entirely in the San Fernando Valley.
Bob Anderson, of the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association, argued in favor of the map
Wednesday, saying that the K2.5 draft map would put Sherman Oaks “in a single, compact allValley council district 3, with Woodland Hills, Tarzana, Encino and Valley Village.”
“It provides a single, Valley-majority bridge district through the Cahuenga Pass,” he said. “Most
importantly, map K 2.5 gives the Valley its fair share of districts — a redistricting first.”
He also said that the map was the product of multiple meetings. “No other map, or no new map,
has or will have its pedigree,” he said. “It’s too late for new maps.”
But this week, a flurry of opposition grew out of several San Fernando Valley neighborhoods, with
the mounting discontent kicked off this week by residents in Reseda who said they were
“incensed” by the draft K2.5 map.
The bulk of Reseda residents are now in the 3rd District, but under the K2.5 draft map, they
would be put into the newly created district to be represented by either Raman or Krekorian.
Much of Reseda is now in a district represented by Councilman Bob Blumenfield, who is up for reelection next June. York said that if Reseda were to be switched to the 4th District, where
elections won’t happen until 2024, voters there would have had to wait seven years before they
could go to the polls again to pick their City Council representative.
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Daryt Frank, president of the Reseda Neighborhood Council, said that it felt like something “fishy
was afoot.”
“No matter how you look at it, that was just wrong,” he said.
The draft map would also place Reseda into a district that has a high concentration of working
class neighborhoods with predominantly Latino and Asian residents. The 3rd District, meanwhile,
would have predominantly white residents living in mostly single-family neighborhoods, with the
exception of planned high-density areas such as the Warner Center.
That has set off worries that the 3rd District’s more well-off residents would also have more
political influence over significant community assets and areas that could attract economic
interest, such as Pierce College and Warner Center, while leaving communities surrounding it cutoff from having political sway over developments in those important locations.
And so the Reseda Neighborhood Council held an emergency meeting on Tuesday, Oct. 12, to pen
a scathing statement against the map, describing it as a “racist, disenfranchising map that strips
community assets out of the proposed newly numbered district 2 or newly numbered district 4.”
“It would create a high poverty, rent burdened district that lacks green spaces, community
education assets, and segregates historical communities of national cultural interests, racially and
economically,” their statement read.
Jamie York, the secretary for the neighborhood council, said that while there were initially
worries that many of Raman’s constituents who voted her in would be disenfranchised, she also
views the new map as taking Reseda residents’ votes away, and leaving the district they were put
into with few community assets.
“We have a very diverse board who have an array of political opinions, and it was a unanimous
thing to write the CIS (community impact statement),” she said. “Everyone was unanimous in
wanting to put out what I thought was an extremely strong statement about this, because we’re
all really mad about it.”
York read the statement to the redistricting commission at its third public hearing on Wednesday,
only to see the Sepulveda Basin, which had been the remaining asset in their proposed district,
also stripped out and placed into the 3rd District as well, despite objections by Raman’s freshly
appointed commissioner, Jackie Goldberg.
But the Reseda Neighborhood Council is expected to bring allies on Saturday. York was among
those last week who led a charge that has stirred other Valley residents in separate
neighborhoods to coordinate with each other to oppose the map. She was answering a call from
many who came together on a planning call convened by the West Valley People’s Alliance,
a community group that formed in June 2020 amidst the pandemic.
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Over the past week, the neighborhood councils of Van Nuys, Woodland Hills, Greater Valley Glen
and North Hollywood have each approved impact statements also opposing the K2.5 map, each
with their own separate concerns about the way the draft map now configures the Valley’s
political landscape.
The NoHo neighborhood council raised issues about the map dividing up Armenian American
neighborhoods and diluting their power, while the Van Nuys neighborhood council wrote that
their neighborhood would be divided up among several council districts, with a portion of their
community being lumped into a district in the West Valley that they felt their community is
distinct from.
The Woodland Hills and Warner Center neighborhood council noted that the Warner Center is a
significant “economic interest” in the West Valley that would affect surrounding communities,
which are already part of a “protection plan” under a land use plan that is guiding new
development in this area.
And the Greater Valley Glen neighborhood council raised concerns that their community would
be split among three council districts, with the lines going through two areas the council has
worked in recent years and months to come to agreements on, including greenway
improvements along a flood channel. The council also said they have less in common with
communities like Canoga Park and the Hollywood Hills, and has worked much more with other
surrounding neighborhoods with a stake in a “tiny homes” project in North Hollywood aimed at
providing temporary shelter to the area’s unhoused.
“We need representation indicative of our existing community bonds,” their statement read.
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•

October 18, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Saturday Redistricting Discussion Focuses on Valley
Issues Macro & Micro…Continues Tonight: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featuredstories-larchmont-village/saturday-redistricting-discussion-focuses-valley-issues-macromicro-continues-tonight/

Draft Plan K 2.5 Amendment 2 – including the latest revisions from Saturday’s Redistricting
Commission meeting.
As the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission heads into the home stretch of its
assigned work – approving and forwarding to the City Council a recommended draft map of
new city council districts by the end of this week – the latest of its meetings, on Saturday,
October 16, ran 7 1/2 hours. And for the first time the discussions focused mostly on the San
Fernando Valley, including both small local border issues and much larger overall issues
regarding how council districts in the Valley should be drawn.
Introductory Presentation
As with the last several meetings in the current public input phase, Saturday’s meeting opened
with a presentation by a specific community organization, this time theArmenian National
Committee of America – Western Region. ANCA-WR representative Edward Barsoumian
explained that the Armenian community in Los Angeles has been working since 2011 to unify its
stakeholders in as few districts as possible, but while it was largely located in CDs 4 and 13 after
the 2000 census, the 2012 redistricting process split the community among five different
Council districts, diluting its voice and voting power. And this has become increasingly
concerning, Barsoumian said, as safety issues such as anti-Armenian hate crimes have increased
in recent years.
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Barsoumian said the current proposed Draft Plan K 2.5 continues to fracture the Armenian
communities, dividing the Valley Glen area into three separate districts, and creating new
divisions of Armenian population areas in Van Nuys and North Hollywood. Barsoumian
acknowledged that the redistricting Commission has used “heat maps” of Armenian population
density to guide its current mapping process, but he pointed out that while heat maps show
density, they do not show total population, which can be misleading. For example, he some of
the darkest red areas, indicating the highest percentages of Armenian residents, also have the
lowest overall populations…so they’re not necessarily as important for guiding district
boundaries as some of the more populous areas which have more Armenian residents but
lower overall percentages of Armenian residents (those areas show up as lighter colors on the
map). In other words, Barsoumian said, if a fairly rural area has only two residents, and both of
them are Armenian, that area will read as dark red…where an area of 50,000 Armenian
residents in an area with a total population of 100,000 would read much lighter pink, even
though it would be much more important to look at when drawing lines to keep the greatest
number of people together.

Barsoumain said using only heat maps, without also looking at total population numbers, can
create even further divisions of a community, as shown in the maps below.
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To remedy the situation, Barsoumian requested that the Commission reunite Reseda and
Encino in a single council district, unite Shadow Hills and the Sunland-Tujunga area, and return
North Hollywood, Valley Glen, Valley Village and part of Van Nuys to the area currently covered
by CD 2.
Public Comment
During the 90-minute general public comment period that followed Barsoumian’s presentation,
seven Neighborhood Councils and more than 70 individuals addressed other areas of concern,
including several issues of particular interest to our local communities. These included:
•

Keeping the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area whole and in CD 5, as currently
proposed in Draft Plan K 2.5
• Keeping the Sycamore Square neighborhood whole and united with its Greater Wilshire
and Miracle Mile neighbors in CD 5, as currently proposed.
• Keeping the Koreatown area united in CD 10, as currently proposed.
• Making sure the CD 5 eastern boundary is drawn at the alley between Manhattan Pl. and
Western Ave., to match the GWNC boundary, and not down the middle of Manhattan Pl.,
as currently proposed. (That boundary would separate neighbors along Manhattan Place
into two different council districts, as well as put St. Brendan’s Church and its affiliated St.
Brendan’s School into two separate CDs.)
• Reuniting the Melrose neighborhood with the rest of the Mid City West Neighborhood
Council area in CD 5, instead of splitting it off into CD 13, as currently proposed.
• Uniting all of the Miracle Mile residential area united in CD 5.
• Keeping all of Fairfax Avenue’s three-block Little Ethiopia district united in CD 10, as it has
been for many years, instead of splitting it down the middle as currently proposed.
Other issues raised by stakeholders from around the city included:
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

Thanks for keeping the Westside Neighborhood Council area together in Draft Plan K 2.5
Opposition to the general configuration of San Fernando Valley districts in the current
draft plan
Keeping all of Los Feliz together, along with The Oaks and Griffith Park, in CD 13
Opposition to splitting the Sun Valley area among three council districts
Opposition to the current configuration of CD 3, in the Valley, which would be 70% white
as currently outlined
Opposition to moving the Sepulveda Basin out of a district with communities to its north,
and into a district with Encino, a change made to Draft Plan K 2.5 during the previous
meeting last Thursday.
Thanks for moving the Sepulveda Basin area into CD 3 with Encino.
Keeping all of Van Nuys united in a single council district.
Thanks for reuniting, at the last meeting, the area containing the Chinatowngate and a
large senior citizen housing complex with the rest of Chinatown.
Requests to reunite even more of Chinatown in CD 1.
Calls for additional commission meetings to address topics – especially the the Valley in
general, and currently-imaged Districts “2-or-4” and “4-or-2” in particular.
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•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Restoring economic assets (such as USC and the Exposition Park area) which were removed
from CD 8 in the last redistricting process to that district…or keeping them where they are
now in CD 9.
Keeping all of Downtown together in CD 14
Uniting Armenian communities, including Valley Glen, in CD 2
Opposition to breaking up renter communities, and the bloc of largely renter voters that
elected Nithya Raman, in the current CD 4.
Keeping all of Highland Park united and with Eagle Rock, El Sereno, andBoyle Heights in
CD 14
Keeping Little Tokyo, the Arts District, and the Pueblo area united with Downtown in CD
14
Separating Thai Town from Los Feliz, and uniting it with Historic Filipinotown, Little
Armenia, and Koreatown in a single, more pan-Asian district.
Keeping Whitley Heights in a district with other hillside communities in the Hollywood Hills
Uniting Shadow Hills with other equestrian communities in CD 7
Keeping Shadow Hills in proposed district “2-or-4” with other largely Armenian
communities
Keeping Canoga Park in a district with other communities of interest
Keeping Glassell Park united in a single council district
Uniting Echo Park in CD 1
Uniting Echo Park and Silverlake in CD 13
Leaving Studio City in the proposed CD 3…or move it into the proposed district “2-or-4”
with Nithya Raman as its representative.
Using publicly submitted Map #57666 to restructure council districts in the Valley

Most of these issues have been mentioned in most of the previous redistricting meetings, but
have not yet been fully addressed by commissioners as they continue to adjust map boundaries
from meeting to meeting.
Commission Deliberation – Renter Maps
Before launching into specific mapping discussions, Commission Chair Fred Ali asked mapping
consultant Paul Mitchell to present “equity index” information, and information about rentburdened populations (households that spend more than 30% of their monthly incomes on
rent) across the city…which was information the commissioners had requested in previous
meetings to help evaluate some recent public comment claims that the current Draft Plan K 2.5
disenfranchises renters, especially those in the current CD 4, who were largely responsible for
electing Councilmember Nithya Raman in 2020.
In response to these requests, Mitchell provided both equity index and rent burden maps,
showing where concentrations of disadvantaged and rent-burdened populations are
located. But he was careful to note that while the maps were drawn using data from the City
Controller’s office, and he’s pretty sure the Controller’s Office got the data from federal
information sources, he has not yet verified that federal source…a fact that several
commissioners took issue with, saying the maps have no value without source information
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confirmation, and without more specific legends to explain the data displayed, which also
weren’t included.

Detail of the Rent Burden map provided by the Redistricting Commission’s mapping consultant
Paul Mitchell on Saturday. Black lines on the map indicate the city council district boundaries
currently proposed in Draft Plan K 2.5.
Commission Deliberation – Valley Issues Macro

San Fernando Valley City Council Districts, as drawn in Draft Plan K 2.5.
As noted above, the lion’s share of this meeting was devoted to map concerns involving the San
Fernando Valley, and whether there should be an overall reimagining of districts in this part of
the city, or whether the commission should continue with its current process of looking at
smaller individual boundary issues in specific locations in the Valley.
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The two commission members lobbying hardest for an overall reimagining of Valley districts
were Denis Cagna and Jackie Goldberg, appointed, respectively, by the current CD 2 and CD 4
city councilmembers…who would both see their districts most thoroughly changed in Draft Plan
K 2.5. Commissioner Rachel Torres, representing CD 6, also joined the chorus for large-scale
map revisions in the Valley, saying the current plan splits up too many Latin American
communities that have been united for many years. As an alternative, Torres said she likes
mapping suggestions created for the Valley by the Labor Council for Latin American
Advancement (LCLAA), which would unite both Latin American and many Armenian
communities now split under Draft Plan K 2.5.
This suggestion was quickly nixed by Ali, however, who reminded the commissioners that new
map submissions were closed on October 1, so new maps cannot be considered at this point,
and the only map now under consideration – after a long development process by the
commission – is Draft Plan K 2.5.
Commissioner Richard Polanco also reminded commissioners that the group is bound by equity
rules set by the Voting Rights Act, and the LCLAA map has not been officially reviewed or vetted
for compliance with redistricting requirements, is not available in the current “atlas” of maps
available to all commissioners and the public, and appears at first glance to violate several VRA
rules.
The debate continued, however, with Goldberg requesting that the commission look at the
LCLAA map and Draft Plan K 2.5 side by side, to see if the LCLAA map might provide some good
suggestions for amendments to the Draft Plan. Several commissioners argued against this,
however, for the reasons listed above…while others said they would find it helpful to look for
potential amendments to Draft Plan K 2.5 in other maps, even if those other maps are not being
considered as full-scale alternatives.
The debate about whether or not to allow alternate maps as sources of potential edits to the
Valley sections of Draft Plan K 2.5 went on for quite a while. But Ali eventually closed the
conversation, saying “the whole process disturbs me” because it appears to be a “back door to
circumvent protocols already established” by the commission. A subsequent vote on whether
to allow additional maps as sources of possible amendment to Draft Plan K 2.5 failed by a
margin of 6 in favor, 14 opposed, and one abstention.
As discussions of more specific Valley map edits continued, however, the topic of whether to do
a major re-drawing of Valley districts resumed, with Cagna eventually moving that the
commission swap in Valley districts as outlined several weeks earlier in its own Draft Plan B2
(while leaving Districts south of the Hollywood Hills as drawn in Draft Plan K 2.5). But after
another vote, this motion, too, was defeated by a margin of 4 votes in favor, 13 votes opposed,
and 3 abstentions.
Commission Deliberation – Valley Issues Micro
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Before, during and after the debates about whether or not to fully re-draw Valley district
boundaries, the Commission did address several specific territory and boundary issues within
the Valley. These included:
•
•
•
•

Moving Shadow Hills into CD7
Balancing that population move by unifying the Sun Valley area in CD 6
Bringing more Armenian communities together by unifying the Valley Glen
Neighborhood Council area
Adjusting some neighborhood boundaries in the North Hills area.

A few other discussions, however, such as whether or not to return the Sepulveda Basin area to
CD 6 (from which it was removed at the last meeting), were tabled for further discussion at
upcoming meetings.
Next Steps/Meetings
The Valley revisions accepted so far were added to a new map – Draft Plan K 2.5 Amendment
2 – which is now available online, and which will provide the base for continuing discussion at
the commission’s next meeting tonight. Its remaining meetings include:
10-18-21, Monday, 2021 – Amend the Draft Map
10-19-21, Tuesday, 2021 – Amend the Draft Map
10-21-21, Thursday, 2021 – Adoption of Final Map
10-28-21, Thursday, 2021 – Adopt Final Report
All of the meetings will start at 6 p.m., and all are being held online at the same Zoom link.
Topic that are yet to be resolved, still very much open for public comment, and likely to be
discussed either tonight or Wednesday night include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Further boundary adjustments in the Valley, including districts for the Sepulveda Basin
area, Warner Center, Canoga Park, Reseda and more.
A deep dive into East LA, including communities such as Highland Park, Eagle Rock, El
Sereno, Lincoln Heights, Boyle Heights, Echo Park, Glassell Park, and more.
Reuniting another part of the Chinatown area with the rest of that neighborhood in CD 1.
A discussion of whether to place USC and the Exposition Park areas in CD 8 or CD 9…or
whether to leave that very political decision up to the City Council.
A discussion of whether or not to unite Griffith Park and all of Los Feliz (including The
Oaks) in one district.
Taking another look at the previous unification of the Melrose neighborhood in CD 13
instead of 5.
Uniting all of Little Ethiopia in CD 10.
Extending the eastern boundary of CD 5 from the middle of Manhattan Place to the alley
between Manhattan Place and Western Ave., to match the eastern boundary of the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area.

Video of Saturday’s meeting is available at here.
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•

October 19, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: LA City Council Redistricting Commission: Closing in
on Consensus: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/la-citycouncil-redistricting-commission-closing-in-on-consensus/

Draft Plan K 2.5 Amendment 3 – the LA City Council redistricting map as it now stands after the
latest mapping session last night.
In its latest meeting last night, just three days ahead of its deadline to vote on a final draft map
to forward to the LA City Council, the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission made
significant progress working through its list of community-suggest potential border adjustments
– both major and minor – for its selected Draft Plan K 2.5.
Changes in this round, including many that have received significant public input during the
redistricting process so far, included:
•
•
•
•
•

Adjustments to the Lake Balboa and Sepulveda Basin areas in the Valley
Moving USC and Exposition Park from CD 9 into CD 8
Reuniting more of Chinatown in CD 1
Uniting more of Highland Park and both sides of York Blvd. in CD 14
Uniting all of Los Feliz, Griffith Park and the Hollywood United Neighborhood
Council area, including several Hollywood Hills hillside communities in the
current District “2-or-4”

These are mostly significant changes, and taken together they go a long way toward satisfying
voluminous public requests related to the current draft map, likely making it much more
acceptable to large swaths of residents across the city.
Also, working through these significant issues allows the commission to move forward to other
areas of concern, teeing up a new round of adjustments for tonight’s meeting. These will likely
include:
•
•

Creating a more diverse CD 3 in the Valley
Uniting all of Little Ethiopia in CD 10
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•

Moving the eastern border of CD 5 in the GWNC area from the middle of
Manhattan Place to the alley between Manhattan Place and Western Ave., to
match the neighborhood council border
• Figuring out whether it will be possible to move the Ladera area back into CD 11
from CD 8.
So here’s a closer look at what happened last night and what’s coming up tonight.
Introductory Presentation
Before the map adjustments began last night, and as been the case at each of the last four
public input meetings, this session opened with a presentation from a community organization
representing a specific “community of interest.” This meeting featured the Southern Christian
Leadership Conference of Southern California, addressing issues affecting the Black community
in City Council Districts 8 , 9, and 10.
Speaking for the SCLC, Pastor William D. Smart, Jr. presented proposed maps for each of the
three districts in question, drawn in cooperation with 10 other south LA community
organizations, which he said are very similar to the districts as currently drawn in the
Redistricting Commission’s current Draft Plan K 2.5. The big issue facing these districts
throughout the current redistricting process is whether or not several major economic assets,
most notably USC and Exposition Park (with its museums and adjacent sports stadiums) should
remain in CD 9, where they were moved in the last redistricting cycle in 2012… or returned to
CD 8, from which they were taken in that last round of redistricting. It’s a tug of war that has
played out at almost every redistricting meeting so far, with numerous and roughly equal
numbers of public comments on each side of the issue.
The SCLC’s recommendation, however, was to leave the assets in CD 9, which Smart said would
be the best way to maintain continuity of a very active planning and development process in
the area over the last 10 years (including development of the new Lucas Museum and soccer
stadium, among other projects).

Maps of CDs 8, 9, and 10 recommended by the Southern Christian Leadership Conference. The
maps are very similar to those in the current Draft Plan K 2.5, and would leave several key
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economic assets – USC and Exposition Park – in CD 9, where they were moved in the 2012
redistricting process.
Public Comment
Because the commission had so much actual mapping work to do at last night’s session, the
public comment period before the mapping session was limited to just 45 minutes, instead of
the 90 minutes that has been more usual in the last few meetings. During this time, two
Neighborhood Councils and 38 individuals provided input on their areas of concern…including
seven people from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area who thanked the
Commission for keeping this area united in CD 5 in the current draft plan, and two from the Mid
City West Neighborhood Council areawho vehemently opposed the commission’s recent
splitting off of the Melrose neighborhood from the rest of the MCWNC’s longtime home in CD 5
and moving it to CD 13.
In addition to these comments, there were thanks for other recent adjustments including:
•
•
•

Uniting many Jewish communities in CD 5
Uniting more of the Franklin Canyon area in CD 5
Keeping the Westside Neighborhood Council area united in the current draft
plan
And then there were pleas for other adjustments not yet made, many of which have been much
requested previously, and were finally tackled later in the meeting. These included:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Keeping the Clinica Romero, in the Rampart area, in CD 13.
Keeping the Hollywood United Neighborhood Council and Los Feliz
Neighborhood Council areas united and in the same district as Griffith Park.
Adding Los Feliz to CD 2-or-4
Keeping USC and Exposition Park in CD 9…or moving them to CD 8
Uniting Glassell Park in a single district that is not CD 13
Uniting Echo Park and Angelino Heights in CD 13
Uniting Highland Park with Eagle Rock in CD 14
Uniting Lincoln Heights, Boyle Heights and El Sereno in the same district
Objections to the 74% white population of the proposed CD 3
Suggestions to unite Encino and Reseda in a single district
Keeping Canoga Park united with adjacent communities and the Topanga Mall
Keeping the North Hills West area in CD 12
Keeping the Chatsworth Nature Preserve in the same district as Chatsworth
Increasing the overall number of City Council districts in the city

Map Adjustments
At least half of the issues raised during public comments last night – all of which have been
spotlighted in public comments throughout the long redistricting process – were finally
addressed in last night’s mapping session.
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The first of these was the division of “economic engines” between Council Districts 8 and 9 –
particularly the USC campus, the Exposition Park museums, and the adjacent sports
stadiums. These assets were moved from CD 8 to CD 9 in the last round of redistricting, in
2012, and CD 8 residents have been fighting hard for their return this time around. The two
districts are among the poorest in the city, and CD 8 is currently the only remaining Black
majority district in the city.
Opening the commission’s debate on this topic last night, Commissioner Charisse Bremond,
appointed by the Mayor’s office, acknowledged the positive development in the area under CD
9’s management (including the new Lucas Museum and the new soccer stadium), and
suggested a rather Solomonic solution to the ongoing battle between the two districts: keep
USC and the stadiums in CD 9, and move the Exposition Park museums into CD 8.
This suggestion was not made as a formal motion, however, and Commissioner Valerie Shaw,
appointed by CD 8, quickly headed off Bremond’s suggestion by making a motion to move USC
and Exposition Park to CD 8.
The motion was followed by considerable debate in which many commissioners expressed
support for the goals of both districts…a balance that played out in the eventual vote, during
which so many commissioners abstained the first time around that – according to commission
rules in such situations – the abstaining voters had to be re-polled and forced to vote yes or no
on the question. In the end, after the re-vote, the motion just barely passed by a vote of 11 in
favor and 9 opposed.

New version of CDs 8 (red) and 9 (purple) in Draft Plan K 2.5 Amendment 3, after last night’s
adjustments. USC and Exposition Park have been moved to CD 8, while the University Park
neighborhood north of the USC campus remains in CD 9.
Next, even though the Commissioners spent most of their previous meeting on Saturdaymaking
adjustments to the proposed districts in the San Fernando Valley, they went back to the Valley
last night to tackle the issue of the Sepulveda Basin recreation area. At the request of
homeowner groups in Encino, the Basin area had been moved from the proposed CD 4-or-2 to
CD 3 at another recent meeting. But after that move, residents of the much less affluent CD 4or-2, along with several of the commissioners themselves, protested the transfer of this prime
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“asset” from a less to more affluent area, and asked for a reconsideration. The population of
the affected area isn’t large enough to adversely affect either district, no matter where it’s
placed, and after a brief discussion, the Commissioners reached a consensus on moving the
Basin back to District 4-or-2.

Detail of Draft Plan K 2.5 Amendment 3, showing the Sepulveda Basin recreation area (the
bulbous tail of the blue area) moved back into Valley District 4-or-2.
Continuing their look at equity issues in the various Valley districts, several commissioners
expressed strong interest in revisiting the structure of both the proposed District 3, running
along the southern edge of the Valley (which could wind up being as much as 74% white as
currently drawn), and the way districts have been drawn across the western edge of the Valley
as well, with a more careful eye to ethnic and economic balance. This effort, which requires a
close look at many different factors the commission is tasked with balancing, could require
some intricate maneuvers, however, so rather than taking the time to devise solutions at this
meeting, Commission Chair Fred Ali requested that Executive Director Frank Cardenas and
mapping consultant Paul Mitchell return to the next meeting with some proposed alternatives
for these areas, which they agreed to do.
Next, Ali moved the discussion to east LA, where it turned out several requests – to reunite
more of Chinatown in District 1, and including more of Highland Park, including the York Blvd.
commercial district, the Highland Park Senior Center, and Tiny Homes Project, in CD 14 – were
not only possible but had the added benefit of unifying more of the Herman and Cypress Park
Neighborhood Council areas as well. These changes, too, were approved by consensus of the
commission.
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East LA detail of Draft Plan K 2.5 Amendment 3, adding more of Highland Park, including both
sides of the York Blvd. to CD 14, reuniting more of Chinatown in CD 1, and reducing splits in the
Herman and Cypress Park Neighborhood Council areas.
The final big issue tackled last night was moving Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and hillside
neighborhoods in the Hollywood United Neighborhood Council area, out of CD 13 and into CD
2-or-4. These changes turned out to counterbalance other population movements in the
adjustments above, and were also easily agreed to by commission consensus.

Detail of Districts 2-or-4 and 13 in Draft Plan K 2.5 Amendment 3, showing Los Feliz united with
Griffith Park, Whitley Heights and other hillside communities in CD 2-or-4.
Next Steps
The commission will pick up its drive to address as many remaining mapping issues as it can this
week at its next meeting tonight – Tuesday, October 16, at 6 p.m.
There are several issues likely to be in the spotlight:
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•
•

•
•

Restructuring districts in the west and southern part of the San Fernando
Valley, to improve ethnic and economic equity
Adjusting the eastern border of CD 5 in the Greater Wilshire area from the
middle of Manhattan Place to the alley between Manhattan Place and Western
Ave., to match the neighborhood council boundary.
Reuniting all of the Fairfax Ave.’s Little Ethiopia district in CD 10
Figuring out if the Ladera neighborhood can be moved from CD 8 to CD 11, as its
residents have requested

•

Another rather major issue that may get another look tonight is the recent splitting off of
the Melrose neighborhood from the rest of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area in CD
5, and moving it to CD 13, which has drawn strong protests from the MCWNC. Commissioners
discussed it very briefly last night, but a quick look at the maps didn’t reveal any easy
solutions. The problem is that the area in question is quite populous (more than 7,000 people),
and CD 5 is already over its population limits. So adding Melrose back to CD 5 would require
population to be trimmed elsewhere in the district, and most of the districts surrounding CD 5
(such as CD 10) are also at their population limits, so couldn’t absorb any incoming population
cut from CD 5. The change was too complicated, and came too late in the meeting, to be
discussed further last night.

Detail of Draft Plan K 2.5 Amendment 3, showing the Melrose area in (jagged purple tail of Cd
13 above the larger blue blue area of CD 5).
Finally, but definitely not least for tonight, Commission Chair Ali also promised to more formally
name the currently proposed Districts “4-or-2” and “2-or-4.”
The remaining meetings are:
10-19-21, Tuesday – Amend the Draft Map Agenda
10-21-21, Thursday – Adoption of Final Map
10-28-21, Thursday – Adopt Final Report
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All meetings will begin at 6 p.m, and are available at the same Zoom link.
Video of last nght’s meeting is available here.
Finally, for anyone wanting to do a really deep dive into the public comments the commission
has received on Draft Plan K 2.5 and its various amendments, outside the public comment
sessions at the Zoom meetings, you can find all the e-mails and online form
submissions collected here.
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October 20, 2021 – KTTV-TV: Mark Ridley-Thomas Suspended from LA Council, hours
before not guilty plea: https://www.foxla.com/news/la-city-councilman-mark-ridleythomas-pleads-not-guilty-to-corruption-charges

LOS ANGELES - Los Angeles City Councilman Mark Ridley-Thomas was suspended from office by
a divided City Council Wednesday, hours before he entered a not-guilty plea to federal bribery
and conspiracy charges stemming from his time serving on the county Board of Supervisors.
Ridley-Thomas did not attend the downtown Los Angeles arraignment hearing in person, but
entered his plea via video. A status conference in his case was set for Nov. 1, and a tentative
trial date of Dec. 14.
In a statement, the councilman's attorney, Michael Proctor, said, "Today marks Day One of due
process for Mark Ridley-Thomas."
"While some have rushed to judgment, perhaps for political gain, we all win when we afford
our brother and sisters the constitutional entitlement to the presumption of innocence,"
Proctor said. "Our lifelong public servant Mark Ridley-Thomas said today in court that he is
innocent; I invite our community to breathe life into that right."
The motion to suspend Ridley-Thomas from the council was introduced Tuesday by Council
President Nury Martinez and seconded by Councilman Mitch O'Farrell, the council president
pro tem.
"The trial on the indictment has yet to take place and a person is presumed innocent until
proven guilty; however, a council member who has been charged with public corruption cannot
continue to exercise the powers of city office and preserve public trust," the motion stated.
Following the vote, Los Angeles Controller Ron Galperin suspended Ridley-Thomas' salary and
benefits, saying he will "not use city money to pay the salary of an elected official facing federal
bribery and fraud charges who is now legally unable to do his job." Ridley-Thomas earns more
than $223,800 as a council member, equating to a biweekly salary of $8,575.84, according to
Galperin's office.
Mark Ridley-Thomas to be arraigned on corruption charges
Suspending Ridley-Thomas would come at a critical time for his 10th district, which is in the
midst of a redistricting process.
Councilmen Marqueece Harris-Dawson, Curren Price and Mike Bonin opposed the suspension.
Bonin urged the City Council to not even consider the suspension on Wednesday, saying it was
"too early" and that the council hadn't considered the "full range of options," as the indictment
is only a week old.
"Having read this indictment, having known Mr. Ridley-Thomas for 30 years, I think it is
important to give him the benefit of the doubt and the opportunity to defend himself before
we rush to judgment," Bonin said. " ... For me, that 30-year career certainly justifies giving Mr.
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Ridley-Thomas the benefit of the doubt, hearing his defense and letting this be adjudicated
before we rush to judgment and conduct what really is a political conviction."
Bonin added that the suspension would be disenfranchising the 10th district, which voted
Ridley-Thomas into office last year. Harris-Dawson added that many constituents already knew
about the allegations against Ridley-Thomas and voted for him anyway, as did members of the
L.A. City Council, many of whom endorsed Ridley-Thomas. Many of the allegations in the
indictment were reported by the Los Angeles Times in 2018.
Price said before the vote that his office has been "inundated" with calls of support for RidleyThomas from South L.A. residents.
"I choose to operate from a position of fairness, respect and decency, and I refuse to slaughter
the reputation of someone who's got a 40- year track record of dedicated public service," Price
said.
He added that the charges don't involve Ridley-Thomas' work for the city, echoing an argument
made by Proctor in a letter to the Los Angeles City Attorney's Office Wednesday morning.
Proctor told City Attorney Mike Feuer in that letter there was no legal basis for suspending the
councilman, and he would explore "any and all legal action" challenging a suspension.
"Simply put, there are no allegations that involve Council member Ridley-Thomas' work as a city
official," Proctor wrote in the letter.
Ridley-Thomas said in a statement after his suspension that he was "humbled by the support of
my colleagues who did not rush to judgment and disappointed in those who did."
He accused the other 11 council members of stripping his constituents of "their representation,
of their voice and of their right to the services that they deserve."
He also reiterated that he would fight the charges and clear his name.
Ridley-Thomas announced Monday that while he refuses to resign his seat, he was stepping
back from his council duties and would not be attending full council or committee meetings.
The 20-count indictment filed in Los Angeles federal court last week alleges that thenSupervisor Ridley-Thomas conspired with Marilyn Louise Flynn, 83, former dean of USC's School
of Social Work, who prosecutors claim agreed to provide Ridley-Thomas' son with graduate
school admission, a full-tuition scholarship and a paid professorship at the university. She also
allegedly arranged to funnel a $100,000 donation from Ridley-Thomas' campaign funds through
the university to a nonprofit to be operated by his son, former Assemblyman Sebastian RidleyThomas.
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In exchange, the indictment alleges, Ridley-Thomas supported county contracts involving the
School of Social Work, including lucrative deals to provide services to the county Department of
Children and Family Services and Probation Department, as well as an amendment to a contract
with the Department of Mental Health that would bring the school millions of dollars in new
revenue.
According to the indictment, the activities occurred in 2017-18, beginning when Sebastian
Ridley-Thomas was the subject of an internal sexual harassment investigation in the Assembly,
likely to resign from elected office and significantly in debt.
Sebastian Ridley-Thomas resigned from the Assembly in 2017, although he insisted at the time
that his departure was due to health reasons, not a sexual harassment probe.
Sebastian Ridley-Thomas later became a professor of social work and public policy at USC -despite lacking a graduate degree. He was later terminated over questions about his original
appointment and university concerns about the $100,000 that was donated from his father's
campaign funds to the School of Social Work, then directed to a nonprofit run by Sebastian
Ridley-Thomas.
Flynn is scheduled to be arraigned Monday. Attorneys for both defendants have denied any
wrongdoing.
Proctor said last week that at no point in Ridley-Thomas' political career, "not as a member of
the City Council, the state Legislature or the Board of Supervisors has he abused his position for
personal gain. Mark Ridley-Thomas has been in public service for 30 years, and his actions have
been open to public scrutiny for a full three decades. Over those 30 years, he has demonstrated
the quality of his character."
Flynn's attorney, Vicki I. Podberesky, said, "Marilyn Flynn has devoted her entire professional
life to the field of social work. She has spent over 45 years in academia and has worked
tirelessly for the improvement and betterment of the social welfare network in Los Angeles and
around the country. Ms. Flynn has not committed any crime and we believe that the evidence
in this case will ultimately support this conclusion."
During Wednesday's arraignment for Ridley-Thomas, Assistant U.S. Attorney Ruth C. Pinkel said
the councilman is "very comfortable with how much power he can wield in L.A." She added that
he is "a politician bartering millions of dollars of taxpayer money to get what he wanted" for
himself and his family.
The 66-year-old Ridley-Thomas is a giant figure in local politics, previously serving on the Los
Angeles City Council from 1991-2002, then serving in the state Assembly and state Senate
before he was elected to the powerful county Board of Supervisors in 2008, serving until 2020
when he returned to the City Council.

263

Local civil rights activists have called for patience in responding to the federal charges against
Ridley-Thomas. A group of activists and residents held a news conference Wednesday morning
to speak out against the council's effort to suspend him, noting that he has already agreed to
step back from council activities, and the suspension would leave the district's residents
without an elected representative.
Suspending Ridley-Thomas comes at a critical time for his 10th district and the council as a
whole, which is in the midst of a redistricting process that could dramatically alter the district's
boundaries. The district includes areas such as Arlington Heights, Koreatown, Leimert Park,
Gramercy Park, Mid-City, Wilshire Center and Baldwin Village.
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October 20, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: Two L.A. council members fight over who gets USC
as redistricting heats up: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-10-20/la-citycouncil-redistricting-fight-usc
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October 21, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: City Council Redistricting: “What Just Happened?”:
https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmont-village/city-councilredistricting-what-just-happened/

Whiplash-inducing roller coaster rides have nothing on the latest meeting of the Los Angeles
City Council Redistricting Commission on Tuesday night, which featured a major reversal of one
decision made by the commission just a day earlier, contemplation (twice) of reversing another
major decision made at that meeting, and a vote to reunite the Melrose neighborhood with the
rest of its Mid City West Neighborhood Council neighbors…which was done by moving parts of
the Greater Wilshire area into a second council district, possibly (but it turns out not really) at
that body’s invitation.
All of which left many people (including both stakeholders and at least a few of the
commissioners themselves) scratching their heads and asking, “What just happened?”
Local Issues
Although it came fairly late in the meeting, one of the meeting’s biggest – and most surprising –
issues for the Buzz’s local readers came when the Commissioners turned their attention to the
matter of where the Melrose neighborhood should be placed – with the other Mid City West
Neighborhood Council neighborhoods in CD 5 (where it’s always been), or in CD 13, where it
was moved in another recent mapping meeting. The move to CD 13 was made by the
commission to relieve population pressure on CD 5 when the Beverlywood neighborhood was
re-added to the southern portion of that district, at the request of residents who wanted to
unify more Jewish neighborhoods in the area. The move put CD 5 above its population limits,
though, so mapping consultant Paul Mitchell proposed moving the Melrose area north of
Melrose Ave. into CD 13…and when a number of community groups spoke out to request that
both sides of the Melrose business district be kept together, the CD 13 line was moved even
further south, to Rosewood Ave.

Discussion of Mid-City West’s Melrose neighborhood (red), from Rosewood Ave. on the south
to the West Hollywood border at the north, which had been split off from its other Mid City
West neighborhoods in CD 5, and moved into CD 13, then moved back to CD 5 at Tuesday’s
redistricting meeting.
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But being united in CD 13 still didn’t please Melrose stakeholders or the Mid City West
Neighborhood Council, so the commission took another look on Tuesday at possibly moving
Melrose back into CD 5. The problem that originally led to the split, however, was still apparent
– CD 5, as currently drawn, is pretty significantly above its mandated population target. And
the Melrose area has about 7,800 people in it, so moving it back into CD 5 would mean an equal
number of people would have to be trimmed from another part of CD 5.
For a while, it seemed like an unsolvable problem, since the commission had already voted to
unite several parts of Franklin Canyon, to the north, in CD 5, and to honor many requests from
the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area, to the east, to keep it whole in CD 5. And
there just weren’t any other places to trim.
But just as it was looking like the issue might be a non-starter, Commissioner Rocky Delgadillo,
who was appointed by CD 5 and used to live in the Windsor Village neighborhood of the GWNC
area, spoke up to say that he has “had outreach from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood
Council,” which was “willing to be part of the solution, based on conversations I’ve had with
some of their members, and would be willing to have certain parts of the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council given to CD 13…”
Delgadillo suggest that mapping consultant Paul Mitchell, based on this GWNC input, move to
CD 13 the part of the Greater Wilshire area north of Melrose, between La Brea and Wilcox (also
known as GWNC’s Area 8 or Melrose neighborhood), and then the area between Wilton and
Western, from Melrose to Beverly (GWNC’s Area 9, a.k.a. the Oakwood-Maplewood-St.
Andrews neighborhood). Mitchell tried this, and found that it would provide most of the
population relief needed to move the Melrose area back into CD 5, so the commission quickly
agreed by consensus to make the changes. (CD 5 was still about 1,000 people over its
population target after the moves, but Commission Chair Fred Ali said that number could
probably be taken care of with some other minor moves, and he instructed the commission
staff to do that work before the next meeting.)

Before and after: Draft Plan K 2.5’s version of the MCWNC area (blue outline at left), which had
most of the area in CD 5, except the Melrose neighborhood (purple) in CD 13, while the GWNC
area (red outline) remained whole in CD5. Map at the right shows how things were changed
during Tuesday’s meeting: the MCWNC area is now mostly whole in CD 5 (except for a small
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part of of Miracle Mile in CD 10 at the SE corner), while two neighborhoods in the GWNC area
(green rectangles) were moved to CD 13.
While the Mid City West/GWNC trades seemed to go smoothly and quickly at the meeting,
however, lots of phones were lighting up in the Greater Wilshire area, with people asking who
requested or authorized the GWNC changes. GWNC President Conrad Starr told the Buzz
yesterday that it was definitely not the GWNC itself, nor any of its officers. According to Starr,
the GWNC’s official position is still the same as it has been for several months, and as it
has previously been conveyed to the Redistricting Commission: “The GWNC’s preferred option
is to be unified in one Council District” and “The GWNC is completely opposed..to any further
splitting of our area—or worse, the introduction of additional Council Districts to our map.”
Starr confirmed that a possible motion to amend this position, to allow for a small percentage
of the GWNC area to be moved to another district, was on the board’s agendafor its meeting
last week, but he said the item wound up tabled, and not voted on, so there was no official
effort by the Council to promote this message.
One Reversal and Another Possible Do-Over
But the Melrose reversal wasn’t the only whiplash moment at Tuesday’s meeting. Three
meetings ago, the Commission acknowledged a number of requests from Encino stakeholders
to include the adjoining Sepulveda Basin recreation area, which was originally mapped into
District “4-or-2,” in District 3 with their community. But after that change was made, an equally
vocal number of stakeholders from the much less affluent District 4-or-2 spoke up at a later
meeting to object to the change…and the Commissioners voted to move the Basin back into
District 4-or-2. It was a fairly simple change, which did not have any significant population
effects for either district, but the reversal seemed to open the door for the commission to
reconsider other decisions it made over the last few meetings. Melrose was one of these, and
two others also came into play at Tuesday’s meeting.
First, on Monday, the commission had apparently settled a long-standing tug-of-war
between CDs 8 and 9 over which district the USC Campus and adjacent Exposition Park
museums and stadiums should be given to by awarding the assets to CD 8 in a very close vote.
But on Tuesday, still smarting from the loss, Commissioner Susan Minato, a recent replacement
appointee from CD 9, made a motion to move the USC campus back into CD 9, on the basis that
it should remain in the same district as its adjacent University Village
development. Commissioner Valerie Shaw, representing CD 8, was incensed by Minato’s move
to reverse the commission’s day-old position, calling it “very distressing,” as well as “unfair,
unfathomable, and unjust,” especially to the local Black community. But after Commissioner
Charisse Bremond, appointed by the Mayor’s office, repeated her opinion from the night before
that the assets should be shared by the two districts, the result was another very close
vote…which just barely gave the edge to the yeses, and moved USC back into CD 9, while
leaving the Exposition Park area in CD 8.
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Next, with the door now seemingly fully open to reconsiderations of previous votes,
Commission Chair Fred Ali reported that since the commission voted on Monday to
unite Griffith Park and Los Feliz in CD 2-or-4 (Draft Plan K 2.5 had originally placed Los Feliz in
CD 13, and Griffith Park in District 2-or-4), the commission received a “significant amount” of
stakeholder feedback opposing the move and requesting that the two areas be united in CD 13
instead. But Commissioner Natalie Freidberg, representing CD 13, made a case that overall
community input, from both before and after the move, favored the commission’s latest
decision…so the group agreed to let things stand.
For about 38 minutes.
And then, after the commission dealt with several other issues, Commissioner Wendy Mitchell
returned to Los Feliz and made a formal motion to move both it and Griffith Park into CD
13. Two commissioners objected to re-opening this seemingly twice-settled matter, but just
when it looked like a larger debate might break out, mapping consultant Paul Mitchell noted
that Mitchell’s proposal would strand the Silverlake neighborhood (where current CD 4
representative Nithya Raman lives) in a non-contiguous (and thus illegal) bit of CD 2-or-4, and
would also overpopulate CD 13. So Commissioner Mitchell withdrew her motion.

Commissioner Wendy Mitchell’s proposal to move Los Feliz and Griffith Park to CD 13 was
withdrawn after it was realized that it would both overpopulate CD 13 and strand part of
Silverlake (light purple area shown in the blue-outlined box) in a non-contiguous part of CD 2or-4.
Other Border Issues and Refinements
While the discussions above were certainly the most dramatic of the night, they definitely
weren’t the only topics considered. In fact, the lion’s share of the meeting, and first among the
night’s discussions, was a lengthy dive into how to balance the overall population among the
proposed districts across the city, particularly across the districts as currently drawn in the San
Fernando Valley.
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Borders were examined in almost every district across the Valley, and in the end, population
imbalances between Districts 3 and 4-or-2, and Districts 6 and 7, were evened out with a couple
of small adjustments in each area, as shown below.

Changes made on Tuesday to help balance population in Valley Districts 3, 4-or-2, 6 and 7 from
Draft Plan K 2.5 Amendment 3 (left) to Draft Plan K 2.5 Amendment 4 (right). The affected
areas included parts of Warner Center and Pierce College (red box at far left), Encino Village
(second from left), North Hills (second from right), and Shadow Hills (upper right).
Also, much more quickly and easily, changes were made to unite all of Fairfax Avenue’s Little
Ethiopia district in CD 10…

Blocks east of Hayworth Ave., south of Olympic Blvd., that were moved to CD 10 to reunite all
of Little Ethiopia, along Fairfax Ave., in that district.
…to keep the Los Angeles Pueblo, Olvera Street, and Union Station in CD 14…
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Area containing the historic Pueblo de Los Angeles and Union Station, which was moved from
CD 1 into CD 14 with the rest of downtown.
…and to make a small border adjustment near Dodger Stadium to unite neighbors near Stadium
Way.

Area adjusted near Dodger Stadium.
Also, another ongoing issue in the Greater Wilshire area – moving the eastern boundary of CD 5
from the middle of Manhattan Place to the alley between Manhattan Place and Western Ave.,
to align with the GWNC boundary – was determined to be something that can be solved simply
by forwarding a footnote to city cartographers.

272

Green line dividing CDs 5 and 4 at the eastern edge of CD 5, which will be moved from the
middle of Manhattan Place to the alley between Manhattan Place and Western Ave., to match
the official border of the GWNC. No vote required; it can be done with just a cartographer’s
footnote.
Finally, a couple of other proposed changes – uniting Echo Park and Angelino Heights in a
single council district, and moving the Ladera neighborhood in southwest LA from CD 8 to CD
11 – were discussed, but not made. The first was declined, after a lengthy debate, because the
commission decided to honor the early work of the commission’s ad hoc committee for the
geographic area, which had recommended different districts for Echo Park and Angelino
Heights based on public testimony about schools. And the Ladera adjustment was discarded
because it turned out it would overpopulate CD 11, which borders the ocean and offers almost
nowhere else to move excess population off into another district.
Next Steps
Tuesday’s meeting was the last of four public input meetings on the Commission’s chosen Draft
Plan K 2.5 (resulting the the Plan’s new Amendment 4).
The next step is a meeting tonight – Thursday, October 21, at 6 p.m., via Zoom – to take a final
vote on the map before officially including it as the Commission’s final recommendation to the
City Council.
This could be a fairly short meeting (at least in comparison to some recent meetings’ 5-7 hour
lengths)…but because there may still be a few unfinished discussions (e.g. Griffith Park/Los
Feliz, and finding another 1.000 people to trim from the overpopulated CD 5), it’s possible at
least a few more changes will be made tonight before that big approval vote is taken.
After tonight, there will be one final meeting of the commission- next Thursday, October 28,
at 6 p.m., also via Zoom – to approve the commission’s report to the City Council, which will
include the map approved tonight.
But while the commission’s work is drawing to a close, the redistricting process still has one
more big stage to go through: City Council review. And once the City Council receives the
Commission’s recommended map, it will begin its own mapping process, which could change
things even further. So the roller coaster ride is definitely not over yet, and we can probably
expect at least a few more bumps in the road, another hopeful hill or two to climb, some
possibly plunging disappointments, and probably a few more whiplash turns before it’s all over
and everyone knows exactly what council district they’ll be living in come January.
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October 21, 2021 – CityWatch LA: Final Redistricting Map Due Oct. 29. Here is the
Damage Done So Far: https://www.citywatchla.com/index.php/neighborhood-politicshidden/22835-final-redistricting-map-due-oct-29-here-is-the-damage-done-so-far

REDISTRICTING POLITICS - At each recent meeting the Chair of the Redistricting Commission,
Fred Ali reminds the Commissioners, staff, and the stakeholders on the ZOOM meeting by
computer or by phone that the deadline to get the Final Map to the Los Angeles City Council for
review is October 29th, 2021.
This is some of the damage that has been done to various Communities of Interest (COIs) at this
week’s meeting.
On Wednesday, October 19th, 2021, the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
(LACCRC) did the unthinkable – they took the assets that they considered valuable but
contiguous with the adjacent neighborhoods and gave them to the Neighborhood Councils
(NCs) in a new yet undetermined numbered City Council District.
Because of the complaints of a very few on recent calls (only 25 minutes was allowed for public
comment in a meeting that was 5 hours long, Council District 3 as currently drawn on the
LACCRC’s Map version K 2.5 Amended Version 3, is drawn as a southern District from Woodland
Hills to Sherman Oaks.

Map K 2.5 Amended District 3 Woodland Hills to Sherman Oaks
One of the first things that the Redistricting Commission considered when Redistricting the
West San Fernando Valley, was not any of the alternative maps – possibly in the thousands that
have been generated, but only Map K 2.5 which was created as a contiguous Jewish District in
the San Fernando Valley.
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During the discussion, one of the first things that was discussed was taking the Warner Center
out of what is currently the Woodland Hills Warner Center Neighborhood Council
One of the Commissioners spoke of reading the Warner Center 2035 Specific Plan:
https://planning.lacity.org/plans-policies/overlays/warner-center-2035-specific-plan
What she failed to realize was that the Warner Center 2035 Specific Plan is not only overlayed
with parts of Canoga Park and Winnetka, but also the eastern area of West Hills.

Warner Center 2035 Neighborhood Protection Plan (WC NPP) map includes West Hills in Areas 4
and 5; Canoga Park in Areas 5 and 6;
Winnetka in Area 6 and 7; and Woodland Hills in Areas 7, 8, 1, 2, 3, and 4.
Taking this asset away from the four adjacent communities – primarily within Woodland Hills
could not have been a better move than if developers suggested it (in my opinion).
It was pointed out that Warner Center was a part of the Woodland Hills Warner Center
Neighborhood (WHWCNC) Council area, and that one of the things that the WHWCNC had
asked was to remain whole; it had been split in previous draft maps.
The Next Big Move:
The LACCRC took Los Angeles Pierce College (pictured above) out of Woodland Hills, California
where it has been since 1947, and placed it into Council District 4 or 2 as drawn by Redistricting
Partners in Map k 2.5 Amended Version 3.
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Map 4 or 2 includes Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda, Lake Balboa, and part of Van Nuys.
•

•

Exactly how do you take a California State Community College – along with its
residences to the south, out of one community – Woodland Hills, and place it into two
Neighborhood Council areas - Canoga Park and Winnetka?
According to one Woodland Hills resident, the Redistricting drew a line right down the
middle of their street which is south of Pierce College. Did the Commissioners
understand this would divide a neighborhood when they made this decision?

Deviation from the Desired Population:
Throughout much of this meeting, the emphasis was moving areas within Neighborhood
Council boundaries to other areas based on census tracts to achieve an end goal of less than 10
percent deviation from one proposed Council District to another; the map for the whole City
should have less than a 10 % deviation, and each district can have a deviation of plus or minus
to achieve that Citywide goal.
Someone suggested connecting the southern boundary of Pierce College to the Sepulveda
Basin. The result was a gerrymandered line starting in Woodland Hills with Pierce College going
east through Tarzana and Encino to take assets to move to the proposed Council District 4 or 2.
In a reversal of its decision just two nights before, on October 17th, the Commissioners moved
the Sepulveda Basin where it had been moved into Council District 3 at the request of the
Encino Neighborhood Council on numerous occasions – they placed it into proposed District 4
or 2 to appease the requests of – from what I heard in testimony – only the Reseda
Neighborhood Council.
A member of the Encino Neighborhood Council reiterated that the Sepulveda Basin is within
the Encino Neighborhood Council’s boundaries.
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Encino Neighborhood Council map shows that the Sepulveda Basin is completely within their
boundaries to Victory Boulevard to the north
•

•
•

Why do you take an open space area that is accessible to everyone and move it into
another Council District away from the community in which it was created and is
currently controlled?
How is Reseda impacted if there is a flood in the Sepulveda Basin or a fire in the
Sepulveda Basin relative to how Encino is impacted?
Residents of Encino testified that fires in the Sepulveda Basin have impacted their
residences.

Community Demographics:
While I have attended numerous LACCRC meetings since their first meeting for Council District
12 on July 1st, I have never heard or seen any documents related to average household income.
In a search for this information by each community’s name, the websites that I visited were not
United States Census pages. Is that information available on for each Neighborhood Council
District on the LACCRC website?
What I found from my search was that the average household income in Encino was greater
than $167,000, their median income was about $91,000.
Sherman Oaks average income was greater than $135,000, and with the median household
income of greater than $74,000.
Woodland Hills also had an average household income greater than $135,000 with a median
household income of $101,000.
Tarzana’s average household income was greater than $121,000 with a median income of
greater than $70,000.’
These four communities represent the current District 3 as shown in the Draft Plan K 2.5
Amended 3.
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The Proposed District 4 or 2 by Neighborhood Council Boundaries:
Neighborhood Councils / Average Income / Median Income
Canoga Park

/ > $86,000

/ > $65,000

Winnetka

/ > $86,000

/ > $69,000

Reseda

/ > $83,000

/ > $63,000

Lake Balboa

/ > $81,000

/ > $66,000

Van Nuys

/ > $74,000

/ >$56,000

Note: Van Nuys is divided; it is unclear by the maps how many Council Districts it will be in.
Point of clarification: Income is not the only issue related to population statistics.
These incomes do not reflect what the average cost of a residence (home, condominium, or
apartment) is to purchase or to rent in any of the above communities. For example, in the West
San Fernando, food pantry employees have expressed historically, that someone can be “house
rich and cash poor.” They may be, for example, a senior homeowner that is home rich and cash
poor. They may have to choose – when on a Social Security only income or something similar,
whether they can afford to purchase their needed medications or to purchase groceries. Thank
you to all the non-profits that support our Seniors and our low-income residents with food
necessities and other necessary supplies!
Robbing from the “poorest District” to support another “poor” District
One ongoing discussion has been the assets in the Downtown Council Districts of 8, 9, and 10.
According to Commissioner Valerie Lynne Shaw, who was appointed by Council District 8, she
has fought for the rights of people in the Downtown area for decades. She has requested,
among other assets, that USC be returned to Council District 8 in the Redistricting process to
reverse what was taken away from that District a decade ago. She has stated on many
occasions that Council District 9 has numerous assets, and that she just wants some assets
returned to Council District 8 because they have no assets to support their community. On
October 19th, when the Commission took back the USC campus from Council District 8, which I
believe it may have moved there during another meeting (not intentionally), she was shocked
in my opinion. She spoke of the harm to the African American and the Hispanic residents of
Council District 8 that would be harmed by this lack of resources.
Chairman Ali has expressed on more than one occasion that he felt that the distribution of the
assets like USC and University Village, as well as the African American Museum, other
museums, Staples Center, LA LIVE, and the Convention Center should be addressed by the City
Council rather than this Commission.
Newly Drawn Map K 2.5 Amendment 4 Southwest San Fernando Valley:
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Screen shot of new Council District 3 and new Council District 4 or 2 – assets taken from
proposed District 3 and moved to proposed District 4 or 2 – map released October 20, 2021.
In Conclusion:
•
•
•

There is a “Call to Action”!
Educate your families and your neighbors of what Redistricting is, and how it can impact
your lives.
For the San Fernando Valley – for those communities who have not been redrawn
recently – particularly in the South Valley – those Districts numbered “3; 4 or 2; 2 or 4;
12; and even parts of 6 and 7.

look at Map # 57666 and determine whether your “Community of Interest” is in the
configurations drawn by color in that map, or if you like Map K 2.5 Revision 3 and if so, why?

Map 57666 with Neighborhood Council boundaries. The arrow points to the part of Woodland
Hills and Canoga Park that the original Warner Center Specific Plan was taken from.
This map began as a map drawn based on the “Canoga Park – Winnetka – Woodland Hills –
West Hills Community Plan” and the Warner Center 2035 Specific Plan which includes the
Neighborhood Protection Plan areas in the map earlier in the article.
•

Write to the LACCRC via email at this email address: lacity@lacity.org
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•

Contact your current Councilmember’s office by phone or email. The Los Angeles City
Councilmember’s contact information can be found on their District websites. This is
a link to the Mayor and the City Council’s contact information:
And finally, for those who are attorneys or are interested in the law, does this
Redistricting process for the Los Angeles City Council pass the Gingles Test? “Gingles
(threshold) test:

(1) Compactness. Geographically possible to draw compact majority-minority district.
(2) Cohesion. Minority voters must be politically cohesive.
(3) Opposition. White voting bloc against minority candidates. Strongest evidence when
opposition is sufficient to defeat candidate.”
Look at the map below – does it pass the Compactness test of the Gingles Test?
Are they really “Communities of Interest?
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Map Draft Plan K - 2.5
Amendment 4:

This is the new LA City Redistricting Commission map released October 20, 2021 – Draft 2.5
Amendment 4.
The interactive map for Draft 2.5 Amendment 4 is here.
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October 21, 2021 – Encino Enterprise (Valley News Group): How proposed Redistricting
Affects Encino: https://valleynewsgroup.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/Encino-10-2121.pdf
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October 22, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: L.A. City Council redistricting panel finalizes map
without defining Raman and Krekorian districts:
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-10-22/los-angeles-city-councilredistricting-map-finalized-by-commission

Los Angeles City Council President Nury Martinez spoke out Friday against a citizen
commission’s proposal for redrawing the council’s 15 districts, saying it makes “drastic
changes” to political boundaries that “threaten to widen the divides between communities.”
Martinez, who represents part of the San Fernando Valley, said in a statement the proposed
changes have “confused and alienated thousands” — a message that increases the likelihood
that council members will significantly rework the map.
“While some areas kept their assets and neighborhoods whole, poverty was concentrated in
other communities that have already suffered from disinvestment and neglect for generations,”
Martinez said.
A spokeswoman for Martinez said the council president was describing two districts — her own,
which includes such areas as Van Nuys, and a proposed district that would take in Winnekta
and other West Valley neighborhoods.
The council president issued her remarks less than a day after a 21-member citizen commission
voted 15 to 6 to approve its final map, which would make major alterations to the boundaries
of three council districts — those represented by Nithya Raman, Paul Krekorian and Bob
Blumenfield.
Commission Chairman Fred Ali, one of Martinez’s appointees on the panel, pushed back on the
council president’s claims, saying any assertion that the map concentrates poverty in certain
communities is “patently false.”
Ali said the commission “took great care to ensure that traditionally disadvantaged districts
included critical economic assets.” Martinez’s district has the Van Nuys Civic Center, he said,
while the Winnetka district has Pierce College and Van Nuys Airport.
“It wasn’t our job to protect elected officials, their jobs or their political futures,” Ali said. “We
hope the council conducts its deliberations with the same amount of transparency and
commitment to equity that this commission did.”
The council will receive the commission’s written report at the end of next week.
Under the proposal, one council member — either Raman or Krekorian — would be assigned to
represent a new district proposed for the west San Fernando Valley, which would include
Winnetka and other nearby neighborhoods. The other would be assigned to a district
encompassing the Hollywood Hills, Griffith Park, North Hollywood and other areas.
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Krekorian, who won reelection last year to his third and final term, currently represents the
east San Fernando Valley’s 2nd District. Raman, who has been in office less than a year,
represents the 4th District, which stretches from Hancock Park to Silver Lake and north to
Sherman Oaks.
The commission declined to assign council districts to either Raman or Krekorian, instead
labeling them as Districts 2-or-4 and 4-or-2.
Meanwhile, Blumenfield’s southwest Valley district would be stretched considerably to the
east, reaching as far as Valley Village. That shift would cause him to lose other neighborhoods,
including Canoga Park and Reseda.
Critics of the map have argued that the changes would make Blumenfield’s 3rd District whiter
and wealthier. Defenders of the map have countered that the proposed Winnetka district,
located next to Blumenfield’s, would give voters a much stronger chance of electing a Latino to
represent the West Valley.
A new map must be approved in time for it to go into effect Jan. 1.
Martinez is the latest council member to speak out against the proposal. In recent weeks,
Raman and Krekorian have argued that the map would disenfranchise many of the people who
voted for them last year by putting them in different districts.
On Friday, Krekorian called the map “an embarrassingly bad work product for the San Fernando
Valley,” one that unnecessarily disrupts the region.
“It needs to be rejected and, at least with regard to the Valley, needs to be redone,” he said.
The L.A. City Council Redistricting Commission has had a punishing schedule in the recent
weeks, conducting four meetings in seven days, each stretching for several hours. By the time
the map came up for a final vote, the mood on the panel was mostly subdued.
Commissioner Jackie Goldberg, an appointee of Raman, decried the idea that Raman, who took
office in December, could be assigned to a West Valley district that’s entirely new to her.
“There is no precedent for stripping a first-term council member of 100% of their constituents,”
said Goldberg, a former city councilwoman who sits on the L.A. school board.
Another commissioner said “the Valley is in turmoil” over the map.
Commissioner Richard Katz, an appointee of Blumenfield, disputed that notion, saying the map
would achieve a long-sought goal: placing five districts and the vast majority of a sixth inside
the Valley.
The commission map, Katz said, achieves things that have been “on the Valley agenda for a
really long time.”
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Other commissioners said the proposal would achieve additional policy objectives: placing
Koreatown in a single council district, ensuring the opportunity for Black or Latino
representation in certain parts of the city and consolidating heavily Jewish neighborhoods on
the Westside into a single district.
The commission also weighed in on the fight over economic assets in South Los Angeles, placing
USC in Councilman Curren Price’s district but putting the adjacent Exposition Park in
Councilman Marqueece Harris-Dawson’s.
“What the council does after this is up to the council,” said Commissioner Carlos Moreno, a
retired judge appointed by City Atty. Mike Feuer, who is running for mayor. “But I think no one
can really question that each of us, and collectively, we’ve done our best.”
The city redraws its council district boundaries every 10 years, after receiving data from the
once-a-decade U.S. census.
After obtaining that information, city leaders must approve maps that give each district roughly
an equal population and protect the voting rights of certain groups, including Black, Latino and
Asian American residents.
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October 22, 2021 – Watch Our City: Los Angeles Redistricting Commission Moves Forward
Draft Map to City Council (City News Service):
https://watchourcity.com/communities/about-california-southern/los-angeles-redistrictingcommission-moves-forward-draft-map-to-city-council/

LOS ANGELES (CNS) – The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission sent its map
recommendation to the Los Angeles City Council but it did not define borders for Paul
Krekorian’s District 2 and Councilwoman Nithya Raman’s District 4.
Under the recommendations, one of the council members could end up in a district with
entirely new constituents. Raman currently represents parts of Silver Lake, Los Feliz, Hollywood
Hills, Hancock Park and Sherman Oaks, among other neighborhoods. Krekorian represents East
San Fernando Valley neighborhoods, including North Hollywood, Studio City and Sun Valley.
The draft map sent to the City Council would have either Krekorian or Raman represent a
district that encompasses parts of both their districts — the Hollywood Hills, North Hollywood,
Valley Glenn and part of Los Feliz. The other would represent an entirely new district with areas
of Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda and Lake Balboa in the west San Fernando Valley.
The 21-member commission finalized its recommendations on Thursday evening. The Los
Angeles City Council will have the chance to make changes to the map before adopting final
borders for the City Council’s 15 districts to go into effect on Jan. 1.
Both Raman and Krekorian have previously stated their opposition to the map.
“Last week the L.A. City Redistricting Commission moved forward with a proposed map that
effectively `erases’ our district in its current form. This happened despite the fact that the
minimal changes in population in L.A. show no basis whatsoever for such drastic shifts,” Raman,
who was elected to represent that district in 2020, tweeted on Oct. 5.
She told constituents that she could either lose all but 29% of her current constituents, or lose
all of them.
Krekorian emailed constituents on Oct. 5 to warn that the commission could move his district
out of the Eastern San Fernando Valley and shift it to the west San Fernando Valley, with him
no longer representing North Hollywood, Valley Glen, Studio City, Sun Valley and Valley Village,
which could be shifted to Raman’s district.
“The Commission was supposed to protect fair and equitable participation by the voters of Los
Angeles in selecting their representatives. Instead, this disgraceful plan would disenfranchise
hundreds of thousands of voters in the Valley who will have no say in who represents them in
the Council. It would completely reverse the results of elections that took place just last year,”
Krekorian, who was elected in 2020, told City News Service in a statement Tuesday. “It would
disempower voters of Armenian, Korean and other ethnic backgrounds. And it would silence
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the public by limiting comments to only one possible set of maps — in direct contravention of
the Commission’s own outreach plan.”
Krekorian added in that email that he is “confident” the City Council would reject the proposed
map. The council’s Redistricting Commission uses data from the U.S. Census to update the city’s
districts, with each council member getting about 26,000 people to represent. The City Council
expects to approve the designated borders in time for them to go into effect in January 2022.
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October 22, 2021 – The Eastsider: LA City Councilmember Nithya Raman faces big changes
and new constituents under proposed district map:
https://www.theeastsiderla.com/news/government_and_politics/la-city-councilmembernithya-raman-faces-big-changes-and-new-constituents-under-proposed-districtmap/article_cc91d402-3363-11ec-b951-a7d19a6a484d.html

A commission on Thursday adopted a new map of city council boundaries that would
dramatically change the area represented by City Councilmember Nithya Raman of Silver Lake.
In fact, Raman could end up being assigned to a new district in the West San Fernando Valley
based on the recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission.
The 21-member commission will forward its map recommendation to the Los Angeles City
Council for final approval. The commission drafted borders for 13 districts, but left Raman's
District 2 and Krekorian's District 4 without labels for who would represent them.
Under the recommendations, one of the council members could end up in a district with
entirely new constituents. Raman currently represents parts of Silver Lake, Los Feliz, Hollywood
Hills, Hancock Park and Sherman Oaks, among other neighborhoods. Krekorian represents East
San Fernando Valley neighborhoods, including North Hollywood, Studio City and Sun Valley.
The draft map that will be sent next week to the City Council would have either Krekorian or
Raman represent a district that encompasses parts of both their districts -- the Hollywood Hills,
North Hollywood, Valley Glenn and part of Los Feliz. The other would represent an entirely new
district with areas of Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda and Lake Balboa in the west San Fernando
Valley.
The boundaries of the other other Eastside council districts -- District 1 represented by Gil
Cedillo, District 13 represented by Mitch O'Farrell and District 14 -- represented by Kevin de
Leon -- would remain relatively unchanged.
The council's Redistricting Commission uses data from the U.S. Census to update the city's
districts, with each council member getting about 260,000 people to represent. The City Council
expects to approve the designated borders in time for them to go into effect in January 2022.
Both Raman and Krekorian have previously stated their opposition to the map.
Council President Nury Martinez blasted the proposals, saying the drastic changes have
"confused and alienated thousands." Martinez said the council would work to ensure the map
"does right by all communities and Angelenos."
Fred Ali, defended the map, saying the commission made a commitment to transparency and
equity. "In the final adoption of the map, the Commission took great care to ensure that
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traditionally disadvantaged districts included critical economic assets," he said, adding that it
wasn't the commission's job "to protect elected officials, their jobs or their political futures."
"Last night, a sharply divided Redistricting Commission approved an embarrassingly bad
proposal for new Council districts that ignores the input of the public and disenfranchises half a
million people," Krekorian said. "I am confident that the Council will respect the will of the
people instead of the deal making of political insiders and reject this unnecessarily divisive and
controversial proposal."
Raman, who was elected last year, echoed Council President Martinez and Krekorian, saying,
the "City Council has an opportunity to restore the community's faith in the redistricting
process when the map comes before us."

Council District 1

Proposed map of Council District 1 represented by Gil Cedillo.
Courtesy LA City Council Redistricting Commission
Council District 2 or 4

Proposed map of Council District 2 or 4, which could be represented by Nithya Raman.
Courtesy LA City Council Redistricting Commission
Council District 13
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The proposed boundaries of Council District 13, represented by Mitch O'Farrell.
Courtesy LA City Council Redistricting Commission
Council District 14

Proposed map of Council District 14, represented by Kevin de Leon.
Courtesy LA City Council Redistricting Commission
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October 22, 2021 – LAist: Commission Proposes New LA City Council District Map, But
Council President Nury Martinez is Already a Critic:
https://laist.com/news/politics/commission-proposes-map-new-la-city-districts-presidentnury-martinez-critic-final-2021

The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission will send this map — called "K2.5
Final" — to the city council for consideration.
(Screenshot of Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission)
An advisory commission tasked with figuring out how to equitably divide Los Angeles
into 15 city council districts for the next decade has decided on the map it will send to
the council for consideration and approval.
Map “K2.5 Final” was passed by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission — an advisory group of city hall appointees — by a vote of 15-6 on
Thursday night, and is the product of months of public input and often tense late night
meetings.
In statements before the vote, many of the commissioners acknowledged that while
the map does make some progress, it still has some potentially significant flaws.
City Council President Nury Martinez is already commenting on those flaws.
"As it stands now drastic changes were made to the map that have confused and
alienated thousands and threaten to widen the divides between communities,"
Martinez said in a statement issued Friday morning. "While some areas kept their
assets and neighborhoods whole, poverty was concentrated in other communities that
have already suffered from disinvestment and neglect for generations."
One example of an improvement from the current map: it manages to place
Koreatown in one district (CD10), which was the community’s request after being split
among multiple council districts during the last redistricting cycle.
Issues Remain
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But members of the public and commissioners themselves point to other outstanding
issues that could not be resolved.

This is the current map of the Los Angeles city council districts, as determined during the
redistricting process in 2011.
(Screenshot of Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission)

The commission voted 15-6 in support of Map K2.5 Final, which still leaves open the question of
which region will become Council District 2 and which will become Council District 4.
(Screenshot of Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission map)
For one thing, the commission’s proposed map, as it will be presented to the city
council, indicates which council district (and therefore, which council member) will
represent each of the newly drawn regions, with two notable exceptions:
•

A district including parts of the West Valley is labeled as “04-OR-02”
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•

A district including parts of the East Valley is labeled as “02-OR-04.”

These districts are significantly different from current Council Districts 2 and 4, and the
map does not make clear which district would be which.
Councilmember Paul Krekorian (who currently represents CD2) and Councilmember
Nithya Raman (currently representing CD4) had previously opposed the map for this
reason.
“Either Councilmember Nithya Raman or I will be moved to a new District in the West
Valley (4-OR-2), while the other serves in an unwieldy new hybrid District — roughly 60
percent of my current District 2 in the East Valley and roughly 29 percent of
Councilmember Raman’s District 4 in Toluca Lake and the Hollywood Hills (2-OR-4),”
Krekorian wrote on Facebook last week.
“What is saddest to me is that these maps decimate the voices of new voters in a
historic election — one that saw more renters, more young people, and more people
of color participate than ever before,” Raman tweeted earlier this month. Raman, a
progressive, was first elected last year in a rare defeat of an incumbent
councilmember. Her current district includes parts of Silver Lake, Los Feliz, Hollywood,
the Miracle Mile and Sherman Oaks.
The Response So Far
The commission’s chair, Fred Ali, who was appointed by City Council President Nury
Martinez, seemed to respond to these criticisms at a public hearing earlier this month.
“This commission understands that it is advisory to the city council, who will ultimately
make final decisions on redistricting,” he said at a hearing on Oct. 6. “We respect their
right to ultimately decide and ask that they respect the process that they have asked us
to undertake as we proceed with this difficult work.”
The commission was also deeply divided on how to divide South L.A.’s cultural and
economic assets — including USC and Exposition Park — between Council District 8
(currently represented by Marqueece Harris-Dawson) and 9 (represented by Curren
Price).
Community members from CD8 said that without USC (which was moved to district 9
in the last redistricting cycle), the district is left without a strong economic engine.
“I think you're leaving the future African American community with nothing, or very
little. And I'm very distressed,” Valerie Lynne Shaw, the commissioner appointed by
Harris-Dawson, said when the issue came up again Tuesday night.
Community members in CD9 argued that residents and businesses there depend on
the tourism and revenue brought in by USC and the museums in Exposition Park.
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Commissioner Charisse Bremond, who was appointed by the mayor’s office and is the
President and CEO of Brotherhood Crusade in South Los Angeles, explained on Tuesday
night why the decision is so difficult.
“What happened 10 years ago was devastating to CD8. And at the same time CD9 has
cultivated and worked and developed relationships at USC and then Expo, and at the
same time, you cannot move all assets to either one of those districts,” Bremond said.
“I have a responsibility to my community to address what has happened for decades of
disinvestment in Los Angeles, so I just hope we can do what's right by the assets in the
community to ensure that both council districts have assets moving forward.”
The Compromise
The commission eventually — and narrowly — passed a compromise: letting CD9 keep
USC while giving Exposition Park back to CD8.
These issues were some of the reasons why Commissioner Rachel Torres (also
appointed by Council President Martinez) ultimately voted no on the map.
“While I believe a lot of good changes have been made ... I still think that this map, as
currently presented, is not finished, is not done, is not the map that I would be proud
to say was the best that we could come up with,” Torres explained.
Commissioner Carlos Moreno, who was appointed by the city attorney, acknowledged
the map isn’t perfect, but he still joined the majority voting in support.
“What the council does after this is up to the council, but I think no one can really
question that each of us had collectively — we've done our best,” Moreno said.
Next Steps
Next week, the commission will meet one last time to approve a report that will
accompany the map as it is sent to city hall for the council’s consideration and
approval.
You can see the map the commission passed — K2.5 Final — in detail below. Zoom in
to see exactly where the district lines could land. The commission also provided more
data about the proposed districts, which you can read here.
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October 22, 2021 – Spectrum News 1: LA City Council president criticizes drastic changes
in redistricting proposal: https://spectrumnews1.com/ca/la-west/politics/2021/10/22/laredistricting-commission-moves-forward-draft-map-to-city-council

LOS ANGELES (CNS) — One day after the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
submitted its recommendations for a draft map of revised council district boundaries, Council
President Nury Martinez blasted the proposals, saying the drastic changes have "confused and
alienated thousands."
What You Need To Know
• Council President Nury Martinez blasted the proposals, saying the drastic changes have
"confused and alienated thousands"
•

The commission did not define borders for Paul Krekorian's District 2 and Councilwoman
Nithya Raman's District 4

•

The draft map moved forward by the 21-member commission has also been criticized by
Raman and Krekorian for drastically redefining their districts

•

The council will have the chance to make changes to the map before adopting final
borders for the 15 districts to go into effect on Jan. 1

The commission sent its map recommendation to the City Council on Thursday night, but it did
not define borders for Paul Krekorian's District 2 and Councilwoman Nithya Raman's District 4.
"As it stands now drastic changes were made to the map that have confused and alienated
thousands and threatened to widen the divides between neighborhoods," Martinez said in a
statement Friday. "While some areas kept their assets and neighborhoods whole, poverty was
concentrated in other communities that have already suffered from disinvestment and neglect
for generations."
Martinez said the council would work to ensure the map "does right by all communities and
Angelenos."
The draft map moved forward by the 21-member commission has also been criticized by Raman
and Krekorian for drastically redefining their districts, and under the recommendations, one of
them would end up with entirely new constituents in the west San Fernando Valley.
The commission drafted borders for 13 districts, but left Raman's and Krekorian's without labels
for who would represent them.
Raman represents parts of Silver Lake, Los Feliz, Hollywood Hills, Hancock Park and Sherman
Oaks, among other neighborhoods. Krekorian represents East San Fernando Valley
neighborhoods, including North Hollywood, Studio City and Sun Valley.
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The draft map sent to the council would have either Krekorian or Raman representing a district
that encompasses parts of both their current districts — the Hollywood Hills, North Hollywood,
Valley Glenn and part of Los Feliz. The other would represent an entirely new district with areas
of Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda and Lake Balboa in the west San Fernando Valley.
The commission finalized its recommendations on Thursday evening. In a statement to City
News Service on Friday, the commission's chair, Fred Ali, defended the map, saying the
commission "is very proud to send the map adopted at last night's meeting to the City Council
for its review. Our work has been informed by Census data, the federal Voting Rights Act and
countless hours of public testimony."
He said the commission conducted the process with the participation of more than 12,000 Los
Angeles residents who spoke and submitted written testimony.
"From the outset, the Commission made a commitment to transparency and equity. The
assertion that this map concentrates poverty in certain communities is patently false. In the
final adoption of the map, the Commission took great care to ensure that traditionally
disadvantaged districts included critical economic assets," he said, adding that it wasn't the
commission's job "to protect elected officials, their jobs or their political futures."
The Redistricting Commission uses data from the U.S. Census to update the city's districts, with
each City Council member getting about 260,000 people to represent. The Council will have the
chance to make changes to the map before adopting final borders for the 15 districts to go into
effect on Jan. 1.
"Last night, a sharply divided Redistricting Commission approved an embarrassingly bad
proposal for new Council districts that ignores the input of the public and disenfranchises half a
million people," Krekorian said on Thursday. "I am confident that the Council will respect the
will of the people instead of the dealmaking of political insiders and reject this unnecessarily
divisive and controversial proposal."
He added that some commissioners "insisted on disrupting the San Fernando Valley with
dramatic and unnecessary wholesale changes that effectively cancel last year's election results
in two districts."
Raman, who was elected last year, echoed Council President Martinez and Krekorian, saying,
"City Council has an opportunity to restore the community's faith in the redistricting process
when the map comes before us."
"I'm gratified that so many Angelenos were activated to speak up to defend their
neighborhoods and their rights as voters. The public record is clear: this map has unacceptable
inequities and needs to be changed," she added.
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October 22, 2021 – Larchmont Buzz: Redistricting Commission Approves Draft Map to
Send to City Council: https://www.larchmontbuzz.com/featured-stories-larchmontvillage/redistricting-commission-approves-draft-map-to-send-to-city-council/

Draft Plan K 2.5 Final – the redistricting map that will be forwarded from the Los Angeles City
Council Redistricting Commission to the City Council for its input in the next phase of the city
council redistricting process. (Click image for interactive map.)
After several months of intense effort, the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
voted by a margin of 15-6 last night to approve its “Final” version of redistricting Draft Plan K
2.5 and forward it to the City Council.
The vote came at the end of a three-hour meeting, which was the shortest of nine public input
and map-drawing meetings just this month. It brings to a close the current stage in the longdistance redistricting relay, running since July, and after one more meeting next week, at which
the Commission will approve its final report, it will hand off the baton to the City Council for its
final stage – approving new council districts by the legal deadline later this year.
Before the vote last night, the commission heard one last round of public testimony, and then
voted to make four last small changes to its draft map:
•
•
•
•

Uniting both sides of Los Feliz’s Vermont Ave. business district in CD “2-or-4”
Adjusting the western border of Little Ethiopia by a block to fully unite it in CD 10
Fixing an unintentional split of the Sunset Square HPOZ area
Moving part of the Warner Center area from CD 3 to CD 4-or-2, to help maximize
economic assets in the less-advantaged district

•

Then, before the big vote, chairman Fred Ali gave the commissioners time to express their
thoughts on both the final map and the process through which it was created.
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Almost all who spoke during this session were quick to note that the map is “not perfect,” but
listed both positives and negatives about their overall efforts.
Among the positive accomplishments listed by commissioners before the vote were:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Uniting Koreatown in a single city council district
Keeping most of the Mid City West and Greater Wilshire areas united in CD 5
Uniting much of the Jewish community in CD 5
Making a hard but probably just decision on the CD 8 and 9 assets
Creating new Latino-majority districts in the Valley
Uniting more Neighborhood Council districts than in the last round of
redistricting 10 years ago
Adhering to overall mandates for population levels in each district and across the
city as a whole
Adhering to requirements of the Voting Rights Act for representation of Black
and Latino voters

•

And what still rankled many commissioners in preparing to vote were:
•

•
•
•

The radically new districts “2-or-4” and “4-or-2,” and the disconnects they create
between the current representatives of Districts 2 and 4 (Paul Krikorian and
Nithya Raman) and the voters who elected them
The lack of a decision on which of those districts would, in the end, be 2 and
which would be 4
Still unresolved issues about racial and economic equity in several Valley
districts, including the fact that the new District 3 could be close to 74% white
Still unanswered pleas or expressions of dissatisfaction from several other
communities (e.g. Los Feliz and Angelino Heights) about which district they
would like to be located or united in

Many commissioners said that while they felt they made much progress on these unresolved
issues, especially in the last couple of weeks, most also said they were also sorry they don’t
have another month or more to continue working toward better solutions. And in the end, the
vote of each commissioner seemed to come down to whether they felt the commission’s good
work outweighed its unfinished business and/or unsatisfactory decisions so far, or whether too
much was still left undone.
But while the yes votes carried the night, the six commissioners voting no expressed strong
disappointment. Five of the six- Denis Cagna (representing CD 2), Natalie Freidberg (CD 13),
Jackie Goldberg (CD 4), Susan Minato (CD 9), and Rachel Torres (CD 6) – represent districts in
which major issues were never settled to unanimous consent, and where they and significant
numbers of stakeholders were left unsatisfied. The sixth dissenter, Nam Le (CD 15), represents
the district at the southern-most tip of the city, which did not have major unresolved issues
after the mapping process, but he expressed support for the concerns of the others, especially
regarding Districts 2-or-4 and 4-or2.
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Despite the final division of the vote, however, it was also interesting to note that in the prevote comments, the great majority of the commissioners, including those voting both for and
against the final map, had broad praise for their fellow commissioners, and for commission
chair Fred Ali, who generally provided a confident, calm center throughout the difficult
negotiating process. Regardless of whether or not they had always agreed on difficult issues,
most commissioners praised their colleagues’ civility, diversity, and commitment throughout
the process.
In general, Commissioner Carlos Moreno also likened the experience to comments recently
made by President Joe Biden, saying that while we all seek perfection, what we are really
engaged in is a process of perfecting, within the confines of law, culture, politics and other
factors. And Commissioner Susan Minato noted that she had particularly taken to heart some
welcoming advice by fellow Commissioner Elissa Barrett, who had advised her to be “tough on
issues” and “soft on people,” which she she said most of the commissioners had also done very
well.
As noted above, there will be one last meeting of the commission next Thursday, October 28 (6
p.m., via Zoom), to finalize its report to the City Council. And then, as the CD 10 commissioner,
the Rev. Edward L. Anderson, said near the end of the last night’s meeting, the baton is passed.
“We ran our leg,” Anderson said. “Pray that the City Council runs its leg now.”
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October 22, 2021 – Park LaBrea News & Beverly Press: Commission’s Final Map Proposes
Dramatic Changes to Local Council Districts:
https://beverlypress.com/2021/10/commissions-final-map-proposes-dramatic-changes-tolocal-council-districts/

The Los Angeles City Council is scheduled to review the redistricting commission’s final
redistricting map on Oct. 29. (photo courtesy of the Los Angeles City Council Redistrict
Committee)
The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission approved a final map on Oct. 21 that it
plans to submit to the council for review after its final meeting on Oct. 28.
The final map proposes major changes to districts in the local community and puts in question
the future of Councilwoman Nithya Raman’s 4th District and Councilman Paul Krekorian’s 2nd
District. The redistricting commission created two new districts called “2 or 4” and “4 or 2,”
both of which are primarily in the San Fernando Valley, and left it up to the City Council to
decide who will represent which district. The council is expected to consider the map beginning
on Oct. 29.
The commission’s final map draws the southern boundary of the 4th District along Franklin
Avenue in Hollywood and its northern boundary along Sherman Way and Roscoe Boulevard in
the San Fernando Valley. The map removes the Miracle Mile, Hancock Park, Windsor Square
and Larchmont Village from the 4th District and places them in the 5th District.
Councilman Mitch O’Farrell’s 13th District includes most of Hollywood on the new map. It
expands west from its present boundary at La Brea Avenue to Fairfax and Laurel avenues,
encompassing the neighborhoods north of West Hollywood between Fountain Avenue and
Hollywood Boulevard.
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The 2nd District, which is currently centered in North Hollywood, would potentially be moved
farther west in the San Fernando Valley to include the communities of Canoga Park, Winnetka
and Reseda.
Raman was represented on the redistricting commission by former City Councilwoman and
current Los Angeles Unified School District Board Member Jackie Goldberg, who said the
redistricting process was unfair to people living in the 4th and 2nd Districts. She said it was
unprecedented to make such dramatic changes to Raman’s district, particularly because she
was elected less than a year ago.
“There is no precedent for stripping a first-term council member from 100% of their
constituents, and demographic changes in this city have not necessitated the drastic action this
map represents,” Goldberg said.
Not identifying which district would be the 2nd or 4th led to further disenfranchisement of
residents, she added.
“I think that probably the biggest problem for me about this whole process was the refusal to
label CD 2 and CD 4,” Goldberg said. “It put these district commissioners and constituents at an
inherent disadvantage. There was literally nobody advocating unequivocally for these district
interests throughout the entire process.”
Raman also criticized the commission’s final map.
“City Council has an opportunity to restore the community’s faith in the redistricting process
when the map comes before us,” Raman said in a statement. “I’m gratified that so many
Angelenos were activated to speak up to defend their neighborhoods and their rights as voters.
The public record is clear, this map has unacceptable inequities and needs to be changed.”
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October 22, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: L.A. council president slams redistricting map,
saying it has ‘alienated thousands’: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-1022/los-angeles-city-council-redistricting-map-finalized-by-commission

Los Angeles City Council President Nury Martinez spoke out Friday against a citizen
commission’s proposal for redrawing the council’s 15 districts, saying it makes “drastic
changes” to political boundaries that “threaten to widen the divides between communities.”
Martinez, who represents part of the San Fernando Valley, said in a statement the proposed
changes have “confused and alienated thousands” — a message that increases the likelihood
that council members will significantly rework the map.
“While some areas kept their assets and neighborhoods whole, poverty was concentrated in
other communities that have already suffered from disinvestment and neglect for generations,”
Martinez said.
A spokeswoman for Martinez said the council president was describing two districts — her own,
which includes such areas as Van Nuys, and a proposed district that would take in Winnekta
and other West Valley neighborhoods.
The council president issued her remarks less than a day after a 21-member citizen commission
voted 15 to 6 to approve its final map, which would make major alterations to the boundaries
of three council districts — those represented by Nithya Raman, Paul Krekorian and Bob
Blumenfield.
Commission Chairman Fred Ali, one of Martinez’s appointees on the panel, pushed back on the
council president’s claims, saying any assertion that the map concentrates poverty in certain
communities is “patently false.”
Ali said the commission “took great care to ensure that traditionally disadvantaged districts
included critical economic assets.” Martinez’s district has the Van Nuys Civic Center, he said,
while the Winnetka district has Pierce College and Van Nuys Airport.
“It wasn’t our job to protect elected officials, their jobs or their political futures,” Ali said. “We
hope the council conducts its deliberations with the same amount of transparency and
commitment to equity that this commission did.”
The council will receive the commission’s written report at the end of next week.
Under the proposal, one council member — either Raman or Krekorian — would be assigned to
represent a new district proposed for the west San Fernando Valley, which would include
Winnetka and other nearby neighborhoods. The other would be assigned to a district
encompassing the Hollywood Hills, Griffith Park, North Hollywood and other areas.
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Krekorian, who won reelection last year to his third and final term, currently represents the
east San Fernando Valley’s 2nd District. Raman, who has been in office less than a year,
represents the 4th District, which stretches from Hancock Park to Silver Lake and north to
Sherman Oaks.
The commission declined to assign council districts to either Raman or Krekorian, instead
labeling them as Districts 2-or-4 and 4-or-2.
Meanwhile, Blumenfield’s southwest Valley district would be stretched considerably to the
east, reaching as far as Valley Village. That shift would cause him to lose other neighborhoods,
including Canoga Park and Reseda.
Critics of the map have argued that the changes would make Blumenfield’s 3rd District whiter
and wealthier. Defenders of the map have countered that the proposed Winnetka district,
located next to Blumenfield’s, would give voters a much stronger chance of electing a Latino to
represent the West Valley.
A new map must be approved in time for it to go into effect Jan. 1.
Martinez is the latest council member to speak out against the proposal. In recent weeks,
Raman and Krekorian have argued that the map would disenfranchise many of the people who
voted for them last year by putting them in different districts.
On Friday, Krekorian called the map “an embarrassingly bad work product for the San Fernando
Valley,” one that unnecessarily disrupts the region.
“It needs to be rejected and, at least with regard to the Valley, needs to be redone,” he said.
The L.A. City Council Redistricting Commission has had a punishing schedule in the recent
weeks, conducting four meetings in seven days, each stretching for several hours. By the time
the map came up for a final vote, the mood on the panel was mostly subdued.
Commissioner Jackie Goldberg, an appointee of Raman, decried the idea that Raman, who took
office in December, could be assigned to a West Valley district that’s entirely new to her.
“There is no precedent for stripping a first-term council member of 100% of their constituents,”
said Goldberg, a former city councilwoman who sits on the L.A. school board.
Another commissioner said “the Valley is in turmoil” over the map.
Commissioner Richard Katz, an appointee of Blumenfield, disputed that notion, saying the map
would achieve a long-sought goal: placing five districts and the vast majority of a sixth inside
the Valley.
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The commission map, Katz said, achieves things that have been “on the Valley agenda for a
really long time.”
Other commissioners said the proposal would achieve additional policy objectives: placing
Koreatown in a single council district, ensuring the opportunity for Black or Latino
representation in certain parts of the city and consolidating heavily Jewish neighborhoods on
the Westside into a single district.
The commission also weighed in on the fight over economic assets in South Los Angeles, placing
USC in Councilman Curren Price’s district but putting the adjacent Exposition Park in
Councilman Marqueece Harris-Dawson’s.
“What the council does after this is up to the council,” said Commissioner Carlos Moreno, a
retired judge appointed by City Atty. Mike Feuer, who is running for mayor. “But I think no one
can really question that each of us, and collectively, we’ve done our best.”
The city redraws its council district boundaries every 10 years, after receiving data from the
once-a-decade U.S. census.
After obtaining that information, city leaders must approve maps that give each district roughly
an equal population and protect the voting rights of certain groups, including Black, Latino and
Asian American residents.
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October 23, 2021 – LA Daily News: Big changes expected in LA political boundaries;
commission sends recommended map to City Council:
https://www.dailynews.com/2021/10/23/big-changes-expected-in-la-political-boundariescommission-sends-recommended-map-to-city-council/

An already wild process to redraw Los Angeles city’s political lines could become wilder,
including in the San Fernando Valley, as a recommended map divvying up communities among
the 15 districts now heads to the City Council.
The redistricting commission on Thursday night, Oct. 21, voted 15-6 to recommend a map that
would reshuffle several Valley communities — and potentially set up a struggle over major
economic and community assets such as the Warner Center and the Sepulveda Basin.
Possible major changes to the map were forecast Thursday night when a commissioner, Rachel
Torres, who was appointed by Council President Nury Martinez, cast one of the six dissenting
votes.
The dismay signaled over the map became clearer Friday morning, when Martinez, who
represents the 6th district in the east San Fernando Valley, went public with her reservations.
She said that “drastic changes” were made to the existing council district boundaries, and that
“while some areas kept their assets and neighborhoods whole, poverty was concentrated in
other communities that have already suffered from disinvestment and neglect for generations.”
It is unclear which neighborhoods and assets Martinez’s strongly worded statement referred to.
Follow-up questions sent to the council president’s office were not immediately answered,
keeping some communities in the dark as to whether she was referring to their own respective
community, and for whom Martinez’s arguments favored.
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Those arguments may appear to signal sympathy for communities in the west Valley, such as
Canoga Park and Reseda, where residents have expressed worries that through this redistricting
process, they could be politically cut-off from the Warner Center, a growing economic center,
even though they’d be in a district that is primarily working class.
But some also worry that it could help bolster efforts by Martinez to restore the Sepulveda
Basin into her district.
“I hope Council President Martinez would have enough integrity to respect the process
established by the voters when they approved the charter (that put in place a city redistricting
commission),” said Glenn Bailey, an activist on Sepulveda Basin issues since the 1970s, when
there was a proposal to move the Hollywood Park racetrack facility to the Basin’s open areas.
“I also hope she will not continue the misguided efforts of her appointee of the redistricting
commission to gerrymander her district to steal the Sepulveda Basin away from the
surrounding residents,” he said.
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So as speculation arose about the direction redistricting could take next, some constituents in
the San Fernando Valley area where some of the most dramatic changes are contemplated
expressed both hope and wariness alike about the next stage of the process.
Jamie York — a Reseda resident who would see herself get redistricted out of the 3rd District
into a new one where they would be represented by a council person she didn’t vote for — said
she is passionate about the redistricting process because her vote matters deeply to her.
“I’m the one who gets the vote out on my block,” she said. “I think the disenfranchisement of
an entire minority-majority neighborhood is deeply unethical. Deeply unethical.”
York serves as secretary of the Reseda Neighborhood Council, where other board members
agreed with her. The council recently weighed in with scathing criticism against the
commission’s proposed map, ahead of recent commission meetings on the map, kicking off a
wave of neighborhood councils castigating the redistricting map.
Their efforts appeared to help nudge redistricting commissioners toward some slight changes
to the map, late Thursday, including putting a 5,000-population sliver of the Warner Center —
an area that is generating high development interest — to be brought into the same district as
their Reseda neighborhood, as well as with Canoga Park, a neighborhood that sits directly
adjacent to that economically significant area.
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The Reseda Neighborhood Council had expressed concern that the new district they were
placed in would be left without any major community assets, so York saw it as a small victory
that part of Warner Center got moved into the same proposed district Reseda would be placed
into.
It was some consolation for seeing their entire community dropped into a district where they
would be represented be a council person they hadn’t voted for.
“I think Reseda fought extremely hard,” York said, noting that she is speaking on her own
behalf, not that of the rest of the neighborhood council.
“I’m extremely proud of our fight,” she said. “While the entirety of our district in this map will
have 0% of the representation we elected … a complete travesty, we fought to ensure that our
district obtained assets that will help us succeed.”
Yasmine Pomeroy, who is planning on challenging 3rd District Councilman Bob Blumenfield, in
next June’s election, would be booted out of the race if the recommended map stays as it is.
But given the move to put part of Warner Center into a district with Canoga Park, where she
lives, she called what happened Thursday “a win.”
Even though she’ll no longer be able to run, “being able to move assets into our district is really
important, and that’s ultimately what is most important to us.”
York said their push led to their own neighborhood council working with other groups. One of
them was the Encino Neighborhood Council, which represents a community that would be
broken up into two separate districts under the now recommended map.
The Encino council met just a few hours before Thursday night’s meeting to back three
statements one of which pushed for their community to be made whole, in exchange for
moving part of the Warner Center into the same district as communities such as Canoga Park,
Winnetka and Reseda.
The trio of position statements followed a last-minute push by several West Valley groups and
neighborhood councils to advocate for moving Warner Center, Pierce College and the
Sepulveda Basin into a district with Canoga Park, Winnetka and Reseda.
The Encino Neighborhood Council also made a push for splitting stewardship of the Sepulveda
Basin between two council members, with its president, Pat Bates, saying Thursday that “we
feel that there will be a much stronger representation for the (Sepulveda) Basin by having two
council districts actively involved in its stewardship.”
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Ultimately, the redistricting commission did not take up the Encino council’s suggestion to keep
their community within one district, which would leave many residents next to the Sepulveda
Basin out of reach from a council member who would have a real voice over what happens at
the regional open space and recreational park, a future site for the 2028 Olympics.
Bates said that their board will closely follow the redistricting process as it goes through the
City Council.
Speaking as an individual, and not on behalf of the neighborhood council, Bates said she
anticipates “significant changes to be proposed and made to the boundaries by the City
Council.”
“It appeared that the mapping process, especially for the San Fernando Valley, was rushed and
haphazard, and particularly as time was running out, inexplicable,” she said, pointing to the
“various flip-flops” in which the Sepulveda Basin was taken out of a district and then put back
into it at various points during commission hearings, sometimes seemingly at the last minute.
Meanwhile, one key question that has yet to be answered, and that still upsets Valley residents
engaged in the redistricting process, is what council member Angelenos in two Valley districts
should expect to be represented by.
The map leaves up in the air two districts in the Valley:
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–One on the west side, provisionally labeled 4-or-2, that includes Canoga Park, Winnetka,
Reseda and Lake Balboa; and
–Another on the east side, referred to as 2-or-4 in the maps, that includes North Hollywood,
Toluca Lake, and Valley Glen, and stretches over the Hollywood Hills and Griffith Park down to
Los Feliz.
It is unclear which will be the 4th District, represented by Nithya Raman, and which will be the
2nd District, which is represented by Paul Krekorian.
That uncertainty prompted one commissioner, Jackie Goldberg, to vote against the map.
Goldberg was a late appointment by Raman and has proven a commanding presence on the
council. She was tapped to take over for an earlier appointed commissioner, soon after the
commission began coalescing around approving a map that could potentially send Raman to a
West San Fernando Valley district that is completely out of the area she now represents. The
other district, in the east Valley, would still include some of the areas she current represents,
but is also dramatically different.
The refusal to assign the districts “put these district commissioners and constituents at an
inherent disadvantage,” she said.
“There was literally nobody advocating unequivocally for these district interests throughout the
entire process,” Goldberg said. “How could the commission act on the public testimony of CD2
and CD4 constituents when they literally didn’t know which district would be CD2, and which
district would be CD4?”
Thursday’s commission vote broke the dam on public statements from L.A. council members,
with several weighing in Friday along in the wake of Martinez’s statement.
Blumenfield, whose commission appointee Richard Katz has pushed back against proposals to
disturb the recommended map’s now controversial council lines, said that “if it were up to me, I
would leave my district as it has been for 10 years.”
Katz voted in favor of the new district lines that removed the communities of Canoga Park,
Reseda and Winnetka from the 3rd District, and against placing a portion of Warner Center
together with those communities.
Under the mapping process thus far, the 3rd District gained Encino and Sherman Oaks, which is
now respectively in the 5th and 4th districts
“I love the communities that I represent and have developed deep friendships and working
partnerships,” Blumenfield said. “I also understand that redistricting needs to reflect the
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holistic needs of the city. This process is about creating equitable districts in compliance with
the Voting Rights Act.
“As the draft map moves to the City Council and we consider options, that will be at the
forefront of my mind,” he said.
Those who have pushed back against the proposed 3rd District boundary lines say that it makes
the district majority white, while pushing more pre-dominantly Latino populations into a
neighboring district that they argue have few major assets.
Meanwhile, Krekorian called the the approved map an “embarrassingly bad proposal for new
council districts that ignores the input of the public and disenfranchises half a million people.”
Krekorian’s appointee to the redistricting commission, Denis Cagna, was among the dissenting
votes on the map Thursday evening.
“The job of the redistricting commission was simply to propose new district maps that balance
population based on new census data, and to ensure those districts comply with the law,” he
said. “It could have done so with minor adjustments of existing district lines. Instead, a few
commissioners insisted on disrupting the San Fernando Valley with dramatic and unnecessary
wholesale changes that effectively cancel last year’s election results in two districts.”
Krekorian, a former Assemblyman, third-term councilman and chair of the council’s budget and
finance committee, said he doesn’t know “what agenda the professional political insiders who
created this map are pursuing, but I know it is not in the best interest of the people of the San
Fernando Valley.”
Krekorian, who now represents east Valley communities such as North Hollywood, could
potentially get moved into an unfamiliar area, under the recommended map, for the remainder
of his term.
Neither Krekorian, nor Raman, know which district they’ll be in.
Raman, who was just elected last year via a historic peak in voter turnout in Los Angeles,
expressed gratitude Friday “that so many Angelenos were activated to speak up to defend their
neighborhoods and their rights as voters. The public record is clear: this map has unacceptable
inequities and needs to be changed.”
Supporters of Raman, as well as several neighborhood councils in the San Fernando Valley that
expressed sympathy her constituents, and who now could face a drastic change in
representation, spoke at recent commission hearings expressing opposition to the map and
pushing for it to be changed.
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Raman said that the council now “has an opportunity to restore the community’s faith in the
redistricting process when the map comes before us.”
Redistricting commission chair Fred Ali, another appointee of Martinez’s, cast an “enthusiastic”
vote in favor of the map, diverging from the other 6th district appointee, Torres.
He defended the recommended map in a statement Friday, saying that their panel “is very
proud to send the map adopted at last night’s meeting to the City Council for its review.”
“Our work has been informed by Census data, the federal Voting Rights Act, countless hours of
public testimony, and core values and guiding principles that commissioners committed to at
the start of our work,” he said.
Amid the statements from council members, some who have weathered past redistricting
processes, shared advice Friday for Angelenos engaged in the latest round.
Ruth Galanter, a former councilwoman who had been redistricted from the Venice area to the
northeast Valley 20 years ago, said Friday that she was concerned that the process may try to
leave out the voice of voters.
“It would be nice if this complex process were governed by some set of genuinely democratic
values,” she said, “like paying attention to the fact that this is people’s representation you’re
fooling around with.”
But she said that’s not so: “The value system that does seem to operate is ‘Where can I raise
the most money for whatever it is I want to raise it for, or wherever it is I want to have
influence?’”
Meanwhile, the concept that the “process occurs in a tight, little vacuum of competing political
ambitions,” is actually much easier for the average person to understand, she noted, more so
than the complex explanations of how the Voting Rights Act works and whatever process is laid
over it.
“I mean, you have to explain about the Census and why that’s important, but that’s only the
raw material for redistricting,” she said. “The transformation of this raw material into new
council districts, and who represents whom, is this process that seems to be governed
ostensibly by all kinds of objective criteria, but is in fact, governed by competing political
ambitions.”
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•

October 23, 2021 – Spectrum News 1: Backlash mounts over proposed West San Fernando
Valley district: https://spectrumnews1.com/ca/la-west/politics/2021/10/25/proposedwest-san-fernando-valley-district-backlash

LOS ANGELES — To explain the outrage over Los Angeles' newly proposed west San Fernando
Valley City Council District, Teresa Cedeno invited Spectrum News 1 on a tour that started in
her Canoga Park neighborhood, which has no sidewalks.
“We really need more resources invested in our community to bring it up,” she said.
What You Need To Know
• The new West Valley district, ambiguously called “4-or-2,” contains Canoga Park,
Winnetka, Reseda and Lake Balboa
•

LA's Redistricting Commission declined to decide who should represent District “4-or-2,”
leaving it up between two Council members Paul Krekorian or Nithya Raman

•

The City Council will have a chance to change the map before the new borders go into
effect Jan. 1

•

Krekorian called the process "fundamentally flawed"

The new West Valley district, ambiguously called “4-or-2,” contains Canoga Park, Winnetka,
Reseda and Lake Balboa. The majority would be Latino, but rather than empowering her
community, Cedeno is upset that the 21-member Redistricting Commission carved out
important landmarks such as the Warner Center and instead placed them in District 3, a
primarily white district to the south.
"It’s segregation, right? Put all the poor people and low-income people together and just give
them scraps," Cedeno said. "Meanwhile, those that have a lot of resources can continue to
accumulate resources."
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LA’s 21-member Redistricting Commission declined to decide who should represent “4-or-2,”
leaving it up between two council members who don’t live there: Paul Krekorian or Nithya
Raman. The other would represent Hollywood Hills, North Hollywood, Valley Glenn and parts of
Los Feliz.
While Canoga Park voters last voted for Council in 2017, under the proposed map, Cedeno
wouldn’t go to the polls again until 2024, a seven-year span between votes.
“The idea of leaving over a quarter of a million people in a district that won’t have a chance to
vote for over seven years, is outrageously anti-democratic,” said Krekorian, who is prepared to
throw out the map and start from scratch.
The City Council will have a chance to change the map before the new borders go into effect
Jan. 1.
"I am entirely prepared to do that," Krekorian said. "I think this process has been an
embarrassment."
Related Stories
• LA City Council president criticizes drastic changes in redistricting proposal
•

LA City Council redistricting commission set to adopt draft map

•

LAUSD district lines will be redrawn by commission

•

Census reports a population decline in LA's Eastside

In a statement Thursday, the Commission’s chair defended the map in a statement.
“We conducted a process that secured the civic participation of over 12,000 Angelenos who
submitted both spoken and written testimony, and for the first time in the City’s history drew
the map boundaries in full view of the public – not in the back rooms of City Hall,” Fred Ali said.
“It wasn’t our job to protect elected officials, their jobs, or their political futures.”
In the final map, Cedeno was happy to see the commission at least placed her alma matter
Pierce College in the new West Valley district.
“Those are the populations that are going to be attending here,” she said.
After all, what use is having power if you don’t have a say where you live.
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•

October 25, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: Editorial – In Los Angeles, political meddling
poisons redistricting: https://www.latimes.com/opinion/story/2021-10-25/los-angeles-cityredistricting
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•

October 25, 2021 – LA Sentinel: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission’s
Comments on Adoption of City Council District Map: https://lasentinel.net/los-angelescity-council-redistricting-commissions-comments-on-adoption-of-city-council-districtmap.html

The Commission is very proud to send the map adopted at last night’s meeting to the City
Council for its review. Our work has been informed by Census data, the federal Voting Rights
Act, countless hours of public testimony, and core values and guiding principles that
commissioners committed to at the start of our work.
We conducted a process that secured the civic participation of over 12,000 Angelenos who
submitted both spoken and written testimony, and for the first time in the City’s history drew
the map boundaries in full view of the public – not in the back rooms of City Hall. And, we did it
while our country was recovering from a global pandemic.
From the outset, the Commission made a commitment to transparency and equity. The
assertion that this map concentrates poverty in certain communities is patently false. In the
final adoption of the map, the Commission took great care to ensure that traditionally
disadvantaged districts included critical economic assets.
It wasn’t our job to protect elected officials, their jobs, or their political futures. We hope the
Council conducts its deliberations with the same amount of transparency and commitment to
equity that this Commission did.
–
Statement on behalf of Fred Ali, chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
2021, https://laccrc2021.org
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•

October 26, 2021 – Los Angeles Times: Letters to the Editor: To the City Council members
whining over redistricting: Adapt: https://www.latimes.com/opinion/story/2021-1027/city-council-members-redistricting

317

•

October 26, 2021 – Spectrum News1 (City News Service): Nury Martinez seeks new
committee to lead redistricting process: https://spectrumnews1.com/ca/lawest/politics/2021/10/26/nury-martinez-seeks-new-committee-to-lead-redistrictingprocess

LOS ANGELES (CNS) — City Council President Nury Martinez said Tuesday that Los
Angeles "cannot reasonably move forward" with a draft map proposed by the council's
Redistricting Commission, and introduced a motion to create an Ad Hoc Redistricting
Committee to lead the council's role in the process.
"It's clear that too many voices across the city have yet to be heard and we have an
immovable deadline," Martinez said. "We cannot reasonably move forward with a map
that raises concerns for so many marginalized communities when this will be so
influential in the lives of all Angelenos for the next decade. If we're looking to build a
stronger, more equitable Los Angeles, we need a map that reflects t hat."

What You Need To Know
•
•
•
•

City Council President Nury Martinez said Tuesday that Los Angeles "cannot reasonably
move forward" with a draft map proposed by the council's Redistricting Commission
Martinez introduced a motion to create an Ad Hoc Redistricting Committee to lead the
council's role in the process
The City Council members from those districts 2 and 4, Paul Krekorian and Nithya
Raman, seconded Martinez' motion to create an Ad Hoc Redistricting Commission
The commission's chair, Fred Ali, defended the map, saying the commission "is very
proud to send the map adopted at last night's meeting to the City Council for its review

On Thursday, the City Council Redistricting Commission voted to finalize its
recommendations for a draft map of revised council district boundaries, but did not
designate which district would be District 2 and which would be District 4. The City
Council members from those two districts, Paul Krekorian and Nithya Raman, seconded
Martinez' motion to create an Ad Hoc Redistricting Commission.
The draft map moved forward by the 21-member commission had already been
criticized by Raman and Krekorian for drastically redefining their districts, and under
the recommendations, one of them would end up with entirely new constituents in the
west San Fernando Valley.
Raman represents parts of Silver Lake, Los Feliz, Hollywood Hills, Hancock Park and
Sherman Oaks, among other neighborhoods. Krekorian represents East San Fernando
Valley neighborhoods, including North Hollywood, Studio City a nd Sun Valley.
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The draft map sent to the council would have either Krekorian or Raman representing a
district that encompasses parts of both their current districts — the Hollywood Hills,
North Hollywood, Valley Glen and part of Los Feliz. The other would represent an
entirely new district with areas of Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda and Lake Balboa in
the west San Fernando Valley.
Martinez on Friday blasted the draft map. "As it stands now drastic changes were made
to the map that have confused and alienated thousands and threatened to widen the
divides between neighborhoods," she said.
"While some areas kept their assets and neighborhoods whole, poverty was
concentrated in other communities that have already suffered from disinvestment and
neglect for generations."
Martinez said the council would work to ensure the map "does right by all communities
and Angelenos."
The commission finalized its recommendations on Thursday evening.
"Last night, a sharply divided Redistricting Commission approved an embarrassingly bad
proposal for new council districts that ignores the input of the public and
disenfranchises half a million people," Krekorian said Friday.
"I am confident that the council will respect the will of the people instead of the
dealmaking of political insiders and reject this unnecessarily divisive and controversial
proposal."
Krekorian added that some commissioners "insisted on disrupting the San Fernando
Valley with dramatic and unnecessary wholesale changes that effectively cancel last
year's election results in two districts."
Raman, who was elected last year, echoed Martinez and Krekorian, saying the City
Council "has an opportunity to restore the community's faith in the redistricting
process when the map comes before us."
"I'm gratified that so many Angelenos were activated to speak up to defend their
neighborhoods and their rights as voters. The public record is clear: This map has
unacceptable inequities and needs to be changed," Raman added Friday.
In a statement to news sources on Friday, the commission's chair, Fred Ali, defended
the map, saying the commission "is very proud to send the map adopted at last night's
meeting to the City Council for its review. Our work has been informed by census data,
the federal Voting Rights Act and countless hours of public testimony."
Ali said the commission conducted the process with the participation of more than
12,000 Los Angeles residents who spoke or submitted written testimony .
"From the outset, the commission made a commitment to transparency and equity. The
assertion that this map concentrates poverty in certain communities is patently false. In
the final adoption of the map, the commission took great care to ensure that
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traditionally disadvantaged districts included critical economic assets," Ali said, adding
that it wasn't the commission's job "to protect elected officials, their jobs or their
political futures."
The Redistricting Commission uses data from the U.S. Census to update the city's
districts, with each City Council member getting about 260,000 people to represent.
The council will have the chance to make changes to the map before adopting final
borders for the 15 districts to go into effect on Jan. 1.
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•

October 27, 2021 – LA Daily News: LA Redistricting Commission to Consider Final Report
on City Council Boundary Map: https://www.dailynews.com/2021/10/27/la-redistrictingcommission-to-consider-final-report-on-city-council-boundary-map/

Amid an already turbulent political line-drawing process, the Los Angeles City Council redistricting
commission on Thursday, Oct. 28, will take up a final report to send along with its recommended
map to council members.
The commission’s recommended map was approved 15-6, with several vocal dissenters, and has
so far met with harsh criticism from powerful members of the City Council.
Council President Nury Martinez lamented that “too many voices across the city have yet to be
heard and there’s more work to be done,” foreshadowing the council’s potential efforts to
revamp the map the commission backed.

Councilmember Paul Krekorian (File photo by Hans Gutknecht, Los Angeles Daily News/SCNG)

The map was also excoriated by Councilman Paul Krekorian as an “embarrassingly bad proposal for
new council districts that ignores the input of the public and disenfranchises half a million people.”
The redistricting commission is set to meet at 6 p.m. Thursday via Zoom, to discuss and adopt a
final report to submit to the City Council, along with its recommended map.
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The City Council is expected to come to a decision on the map by late November, and is required
to adopt newly drawn boundaries by Dec. 31, as required under the city charter. An ad hoc
commission, to be formed on the matter, is expected to take up consideration of the map.
A minority report, by members of the commission who voted against the recommended map, is
also being authored, with the effort led by Rachel Torres, appointed to the panel by Martinez.

LA City Council President Nury Martinez (File photo by Sarah Reingewirtz, Los Angeles Daily News/SCNG)

A cover letter to the redistricting commission’s draft report touched on the hurdles of the process,
with Frank Cardenas, the executive director of the commission, describing redistricting as “a
complex and sometimes contentious journey.”
“The hours-long meetings and painstaking attention to details, the collaboration and compromise,
the satisfaction and sometimes the anger, are all part of the price we pay for democracy,” he
wrote.
The report also details the redistricting process that led to the recommended map, one that was
carried out amid difficult circumstances — including a shortened timeframe brought on by the late
arrival of U.S. Census data — and the COVID-19 pandemic.
Cardenas said the commission’s efforts “demonstrated the importance of a commission acting
with integrity, transparency and independence for the good of the city.”
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In recent hearings on the redistricting map, however, questions were frequently raised about the
transparency of the process and the aims of the map, particularly as several neighborhood councils
in the San Fernando Valley spoke out in opposition to the commission’s recommendations.
Dramatic shifts for two of the council districts, the 2nd and 4th districts that are now represented
by council members Krekorian and Nithya Raman, generated especially strong reactions.
The districts, both in the San Fernando Valley, and their respective council offices were left
unassigned, and labeled as 4-or-2 and 2-or-4, leaving open a potentially contentious question for
City Council members. That could direct much power into the hands of those on the council to
decide the future political representation of the communities, potentially putting the decision into
the hands of council members with competing political interests.
In addition to describing the latest process, the draft report going to the City Council includes
sweeping recommendations to revamp the entire city redistricting process to make it more
independent, reduce the influence elected officials have on the process and increase the council
districts from the current 15.
Those longer-term recommendations, for the next round of redistricting, call for the council to
back the adoption of an independent redistricting commission, thus “removing the appointing
authority and final decision on redrawn Council District lines from city elected officials.” The goal:
Line up with the process now in place for other jurisdictions — such as the county and the state.
The current L.A. city redistricting commission’s role is advisory, and its members are appointed by
the City Council members who ultimately have the authority to approve the redistricting map.
The report also advised that there be a ban on non-public, or ex parte, communications between
commissioners and the city’s elected officials on redistricting matters. In the current process, ex
parte communications are allowed, but the commissioners were required to disclose them and
briefly describe the topics of those conversations.
And to further the effort to increase City Council districts, the draft report authors called for “a
neutral, nonpartisan task force” to be set up to make recommendations for changing and
expanding the current City Council structure.
“Ultimately, Los Angeles lags behind other large cities in the county, state and U.S. with respect to
the ratio between council members and residents,” the report said.
In an addendum report, Commissioner Sonja F. M. Diaz points to the number of council districts
being decided nearly a century ago, when the city’s population was around 38,000. Now, the city
has a population of nearly 3.9 million people, with each district including around 260,000
constituents.
Diaz noted that the limitation of L.A.’s council districts to 15 “restricts the contiguity, compactness,
and interests of multi-racial, multi-ethnic and multi-dimensional metropolis.”
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In terms of the current recommended map, which potentially faces strong pushback on the
council, the draft report to be taken up Thursday evening details the commission’s
accomplishments and describes efforts to obtain input from communities and their efforts to
correct problems in the current council district boundaries.
Among the accomplishments the commission cited was the apportionment of the San Fernando
Valley population, which makes up 38% of the city, into 5.7 council districts, affording the area
representation on the 15-member City Council at a similar percentage. Only one of the districts
representing the San Fernando Valley crosses over the Santa Monica Mountains, with most of the
district in the Valley.
The current map includes a second “bridge” district, the 5th district, which had been mostly
outside of the Valley but contained the Encino neighborhood in the Valley. That district would no
longer reach into the Valley, under the recommended map, placing Encino within an entirely
Valley district.
The recommended map also unifies the Koreatown community into one council district. At the
moment that neighborhood is split among three council districts, but under the proposed map, it
would be placed entirely into the 10th district.
Similarly, other districts such as Chinatown, Historic Filipinotown, Little Ethiopia, Little Bangladesh,
Little Tokyo, Thai Town and Jewish neighborhoods were kept whole as well.
The map reduces the number of neighborhoods that are split, from the 60 that are divided under
the current map, down to 39 communities, the report said.
Some thorny questions discussed in the report, however, remain unanswered, and could be up to
the City Council to decide.
A major debate on the redistricting commission was on where to put major assets such as the
University of Southern California and the Los Angeles Memorial Coliseum/Exposition Park. The
commission settled on placing USC into the 9th district, and Exposition Park and the Coliseum into
the 8th district, a decision that left some commissioners troubled that wrongs committed in the
last redistricting remain in the current proposal. Commissioners said the final decision on this
matter may now be up to the discretion of the City Council.
And the decision as to how to assign the two un-designated San Fernando Valley districts would
loom for the City Council, leaving the question of representation for several communities across
that region to those steering the process on the council.
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3,000
6,100
2,800
34,323

Facebook
Facebook
Story – see screenshot on slide 6
Watch | Facebook
Watch | Facebook

Watch | Facebook
Watch | Facebook
Watch | Facebook

ESTRELLA MEDIA

SOCIAL MEDIA
INSTAGRAM POSTS

Post

Date Published

Reach

Link

1

9/10/2021

471

Story – Screenshots on slide 6

2

9/14/2021

475

Que Buena on Instagram: “Asiste a una de las 19 audiencias públicas que se llevarán a cabo de manera virtual
entre el 1ro de julio del 2021 y el 25 de septiembre…”

3

9/30/2021

3,211

Que Buena on Instagram: “La Comisión de Redistribución de Distritos del ayuntamiento de Los Ángeles te invita
audiencia pública virtual visitando bit.ly/LACCRCZoom”

4

10/2/2021

3,913

Que Buena on Instagram: “Participa en el proceso de redistribución de distritos, para que su comunidad tenga
los recursos que necesita y merece. las reuniones…”

5

10/6/2021

3,216

Que Buena on Instagram: “La Comisión de Redistribución de Distritos del ayuntamiento de Los Ángeles te invita
audiencia pública virtual visitando bit.ly/LACCRCZoom”

6

10/08/2021

3,376

Que Buena on Instagram: “La Comisión de Redistribución de Distritos del ayuntamiento de Los Ángeles te invita
audiencia pública virtual visitando laccrc2021.org”

7

10/10/201

6,417

Que Buena on Instagram: “La Comisión de Redistribución de Distritos del ayuntamiento de Los Ángeles te invita
audiencia pública virtual visitando bit.ly/LACCRCZoom”

2,511

Que Buena on Instagram: “La Comisión de Redistribución de Distritos del ayuntamiento de Los Ángeles te invita
audiencia pública virtual visitando laccrc2021.org”

8

10/12/2021
Total

23,590

FACEBOOK AND INSTAGRAM STORIES

ESTRELLA MEDIA

SOCIAL MEDIA

PRESENTED TO:
THE LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL
REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
(LACCRC)
PRESENTED BY: XOCHILT PADILLA
10/27/21

RADIO RECAP

EL QUE SABE SBAE
RADIO SEGMENT
WEEK 1
WEEK 2
WEEK 3
WEEK 4,5,6

EN VIVO TV SEGMENT

Los Angeles State Historic Park
14,000 IN ATTENDACE

FIESTAS PATRIAS 2021
EVENT SPONSRHIP

SABE SEGMENT LOGS
TOTAL 6 SABE SEGMENTS

LACCRC SABE Placed, 08/23/21-10/17/21
Date

Station

Advertiser

Length

Air Time

Ad-ID

08/26/21 KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*
5:00

1:42:00 PM LACCRC SABE SEGMENT WK 1

08/31/21 KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*
5:00

1:42:00 PM LACCRC SABE SEGMENT WK 2

09/09/21 KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*
5:00

1:42:00 PM LACCRC SABE SEGMENT WK 3

09/16/21 KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*
5:00

1:42:00 PM LACCRC SABE SEGMENT WK 4

09/30/21 KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*
5:00

1:42:00 PM LACCRC WEEK 9/27

10/05/21 KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*
5:00

1:42:00 PM LACCRC WEEK 9/27

RADIO POST LOGS
TOTAL 120 RADIO SPOTS
LACCRC SPOTS Placed, 08/23/21-10/17/21
Date

Station

Advertiser

Length

Air Time

Ad-ID

10/06/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

12:45:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/11/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

8:48:40 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/13/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:47:40 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/21/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

2:44:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/30/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

6:57:00 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/05/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:45:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/04/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

6:24:30 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/08/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

2:45:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/27/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:25:40 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/19/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:15:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/29/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:45:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/27/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:42:00 PM LACCRC MEETING
11:16:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/08/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:27:40 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/10/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

8:46:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/19/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:43:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/06/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:43:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/08/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10/17/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:13:45 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/15/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

2:17:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/30/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

3:46:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/15/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:14:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/08/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:13:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/06/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:25:40 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/21/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:16:45 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/03/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

6:44:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/14/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:54:00 AM LACCRC MEETING

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

8:21:40 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/26/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:44:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/06/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

8:19:55 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/16/21

09/12/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:12:00 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/08/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:45:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/08/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:54:30 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/05/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:14:45 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/03/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:13:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/05/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:54:30 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/15/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

4:45:45 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/04/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:39:40 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/17/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

3:46:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/12/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:41:40 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/01/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

6:58:00 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/03/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

2:45:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/10/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

8:48:40 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/18/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:13:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/13/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:45:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/11/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:25:40 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/25/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

2:46:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/26/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:16:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/09/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:55:00 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/03/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:17:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/03/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:48:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/14/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

6:42:10 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/02/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:24:00 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/15/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

1:13:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/30/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

6:14:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/05/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:13:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/12/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:42:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/26/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:15:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/29/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

1:15:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:42:45 PM LACCRC MEETING
6:47:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/06/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:47:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/17/21

10/04/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:42:10 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/08/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:46:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/17/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

2:43:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/28/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:42:30 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/01/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

4:45:45 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/11/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

3:46:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/07/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

6:27:50 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/13/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:15:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/26/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

09/21/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:49:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/22/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:48:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/23/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:39:40 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/11/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:39:10 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/13/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:47:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/22/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

8:18:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/19/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:18:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/17/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:44:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/12/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:18:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/21/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:43:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/10/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:43:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/07/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

8:48:40 PM LACCRC MEETING

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:55:30 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/16/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:15:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/29/21

09/20/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:17:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/07/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:25:40 AM LACCRC MEETING

2:16:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/23/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

2:44:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/02/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

6:54:00 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/13/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:44:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/11/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:41:25 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/11/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:42:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/05/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:39:40 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/30/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10/14/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:48:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/01/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:25:20 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/20/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

6:58:00 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/03/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:17:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/14/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:15:40 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/15/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:14:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/07/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:47:45 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/12/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

2:45:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/27/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

8:18:55 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/09/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:23:45 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/14/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:25:50 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/16/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:13:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/11/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:54:00 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/08/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

7:17:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/09/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

6:37:45 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/06/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:16:00 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/09/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

5:25:00 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/12/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:45:30 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/13/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:41:25 AM LACCRC MEETING

09/07/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

9:15:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

10/07/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

3:46:15 PM LACCRC MEETING

09/11/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

11:44:15 AM LACCRC MEETING

10/13/21

KBUE-FM

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission*

:30

10:57:30 AM LACCRC MEETING

RADIO IMPRESSIONS
LACCRC 2021

TOTALFrom:
1,074,600
GIS
Xochilt Padilla
Phone: (818) 729-5300
Email: xpadilla@lbimedia.com
10/27/2021 3:25 PM

Flight Dates: 08/23/2021 - 10/17/2021
Demo: P 18+ Ethnic = Hispanic/All

Radio Market: LOS ANGELES
Survey: SEP21
Geography: Metro

ScheduleDescription:
REDISTRICTING MEETINGS
Daypart

Length

Radio Total
KBUE-FM
GENERIC MESSAGING - 8 wks (08/23, 08/30, 09/06, 09/13, 09/20, 09/27, 10/04, 10/11)
One Week Total
M-Su 5A-12M

30

Spots

GIs
126
126

1,074,600
1,074,600

120
15
15

1,008,000
126,000
126,000

6

66,600

1
1

11,100
11,100

SABE SEGMENT - 6 wks (08/23, 08/30, 09/06, 09/20, 09/27, 10/04)
One Week Total
M-F 1P-2P

60

CAMPAIGN RECAP

Branded Content: Redistricting Results

IMPRESSIONS

REACH

TOTAL VIEWS

ENGAGEMENTS

LINK CLICKS

POSTS

SNACKABLE PIECES

ENGAGEMENT RATE

RECALL LIFT

Post engagements can include actions such as reacting to, commenting on or sharing, claiming an offer, viewing a photo or video, or clicking on a link
Recall Lift Rate: The rate at which an estimated number of additional people, when asked, would remember seeing your ads within 2 days. Benchmark 6%

Long Videos : Redistricting

Branded Video with Yarel
Ramos. Univision’s Edicion
Digital CA news host.

Branded Video with Gabriela
Teissier. Univision’s morning
news host.

Posts included
• Brand Tag
• Link to Zoom Meeting
• Link to Website

Posts included
• Brand Tag
• Link to Zoom Meeting
• Link to Website

Snackable Pieces: Redistricting
Snackable pieces with Annabelle Sedano, Yarel Ramos and meteorologist David Gonzalez

REDISTRICTING: OVERALL PERFORMANCE

DELIVERED

PROMISED

Flight: Oct. 4 -16

2 Redistricting Videos

2 Redistricting Videos

3 Snackable Pieces

3 Snackable Pieces

20 Distribution Posts

35 Distribution Posts

Guarantees: 112K Guaranteed Views

Impressions: 528,121

• Branded video and snackable pieces will
be distributed across Univision Local
Social Media pages
• Amplified to drive clicks to Zoom
meeting registrations.

Reach: 290,654
Views:124,262

Link clicks: 4,640
Traffic was directed to Website/ Zoom Meetings

CREATIVES: CLICK TO PLAY
Branded Videos

Snackable Pieces

CAMPAIGN RECAP

UNIVISION DIGITAL SCREENSHOTS
Mobile Display

DISPLAY
1,475,000
GOAL
IMPRESSIONS

1,449,387
DELIVERED
IMPRESSIONS
1,800

0.12%

CLICKS

CTR

Industry Benchmark .05%

UNIVISION DIGITAL SCREENSHOTS
:

Desktop Display

Appendix
K.7:
Social Media
Statistics

Bee Social Consulting partnered with LACCRC in order to help disseminate information about the
City's redistricting program to residents starting in August of 2021.

Over the course of the campaign, our messaging evolved with four key stages:
Redistricting 101
Meeting the Commissioners
Public Hearings
Special Meetings

Goal:
Maximum impressions across the city, hitting key audiences with a message of accessibility and
confidence to join the redistricting conversation, refine targeting, and get people the logistical
information they need to attend scheduled meetings.

In a city of over 3 million people, diversity of messaging tactics is critical in order to reach audiences
with different neighborhoods, demographics, languages, and socioeconomic realities. We utilized
different messaging approaches to reach people throughout the City using Twitter, Instagram, and
YouTube by running a multi-channel campaign.

A key facet of this campaign was balancing building awareness and excitement about the redistricting
process. As different populations became aware of the map-drawing process, our messaging shifted,
and we increased our footprint in both print advertising and the digital space.

In a city of over 10 million people, diversity of messaging tactics is critical in order to reach audiences
with different neighborhoods, demographics, languages, and socioeconomic realities. By running a
multi-channel campaign, we utilized different messaging approaches to reach people throughout the
city.

Twitter and Instagram allowed us to quickly deliver new messaging based on the latest updates and
meetings recap.

Content to date
105- graphics
8- motion graphics
5- videos

Twitter established June 2021
437 followers
259 - tweets
316.8k - impressions
14.9k - profile visits
609 - mentions

Instagram- established August 2021
246- followers
3.1k - impressions
304- profile visits
30- website visits

YouTube- established August 2021
22 subscribers
1.3k views

Appendix
K.8:
Sample
Collateral

Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission (LACCRC)

What You Need to Know
about Redistricting
In a democracy, our voice is our power. And as residents of the City of Los Angeles, we use that voice
in many ways - to vote for a Council Member to represent us; to call our elected officials when we
need help; to let decision-makers know if we support or oppose a new law or policy that impacts our
lives. The redistricting process is yet another way we must use our voice to exercise our power.
Redistricting is as important to democracy as voting. But many people don’t know much about
redistricting. This fact sheet is meant to provide you with important information about redistricting,
and why it matters to you.
What is redistricting?
Every person in the City of Los Angeles lives in a City Council district. We
have the opportunity to elect a city council member based on what
district we live in. For example - Boyle Heights, Pacoima, Venice, and
South LA are in different Council districts, and residents in those
communities vote for different people to represent them.

Every 10 years, the entire country goes through a process called
redistricting to redraw the maps that determine each district. As
communities get smaller or bigger, and people move in and out, it is
important that the districts are defined fairly and equally. According to
the U.S. Constitution, all electoral districts within a given redistricting map
must contain approximately the same number of people. The maps
drawn will determine the allocation of political power and representation
at every level of government (city, county, state and federal).
Why does redistricting matter?
Where district lines are drawn may determine who residents can vote for and even how responsive
elected officials are to your requests. Representation is power. Who represents you in City Hall can
mean more or less affordable housing, cleaner streets, and better parks. And making sure your
district is drawn in a way that gives you fair representation can make a big difference for you and your
family. Redistricting should never deny you to have a voice in city government. Maps must be
drawn in ways that allow your neighborhood to be treated equally.

How does redistricting work?
The Mayor and City Council have appointed an independent citizen’s commission to advise them how to draw
new districts that reflect the interests of the hundreds of communities in Los Angeles that make it unique. The 21member commission is made up of diverse citizens from every part of the city. The Commission is committed to
making sure that everyone has equal and fair representation in City Hall.
Before the lines are redrawn, the commission will conduct a series of 17 public hearings and community meetings.
There will be one for each City Council District and two city-wide meetings.
Once the commission has completed the public hearings they will take the information you provide along with
data provided from the Federal Government and draw new maps.
A set of maps will be drafted and presented to the community online and via public hearings to ensure the
commission gets your feedback. We will then revise the maps and send them to the City Council for approval.
How can I participate to make sure my voice is heard?
There are many ways for you to take part in the redistricting process.
Attend one of 17 redistricting hearings, which will be held virtually in communities throughout the City of Los
Angeles between July 1, 2021, and September 11, 2021.

To attend or participate virtually: Click Here or go to bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
To listen only: Call 1-669-254-5252, enter 161 545 4787#
To submit written comments : Click Here or go to bit.ly/lacitycoi
For more information about Redistricting please visit our website at laccrc2021.org

The commission’s job is to take your input into consideration when developing recommendations on how to
draw the district maps.
We need to hear about what you believe makes up your community. Tell us about the schools, churches, parks
and shopping areas. Tell us about the people. Tell us about what neighborhoods need to be included, and what
makes your community unique.
What are the rules and criteria?
Some of the criteria used to decide the maps include:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Council districts must be substantial of equal population size
Different parts of the district must be able to connect to one another geographically.
Must minimize to the extent feasible the splitting of neighborhoods into multiple districts.
Comply with the Voting Rights Act, which is a law meant to protect ethnic residents like Latinos, Asian
Americans and African Americans to have a fair opportunity to elect a representative of their choice.

Follow us:
LACCRC2021
@LACCRC2021

The mission of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission is to
make sure that all community members have fair and equal
representation on the Los Angeles City Council.

To learn more about your council district and community go to the City of
Los Angeles' "My Neighborhood Information" at www.lacity.org/residents

Lo s An g e le s Cit y Co u n c il
Re d is t ric t in g Co m m is s io n (LACCRC)

An o a n g D a p a t Mo n g
Ma la m a n s a Muling
Pagdidistrito

Sa is a n g d e m o k ra s ya , b o s e s n a t in a n g k a p a n g ya rih a n n a t in . At b ila n g m g a re s id e n t e n g Lu n g s o d n g Lo s An g e le s ,
g in a g a m it n a t in a n g b o s e s n a iyo n s a m a ra m in g p a ra a n - u p a n g b u m o t o p a ra s a is a n g Miye m b ro n g Sa n g g u n ia n u p a n g
k u m a t a w a n s a a t in ; u p a n g t a w a g a n a n g a t in g m g a n a h a la l n a o p is ya l k a p a g k a ila n g a n n a t in n g t u lo n g ; u p a n g ip a a la m
s a m g a t a g a p a g d e s is yo n k u n g s in u s u p o rt a h a n o t in u t u t u la n n a t in a n g is a n g b a g o n g b a t a s o p a t a k a ra n g n a k a a a p e k t o s a
a t in g b u h a y. Ang proseso ng muling pagdidistrito ay isa pang paraang dapat nating gamitan ng ating boses upang
gamitin ang ating kapangyarihan.
Ka s in g h a la g a a n g m u lin g p a g d id is t rit o s a d e m o k ra s ya g a ya n g p a g b o t o . Ng u n it
m a ra m in g t a o a n g h in d i g a a n o n g m a y a la m t u n g k o l s a m u lin g p a g d id is t rit o . Na g la la yo n a n g fa c t s h e e t n a it o n a b ig ya n
k a n g m a h a h a la g a n g im p o rm a s yo n t u n g k o l s a m u lin g p a g d id is t rit o , a t k u n g b a k it it o m a h a la g a s a iyo .

Ano ang muling pagdidistrito?
Na k a t ira a n g b a w a t t a o s a Lu n g s o d n g Lo s An g e le s s a is a n g d is t rit o n g
Sa n g g u n ia n n g Lu n g s o d . Ma y p a g k a k a t a o n t a yo n g m a g h a la l n g is a n g
m iye m b ro n g s a n g g u n ia n n g lu n g s o d a yo n s a d is t rit o n g p in a n in ira h a n n a t in .
Ha lim b a w a - n a s a m a g k a k a ib a n g d is t rit o n g Sa n g g u n ia n a n g Bo yle He ig h t s ,
P a c o im a , Ve n ic e , a t So u t h LA, a t b u m u b o t o n g m a g k a k a ib a n g t a o a n g m g a
re s id e n t e s a m g a k o m u n id a d n a iyo n p a ra k a t a w a n in s ila .
Ka d a 10 t a o n , s u m a s a ila lim a n g b u o n g b a n s a s a is a n g p ro s e s o n g t in a t a w a g n a
m u lin g p a g d id is t rit o u p a n g m u lin g ig u h it a n g m g a m a p a n a t u m u t u k o y s a
b a w a t d is t rit o . Ha b a n g m a s lu m iliit o m a s lu m a la k i a n g m g a k o m u n id a d , a t
t u m it ira a t lu m ilip a t a n g m g a t a o , m a h a la g a n g p a t a s a t p a n t a y n a t in u t u k o y
a n g m g a d is t rit o . Ayo n s a Ko n s t it u s yo n n g U.S., d a p a t n a m a g k a ro o n n g
p a re h o n g b ila n g n g t a o a n g la h a t n g m g a e le k t o ra l n a d is t rit o s a lo o b n g is a n g
ib in ig a y n a m a p a n g m u lin g p a g d id is t rit o . Tu t u k u yin n g m g a m a p a n g ig in u h it
a n g a lo k a s yo n n g p o lit ik a l n a k a p a n g ya rih a n a t re p re s e n t a s yo n s a b a w a t
a n t a s n g g o b ye rn o (lu n g s o d , la la w ig a n , e s t a d o a t p e d e ra l).
Bakit mahalaga ang muling pagdidistrito?
Ma a a rin g t u k u yin n g k u n g s a a n ig in u h it a n g m g a lin ya n g d is t rit o k u n g s in o a n g m a a a rin g ib o t o n g m g a
re s id e n t e a t m a g in g n g k u n g g a a n o k a d a la s t u m u g o n a n g m g a n a h a la l n a o p is ya l s a iyo n g m g a k a h ilin g a n .
An g re p re s e n t a s yo n a y k a p a n g ya rih a n . Ma a a rin g m a n g a h u lu g a n n g m a s m a ra m i o m a s k a u n t in g m u ra n g
p a b a h a y, m a s m a lin is n a k a ls a d a , a t m a s m a g a g a n d a n g p a rk e k u n g s in o a n g k u m a k a t a w a n s a iyo s a
Mu n is ip yo . At p a g s is ig u ro n a ig in u h it a n g iyo n g d is t rit o s a p a ra a n g b in ib ig ya n k a n g p a t a s n a
re p re s e n t a s yo n n a m a a a rin g m a k a g a w a n g m a la k in g p a g b a b a g o p a ra s a iyo a t iyo n g p a m ilya . Hin d i k a
k a ila n m a n d a p a t t a n g g a la n n g m u lin g p a g d id is t rit o n a m a g k a ro o n n g b o s e s s a g o b ye rn o n g lu n g s o d .
D a p a t n a ig in u h it a n g m g a m a p a s a m g a p a ra a n g h in a h a ya a n g p a n t a y n a t ra t u h in a n g iyo n g lu g a r.

Paano gumagana ang muling pagdidistrito?
Na g t a la g a a n g Alk a ld e a t Sa n g g u n ia n n g Lu n g s o d n g is a n g k o m is yo n n g m a la ya n g m a m a m a ya n u p a n g p a yu h a n s ila
k u n g p a a n o ig u h it a n g m g a b a g o n g d is t rit o n a s u m a s a la m in s a m g a in t e re s n g d a a n -d a a n g k o m u n id a d s a Lo s An g e le s n a
g in a g a w a it o n g k a k a ib a . Bin u b u o a n g k o m is yo n g m a y 21 m iye m b ro n g ib a ’t ib a n g m a m a m a ya n g m u la s a b a w a t b a h a g i
n g lu n g s o d . Na k a t u o n a n g Ko m is yo n u p a n g m a s ig u ro n g m a y p a n t a y a t p a t a s n a re p re s e n t a s yo n a n g la h a t s a Mu n is ip yo .
Ba g o m u lin g ig u h it a n g m g a lin ya , m a g s a s a g a w a a n g k o m is yo n n g is a n g s e rye n g 19 n a p a m p u b lik o n g p a g d in ig a t m g a
p a g p u p u lo n g n g k o m u n id a d . Ma g k a k a ro o n n g is a p a ra s a b a w a t D is t rit o n g Sa n g g u n ia n n g Lu n g s o d a t a p a t n a
p a n re h iyo n g p a g p u p u lo n g .
Ka p a g n a t a p o s n a n g k o m is yo n a n g m g a p a m p u b lik o n g p a g d in ig , k u k u n in n ila a n g im p o rm a s yo n g ib in ig a y m o k a s a m a
a n g m g a d a t o s n a ib in ig a y m u la s a P e d e ra l n a Go b ye rn o a t g u g u h it n g m g a b a g o n g m a p a .
Ma g d a -d ra ft n g is a n g s e t n g m g a m a p a a t ip a p a k it a s a k o m u n id a d s a o n lin e a t s a p a m a m a g it a n n g m g a p a m p u b lik o n g
p a g d in ig u p a n g m a s ig u ro n g n a k u k u h a n g k o m is yo n a n g iyo n g fe e d b a c k . P a g k a t a p o s , b a b a g u h in n a m in a n g m g a m a p a
a t ip a d a d a la a n g m g a it o s a Sa n g g u n ia n n g Lu n g s o d p a ra s a p a g -a p ru b a .
Paano ako makakasali upang makasigurong narinig ang boses ko?
Ma ra m in g p a ra a n u p a n g m a k a s a li k a s a p ro s e s o n g m u lin g p a g d id is t rit o .

D u m a lo s a is a s a 19 n a p a g d in ig s a m u lin g p a g d id is t rit o , n a g a g a n a p in s a p a m a m a ra a n g virt u a l s a m g a k o m u n id a d s a
b u o n g Lu n g s o d n g Lo s An g e le s s a p a g it a n n g Hu lyo 1, 20 21, a t Se t ye m b re 11, 20 21.
Para makadalo

o makilahok

Para makinig
Para isumite

nang halos: Mag -klik Dito o pumunta

lamang : Tumawag

ang nakasulat

bit.ly/ LACCRCZoom

sa 1-669 -254 -5252, ipasok ang 1615 545 4787 #

na mga komento

: Mag -klik Dito o pumunta

bit.ly/ lacitycoi

Ma a a ri m o rin g is u m it e a n g iyo n g p a h a ya g n a n a k a s u la t s a : re d is t ric t in g .la c it y@ la c it y.o rg .

Tra b a h o n g k o m is yo n n a is a a la n g -a la n g a n g iyo n g in p u t k a p a g b u m u b u o n g m g a re k o m e n d a s yo n s a k u n g p a a n o ig u h it
a n g m g a m a p a n g d is t rit o .
Ka ila n g a n n a m in g m a rin ig a n g t u n g k o l s a k u n g a n o a n g p in a n in iw a la a n m o n g b u m u b u o s a iyo n g k o m u n id a d . Sa b ih in
s a a m in a n g t u n g k o l s a m g a p a a ra la n , s im b a h a n , p a rk e a t lu g a r n a p a m ilih a n . Sa b ih in s a a m in a n g t u n g k o l s a m g a t a o .
Sa b ih in s a a m in a n g t u n g k o l s a k u n g a n o -a n o n g m g a lu g a r a n g k a ila n g a n g m a is a m a , a t k u n g b a k it n a t a t a n g i a n g
in yo n g k o m u n id a d .
Ano -ano ang mga panuntunan at pamantayan?
Ka b ila n g s a ila n s a m g a p a m a n t a ya n g g in a m it u p a n g d e s is yu n a n a n g m g a m a p a a n g :

1.
2.
3.
4.

D a p a t p a n t a y a n g b ila n g n g p o p u la s yo n n g m g a d is t rit o n g s a n g g u n ia n
D a p a t n a m a g a w a n g m a k a k o n e k t a a n g ib a ’t ib a n g b a h a g i n g d is t rit o s a is a ’t is a n a n g a yo n s a h e o g ra p iya .
D a p a t b a w a s a n a n g p a g k a k a h a t i-h a t i n g m g a k a p it b a h a ya n s a m a ra m in g d is t rit o .
Su m u n o d s a Vo t in g Rig h t s Ac t , n a is a n g b a t a s n a n a g la la yo n g p ro t e k t a h a n a n g m g a re s id e n t e n g e t n ik o t u la d
n g m g a La t in o , As ia n Am e ric a n a t Afric a n Am e ric a n u p a n g m a g k a ro o n n g p a t a s n a p a g k a k a t a o n g m a g h a la l n g
is a n g k in a t a w a n g k a n ila n g p in ili.

Su n d a n k a m i s a :
LACCRC2021
@LACCRC2021

Ang misyon ng Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission ay
siguruhing may patas at pantay na representasyon ang lahat ng
miyembro ng komunidad sa Los Angeles City Council.

Upang malaman pa ang tungkol sa iyong sangguniang pandistrito at
pangkomunidad pumunta sa
“My Neighborhood Information
www.lacity.org/residents
Lungsod ng Los Angeles sa

” ng

Լոս Անջելեսի Քաղաքային Խորհրդի Շրջանների
Վերաբաշխման Հարցերով Հանձնաժողով (LACCRC

Ինչ է հարկավոր իմանալ
շրջանների վերաբաշխման
մասին
Ժողովրդավարությունում մեր ձայնը մեր ուժն է: Այսպիսով, որպես Լոս Անջելես քաղաքի բնակիչներ, մենք մեր ձայնը
օգտագործում ենք բազում եղանակներով՝ քվեարկելու Խորհրդի Անդամի օգտին՝ մեզ ներկայացնելու համար. զանգահարելու
մեր կողմից ընտրված պաշտոնյաներին, երբ օգնության կարիք ունենք. թույլ տալու որոշումներ կայացնող անձանց իմանալ,
արդյոք մենք սատարում ենք կամ դեմ ենք որևէ նոր օրենքի կամ կանոնների, որոնք ազդում են մեր կյանքի վրա: Շրջանների
վերաբաշխման գործընթացը ևս մեկ եղանակ է կիրառելու մեր ձայնը մեր իշխանությունն իրականացնելու համար:
Շրջանների վերաբաշխումը նույնչափ կարևոր է ժողովրդավարության համար, որքան քվեարկությունը: Սակայն շատ

մարդիկ շատ բան չգիտեն շրջանների վերաբաշխման մասին: Այս տեղեկատվական թերթիկը նախատեսված է
շրջանների վերաբաշխման նպատակով
Ձեզ կարևոր տեղեկություններ տրամադրելու համար և բացատրելու, թե ինչու է
այն կարևոր Ձեզ համար:
Ի՞նչ է շրջանների վերաբաշխումը: Յուրաքանչյուր անձ Լոս Անջելես քաղաքում ապրում է
Քաղաքային Խորհրդի շրջանում: Մենք հնարավորություն ունենք ընտրելու քաղաքային խորհդի
անդամ՝ կախված այն շրջանից, որում ապրում ենք: Օրինակ՝ Բոյլե Հայթս. Պակոյմա, Վենիս և
Հարավային ԼԱ-ն գտնվում են Խորհրդի տարբեր շրջաններում և այդ համայնքների բնակիչները ձայն են
տալիս անծանոթ մարդկանց՝ իրենց ներկայացնելու համար:
10 տարին մեկ ամբողջ շրջանն անցնում է մի գործընթացի միջով, որը կոչվում է շրջանների փոփոխություն՝ ուղղված
յուրաքանչյուր շրջանի որոշմանը: Զուգահեռ նրան, որ համայնքները փոքրանում կամ մեծանում են և մարդիկ գալիս
ու գնում են, կարևոր է, որ շրջանները սահմանված են արդարացիորեն և հավասարապես: Համաձայն ԱՄՆ
սահմանադրության, շրջանների վերաբաշխման տվալ քարտեզում բոլոր ընտրական շրջանները պետք է պարունակեն
մոտավորապես նույն թվով մարդիկ: Կազմվող քարտեզները կորոշեն քաղաքական իշխանության հատկացումը և
ներկայացուցչությունը կառավարության բոլոր մակարդակներում (քաղաքային, վարչաշրջանային, նահանգային և
դաշնային):

Ինչու՞ է շրջանների վերաբաշխումը կարևոր:
Շրջանների սահմանների տեղակայումը կարող է որոշել, թե ում համար կարող են քվեարկել բնակիչները, և նույնիսկ, թե որքան արձագանքող
են ընտրված պաշտոնյաները Ձեր հարցումներին: Ներկայացուցչությունը իշխանություն է: Կախված նրանից, թե ով է ներկայացնում Ձեզ
Քաղաքապետարանում, դա կարող է նշանակել շատ թե քիչ մատչելի բնակարաններ, ավելի մաքուր փողոցներ և ավելի լավ զբոսայգիներ:
Հավաստիանալը, որ Ձեր շրջանի սահմանը գծվում է այնպես, որ Դուք արդարացի ներկայացվածություն ստանաք, կարող է մեծ փոփոխություն
լինել Ձեր և Ձեր ընտանիքի համար: Շրջանների վերաբաշխման արդյունքում երբևէ չպետք է մերժվի քաղաքի կառավարմանը ձայն ունենալու
Ձեր իրավունքը: Քարտեզները պետք է գծվեն այնպես, որպեսզի թույլ տան Ձեր շրջակայքին ստանալ հավասար վերաբերմունք:

Ինչպե՞ս է աշխատում շրջանների վերաբաշխումը:
Քաղաքապետը և Քաղաքային Խորհուրդը նշանակել են անկախ քաղաքացիների հանձնաժողով՝ խորհուրդ տալու նրանց, թե
ինչպես գծել նոր շրջաններ, որոնք արտահայտում են Լոս Անջելեսում այդ քաղաքը եզակի դարձնող հարյուրավոր համայնքների
շահերը: 21 անդամից բաղկացած հանձնաժողովը կազմված է զանազան քաղաքացիներից՝ քաղաքի բոլոր մասերից: Հանձնաժողովը
հանձնառու է ապահովելու բոլորի հավասար և արդարացի ներկայացուցչությունը Քաղաքապետարանում:
Նախքան սահմանների վերագծումը հանձնաժողովը կիրականացնի 19 հանրային լսումների և համայնքային հանդիպումների շարք:
Քաղաքային Պորհրդի յուրաքանչյուր Շրջանի համար կլինի մեկ լսում և չորս տարածաշրջանային հանդիպումներ:
Երբ հանձնաժողովն ավարտի հանրային լսումները, նրանք կվերցնեն Ձեր կողմից տրամադրված տվյալները՝ Դաշնային
Կառավարության կողմից տրամադրված տվյալների հետ միասին, և կգծեն նոր քարտեզներ:
Կնախագծվեն մի շարք քարտեզներ և դրանք կներկայացվեն համայնքին առցանց ու հանրային լսումների միջոցով՝ ապահովելու, որ
հանձնաժողովը ստանա Ձեր արձագանքը: Ապա մենք կվերանայենք քարտեզները և կուղարկենք դրանք Քաղաքային Խորհրդի
հաստատմանը:
Ինչպե՞ս կարող եմ մասնակցել՝ ապահովելու, որ իմ ձայնը լսելի լինի:
Շրջանների վերաբաշխման գործընթացում մասնակցելու շատ եղանակներ կան:

Ներկայացե՛ք շրջանների վերաբաշխման վերաբերյալ 19 լսումներից մեկին, որոնք վիրտուալ կերպով կանցկացվեն համայնքներում՝ ամբողջ Լոս
Անջելես Քաղաքում՝ 2021 թվականի հուլիսի 1-ից մինչև 2021 թվականի սեպտեմբերի 25-ը:

Ներկա գտնվելու կամ մասնակցելու համար գործնականում. Սեղմեք այստեղ կամ գնացեք bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
Միայն լսելու համար. Զանգահարեք 1-669-254-5252, մուտքագրեք 161 545 4787 #
Գրավոր մեկնաբանություններ ներկայացնելու համար . Սեղմեք այստեղ կամ գնացեք bit.ly/lacitycoi
Դուք նաև կարող եք ներկայացնել Ձեր վկայությունը գրավոր՝ redistricting.lacity@lacity.org :

Հանձնաժողովի աշխատանքն է հաշվի առնել Ձեր ներդրումը՝ շրջանների քարտեզները կազմելու վերաբերյալ առաջարկներ
նախապատրաստելիս:
Մեզ հարկավոր է իմանալ Ձեզանից, թե Ձեր կարծիքով ինչն է կազմում Ձեր համայնքը: Պատմե՛ք մեզ դպրոցների, եկեղեցիների,
զբոսայգիների և գնումների տարածքների մասին: Պատմե՛ք մեզ մարդկանց մասին: Պատմե՛ք մեզ, թե որ շրջակայքները պետք է
ներառվեն և ինչն է եզակի դարձնում Ձեր համայնքը:
Որո՞նք են կանոնները և չափանիշները:
Քարտեզները որոշելու համար կիրառվող որոշ չափանիշները ներառում են՝

1.
2.
3.
4.

Խորհրդի շրջանները պետք է հավասար չափի բնակչություն ունենան:
Շրջանի տարբեր մասերի միջև աշխարհագրական կապ պետք է լինի:
Պետք է նվազագույնի հասցնեն շրջակայքի տրոհումը մի քանի շրջանների:
Պետք է համապատասխանեն «Քվեարկության Իրավունքների մասին» Օրենքին, որն օրենք է, որի նպատակն է պաշտպանել էթնիկ
բնակիչներին, ինչպիսիք են լատինախոսները, ասիացի ամերիկացիները և աֆրիկացի ամերիկացիները, որպեսզի նրանք ունենան
արդար հնարավորություն՝ իրենց նախընտրած ներկայացուցչին ընտրելու համար:

Հետևե՛ք մեզ՝
LACCRC2021
@LACCRC2021

Լոս Անջելեսի Քաղաքային Խորհրդի Շրջանների Վերաբաշխման Հարցերով
Հանձնաժողովի (LACCRC) առաքելությունն է ապահովել, որ համայնքի բոլոր
անդամները արդարացիորեն և հավասարապես ներկայացված լինեն Լոս Անջելեսի
Քաղաքային Խորհրդում:
Ձեր խորհդի շրջանի և համայնքի մասին ավելին իմանալու համար գնացե՛ք Լոս Անջելես
Քաղաքի «Իմ շրջակայքի մասին տեղեկատվություն» բաժինը՝

Comisión de Reestructuración Distrital
de la Ciudad de Los Angeles (LACCRC)

Lo que debes saber acerca
del proceso de
Reestructuración Distrital
En una democracia, nuestra voz es nuestro poder. Como residentes de la Ciudad de Los Angeles, nosotros
usamos esa voz de muchas maneras - votando por un Miembro del Consejo para que nos represente; llamando
a nuestros oficiales electos cuando necesitamos ayuda; dejando saber a los tomadores de decisiones si
apoyamos o no una nueva ley o política que impacta nuestras vidas.
El proceso de Reestructuración Distrital es una forma más en la que debemos de usar nuestra voz para
ejercer nuestro poder. La reestructuración Distrital es tan importante para la democracia como el voto mismo,
sin embargo, sabemos que mucha gente no entiende bien lo que es. En esta hoja queremos proveerte de
información importante acerca de la Reestructuración Distrital, y por qué debe importarte.
¿Qué es la Reestructuración Distrital?
Cada persona en la Ciudad de Los Angeles vive en un Distrito del Concejo
Municipal. Nosotros tenemos la oportunidad de elegir a un Consejero Municipal
según el Distrito en el que vivamos. Por ejemplo - Boyle Heights, Pacoima,
Venice, o South LA están cada uno en diferentes Distritos, y los residentes en
esas comunidades votan por diferentes personas para que los representen.

Cada 10 años, el país entero lleva a cabo el proceso de reestructuración distrital,
en el que se redibujan los mapas que determinan los límites de cada distrito. A
medida que las comunidades crecen o se hacen más pequeñas, y la gente llega
o se va, es importante que los distritos estén definidos de manera justa y
equitativa.
De acuerdo con la Constitución de Los Estados Unidos, todos los distritos
electorales dentro de un cierto mapa deben tener aproximadamente el mismo
número de habitantes. Los mapas que se dibujen determinarán la distribución
del poder político y la representación en todos los niveles del gobierno (ciudad,
condado, estado y federal).
¿Por qué es importante la Reestructuración Distrital?
Donde se dibujen las líneas que delimitan los distritos puede determinar también dónde pueden votar los
residentes, por quién pueden votar, y hasta qué tanta respuesta puedes recibir a tus peticiones de los
funcionarios electos. La representación es poder. Quien te represente en City Hall puede significar más vivienda
asequible, calles limpias y mejores parques. Asegurarte de que tu distrito esté dibujado de una manera que te
de una representación justa puede hacer una gran diferencia para ti y tu familia.
La reestructuración distrital no debe negarte la posibilidad de tener una voz en el gobierno de la ciudad. Los
mapas deben dibujarse de tal manera que tu vecindario sea tratado equitativamente.

¿Cómo funciona la reestructuración distrital?
El Alcalde y el Concejo Municipal han designado una comisión independiente de ciudadanos para que los
asesoren en cómo dibujar los nuevos distritos para que reflejen los intereses de cientos de comunidades en Los
Angeles. La comisión de 21 miembros está formada por diversos ciudadanos de todas partes de la ciudad. La
comisión está comprometida a asegurarse que todos tengan representación justa y equitativa en City Hall.
Antes de que las líneas sean dibujadas, la comisión llevará a cabo una serie de 17 audiencias públicas y juntas
comunitarias. Habrá una por cada Distrito del Concejo Municipal y dos juntas para toda la ciudad.
Una vez que la comisión haya terminado las audiencias públicas, tomarán la información que tú proveas y los
datos del Gobierno Federal para dibujar los nuevos mapas.
Una serie de mapas serán creados y se presentarán a la comunidad de manera online y a través de audiencias
públicas para asegurarse de que la comisión tiene tus comentarios. Después de esto, revisaremos los mapas y
los mandaremos al Concejo municipal para aprobación.
¿Cómo puedo participar para asegurarme de que mi voz sea escuchada?
Hay muchas formas en las que puedes participar del proceso de reestructuración distrital.
Acude a uno de los 17 talleres de reestructuración distrital, que se llevarán a cabo virtualmente y en persona a lo
largo de comunidades en Los Angeles entre julio 1, 2021, y septiembre 11, 2021.
Para asistir o participar virtualmente: Haga Clic Aquí o vaya a bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
Para escuchar sólo: Llame al 1-669-254-5252, ingrese al 161 545 4787 #
Para enviar comentarios por escrito: Haga Clic Aquí o vaya a bit.ly/lacitycoi
En todas las audiencias se proporcionará interpretación al español.
Para más información sobre la reestructuración distrital por favor visite nuestro sitio web en laccrc2021.org
La labor de la comisión es tomar en consideración tu opinión cuando se hagan recomendaciones en cómo
dibujar los mapas distritales.
Necesitamos oír qué piensas acerca de lo que forma tu comunidad. Dinos acerca de las escuelas, iglesias,
parques y áreas comerciales. Dinos acerca de la gente. Dinos qué vecindarios deben ser incluidos, y qué es lo
que hace única a tu comunidad.
¿Cuáles son las reglas y el criterio?
Parte de los criterios usados para determinar los mapas incluye:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Los distritos deben ser iguales en tamaño de población
Diferentes partes del distrito deben poder conectarse geográficamente. Por ejemplo, Downtown LA y
Venice no pueden ser parte del mismo distrito ya que están muy lejos una de otra.
Se debe minimizar la separación de vecindarios en múltiples distritos.
Se debe cumplir con la Ley de Derechos de Voto, que es una ley creada para proteger a residentes
étnicos como Latinos, Asiático-americanos y Afroamericanos de que tengan una oportunidad justa a
elegir al representante que escojan.

Síguenos:
LACCRC2021
@LACCRC2021

La misión de la Comisión de Reestructuración Distrital de la Ciudad de Los
Angeles es asegurarse de que todos los miembros de la comunidad tengan una
representación justa y equitativa en el Ayuntamiento de La Ciudad de Los
Angeles.
Para saber más acerca de tu distrito y comunidad visita "My Neighborhood
Information" de La Ciudad de Los Angeles en www.lacity.org/residents

ロサンゼルス市議会
地区再編成委員会 (LACCRC)

地区再編成について
知っておくべきこと
民主社会において、私たちの声は、私たちのパワー、権利です。ロサンゼルス市の住民として、私たちは様々な方
法でその声を活用します。例えば、私たちの代表として市議会議員を選出すること、助けが必要なときに選出され
た議員に連絡すること、私たちの生活に影響する新しい法律に関して、支持や反対意見を政策決定者に示すなどの
方法です。地区再編成のプロセスにおいても、私たちは自らの権利を行使するするために自分の声をあげる必要がありま
す。民主主義にとって、地区再編成は、投票と同じくらい重要なのです。しかし、多くの方々は地区再編成についてあま
り知識がありません。本ファクトシートは皆さんに地区再編成について重要な情報を提供し、なぜそれが皆さんに
とって大事なのかをお知らせするためのものです。
地区再編成とは?
ロサンゼルス市に暮らす人々はすべて市議会地区の住民です。私たちは自分たちが
住む市議会地区に基づいて市議会議員を選出することができます。例えば、ボイル
ハイツ、パコイマ、ベニス、及びサウスロサンゼルスは市議会地区が異なります。
また、これらの地区の住民は、自分たちの代表として他の地区とは異なる人に投票
します。
１０年ごとに、アメリカ全土で各地区を決定づける地図の境界線を引き直す地区再
編成という作業が進められます。コミュニティーは、縮小化または拡大化したり、
人の転入や転出もあるので、それらの地区について公正かつ公平に範囲を規定する
ことが大切です。米国憲法によれば、地区再編成マップ中の選挙区はすべて、ほぼ
同数の人口でなくてはならない、とあります。地図の線引きをどうするかによって、
政府の各レベル（市、郡、連邦）における政治的パワー及び代表権が決まるのです。
なぜ地区再編成が重要なのでしょうか?
地区の境界線の線引き次第で、皆さんが誰に投票できるのか、また選出された議員がどれだけ皆さんの要望に応え
てくれるのかが決まる可能性があります。代表権はパワーです。市議会において誰が皆さんの代表として発言する
かによって、手頃価格な住宅、クリーンな街、より良い公園、それらの増減が決まってくるのです。自分を公正に
代表する形で地区編成が間違いなく行われることは、皆さんやご家族にとって大きな違いを生み出すのです。地区
が再編成されることで、ロサンゼルス市政府に対する皆さんの声が否定される事があっては決してなりません。
地図の境界線の線引きは、皆さんの地区が公平に扱われる形で行わなくてはなりません。

地区再編成はどのように行われるのでしょうか？
市長と市議会は、ロサンゼルスのコミュニティの利益が反映されるよう新しい地区編成について助言する、独立した市民委員会
を設立しました。ロサンゼルスには、何百ものコミュニティ―があり、それがこの町をユニークな存在にしています。 21人の
メンバーからなる委員会は、市内のあらゆる地域から集まった多様な市民で構成されています。委員会は、住民全員の意見が公
平かつ公正に代表を通して市政に反映されるこを目指しています。
地区の境界線が引き直される前に、委員会は公聴会やコミュニティーのミーティングを１９回にわたって実施致します。ミーテ
ィングは各市議地区ごと及び４つの地域ごとに開催します。
公聴会がすべて終了すると、委員会は皆さんが提供した情報と連邦政府が提供したデータを用いて新しい地区編成を行います。
一連の地区編成マップのドラフトが作成され、皆さんのフィードバックが委員会にきちんと届くように、コミュニティーにオン
ラインや公聴会で提示されます。それから、再編マップを修正して、承認を得るために市議会に送付します。
自分の声を確実に反映させるためには、どのように参加すればよいでしょうか?
地区再編成プロセスには様々な方法で参加することができます。
2021年7月1日から2021年9月11日までロサンゼルス市全体のコミュニティで事実上開催される17の選挙区変更公聴会の1つに参加
してください。
仮想的に参加または参加するには：ここをクリックするか、bit.ly / LACCRCZoomにアクセスしてください
聞くだけの場合：1-669-254-5252に電話し、161 545 4787＃と入力します
書面によるコメントを送信するには：ここをクリックするか、bit.ly / lacitycoiにアクセスしてください
再区画の詳細については、当社のWebサイトlaccrc2021.orgをご覧ください。

委員会の職務は、地区再編成のマップ作成に関して提言するにあたり、皆さんの意見を考慮することです。
皆さんのコミュニティーの構成がどうあるべきかについて、皆さんの意見を聴く必要があります。
学校、教会、公園や買い物する地域について意見をお聞かせ下さい。地域住民についてどう感じているかお話しください。
ご自身の地区にどのような近隣地域が含まれるべきか、またどういったものがコミュニティーをユニークにしているのか意見
をお聞かせ下さい。
マップに関して、どのようなルールや基準があるのでしょうか?
マップの決定に関する基準には以下のようなものがあります。
1.
2.
3.
4.

市議会区の人口が均等であること。
地区の各地域は地理的に互いにつながっていること。
近隣地域を複数の地区に分割することを最小限にすること。
投票権法（Voting Rights Act：ラテン系住民、アジア系住民、アフリカ系住民が自分の選んだ代表者を選出する公平
な機会を得ることを目的とした法律）に従うこと。

フォローして下さい

ロサンゼルス市議会の再編成委員会の使命は、すべての地域住民がロサンゼルス市議
会に公平かつ平等に代表を通して参加できるようにすることです。
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市議会区やコミュニティについての詳細は、ロサンゼルス市のウェブサイト
www.lacity.org/residents で「My Neighborhood Information」をご覧ください。

로스앤젤레스 시의회
선거구 재조정 위원회 (LACCRC)

선거구 재조정에 대해
알아야 할 것
민주주의체제에서, 우리의 목소리는 우리의 힘입니다. 로스앤젤레스 시의 주민으로서, 우리는 여러가지 방식으로 그
목소리를 사용합니다 – 우리를 대표하는 시의원에게 투표하기 위해; 도움이 필요할 때 선출된 공직자에게 전화하기
위해; 우리의 삶에 영향을 미치는 새로운 법이나 정책에 찬성하거나 반대한다는 것을 의사결정권자들이 알도록 하기
위해. 선거구 재조정 과정은 우리의 힘을 행사하기 위해 우리의 목소리를 사용해야만 하는 또 다른 방식입니다.
선거구 재조정은 선거 만큼 민주주의체제에 중요합니다. 그러나 많은 사람들이 선거구 재조정에 대해 잘 알지
못합니다. 이 사실 보고서는 선거구 재조정에 대한 중요한 정보와 왜 그것이 당신에게 문제가 되는 지에 대한 정보를
제공하려고 하는 것입니다
선거구 재조정이란 무엇입니까?
로스앤젤레스 시의 모든 사람은 하나의 시의회 선거구에 거주하고 있습니다. 우리는
거주하는 선거구에 기초하여 시의원을 선출할 기회를 가집니다. 예를 들면 – 보일
하이트, 파코마, 베니스, 사우스 엘에이는 다른 선거구이며, 그러한 지역사회의
주민들은 자신들을 대표하는 다른 사람들에게 투표합니다.
10 년 마다, 전체 카운티는 각 선거구를 정하는 지도를 재작성 하기 위해 선거구
재조정이라고 하는 과정을 거칩니다. 지역사회가 작아지거나 커지거나, 사람들이
들어가고 나감에 따라, 선거구들이 공평하고 동등하게 정해지는 것이 중요합니다.
미국 헌법에 의하면, 어떠한 선거구 재조정 지도 안의 모든 선거구들은 대략 같은
수의 사람들을 포함해야 합니다. 작성된 지도들은 모든 수준의 정부(시, 카운티, 주
및 연방) 에서의 정치적 힘과 대표권의 배분을 정할 것입니다.

선거구 재조정이 왜 문제가 됩니까?
선거구 경계선이 어디에 그어지는 지가 주민이 누구에게 투표하는 가와 심지어는 선출된 공직자가 당신의 요구에
어떻게 응답하는가를 정할 수도 있습니다. 대표권은 힘입니다. 시청에서 당신을 누가 대표하는 지가 다소간 가능한
주택공급, 보다 깨끗한 거리, 더 좋은 공원을 의미할 수 있습니다. 그리고 당신의 선거구가 당신에게 공평한
대표권을 주는 방식으로 작성될 것을 확실하게 하는 것이 당신과 당신의 가족에게 큰 차이를 만들 수 있습니다.
선거구 재조정은 당신이 시 정부에서 목소리를 내는 것을 결코 거부할 수 없습니다. 지도들은 당신의 이웃이
동등하게 대우받는 방식으로 작성 되어야만 합니다.

선거구 재조정은 어떻게 운용됩니까?
시장과 시의회는 로스앤젤레스에서 수많은 지역사회의 이익을 반영해 줄 새로운 선거구들을 어떻게 작성하는 지를 자문해 줄
독립적인 시민 위원회를 임명해 왔으며 이런 일들은 이것을 독특하게 만듭니다. 21인 위원회는 시의 모든 부분으로 부터 온
다양한 시민들로 구성됩니다. 위원회는 모든 사람들이 시청에서 동등하고 공평한 대표권을 확실하게 가질 것을 약속하고
있습니다.
경계선이 다시 그어지기 전에, 위원회는 일련의 19 개의 공청회와 지역사회 회합을 가질 것입니다. 각 시의회 선거구당 1회 및
4 회의 지역 회합이 있을 것입니다.
공청회를 끝내고 위원회는 연방 정부로부터 받은 데이터와 함께 당신이 제공한 정보를 가지고 새 지도를 작성할 것입니다.
위원회가 당신의 피드백을 확실하게 받도록 지도들은 작성된 후에 지역사회 온라인과 공청회를 통해 제시될 것입니다. 우리는 그
후에 지도들을 수정해서 승인을 받기 위해 시의회로 보낼 것입니다.
내 목소리를 들어줄 것을 확실하게 하기 위해 어떻게 참여할 수 있습니까?
선거구 재조정 과정에 참여할 수 있는 많은 방법이 있습니다.

로스앤젤레스 시에 걸친 거의 대부분의 지역사회에서 20 21년 7 월 1일 에서 20 21년 9 월 25일 사이에 열리는 19 개의 선거구 재조정
공청회에 참가하십시오.

참석하거나 사실상 참여하려면 다음을 수행하십시오. 여기를 클릭하거나 bit.ly/ LACCRCZoom
듣기만 하려면 다음을 수행하십시오. 전화 걸기 1-669 -254 -5252, 입력 161 545 4787 #
서면 의견을 제출하려면 : 여기를 클릭하거나 bit.ly/ lacitycoi
당신은 또한 증언을 서면으로 re d is t ric t in g .la c it y@ la c it y.o rg 으로 제출할 수도 있습니다.

위원회의 업무는 선거구 지도를 어떻게 작성하는 가에 대한 권고를 개발할 때 당신의 입력사항을 고려하는 것입니다.
우리는 무엇이 당신의 지역사회를 구성하는 지에 대한 당신의 생각을 들을 필요가 있습니다 학교, 교회, 공원, 쇼핑 지역에 대해
말해 주십시오. 사람들에 대해 말해 주십시오. 이웃들에게 포함되어야 하는 것이 무엇인지 그리고 당신의 지역사회를 독특하게
만드는 것이 무엇인지 말해 주십시오.
규칙과 기준은 무엇입니까?
지도를 결정하기 위해 사용되는 기준들이 포함하는 것은:
1.
2.
3.
4.

시의회 선거구들은 반드시 동일한 인구 사이즈 이어야 합니다.
선거구의 다른 부분들은 반드시 지리적으로 서로 연결될 수 있어야 합니다.
이웃들을 다수의 선거구로 나누는 것을 반드시 최소화해야 합니다.
자신들의 선택으로 대표자를 선출할 수 있는 공평한 기회를 가질 수 있도록 라틴계, 아시안 아메리칸 및 아프리칸
아메리칸과 같은 민족들을 보호하도록 의도된 법인 투표권 법을 준수하십시오.

우리를 팔로우 해주세요:
LACCRC2021
@LACCRC2021

로스앤젤레스 시의회 선거구 재조정 위원회의 임무는 지역사회의 모든 사람들이
로스앤젤레스 시의회에서 공평하고 동등한 대표권을 가질 것을 확실하게 하는
것입니다.

당신의 시의회 선거구와 지역사회에 대해 더 알고 싶으시면, 로스앤젤레스 시의
www.lacity.org/residents
에서 “내 이웃 정보”에 들어가 보십시오.

आपक�
आवाज़,
आपक�
ताकत

लॉस एंिजल्स नगर
प�रषद पुन�वर्तरण आयोग (LACCRC)

पन
ु �वर्तरण के बारे म� आपको
क्या जानना चा�हए

लोकतंत्र म�,हमार� आवाज ह� हमार� ताकत होती है । और लॉस एंिजल्स शहर के �नवा�सय� के रूप म�, हम इसका उपयोग कई तरह से कर
सकते ह� I जैसा �क–हमारा प्र�त�न�धत्व करने के �लए प�रषद के सदस्य वोट दे ना; हम� जब भी सहायता क� आवश्यकता हो तो हमारे
�नवार्�चत अ�धका�रय� को बल
ु ाना; �नणर्य लेने वाल� को यह बताना �क जब हम ऐसे �कसी नए कानन
ू या नी�त का समथर्न या �वरोध
करते ह� जो हमारे ज़ीवन को प्रभा�वत करता हो। पन
�वर्
त
रण
प्र�क्रया
एक
ऐसा
तर�का
है
िजसमे
हम�
अपनी
शिक्त का प्रयोग करने के �लए
ु
अपनी आवाज का उपयोग करना होगा। लोकतंत्र के �लए पन
ु �वर्तरण उतना ह� महत्वपण
ू र् है िजतना �क मतदान दे ना। ले�कन बहुत से लोग
पन
ु �वर्तरण के बारे म� ज्यादा नह�ं जानते। यह तथ्य पत्रक आपको पन
ु �वर्तरण करने के �लए मायने रखता है और महत्वपण
ू र् जानकार�
प्रदान करताहै I
पन
ु �वर्तरण क्या है ?
लॉस एंिजल्स शहर का प्रत्येक व्यिक्त नगर प�रषद िजले म� रहता है । हम िजस िजले म� रहते ह�,
उसके आधार पर हमारे पास नगर प�रषद के सदस्य का चन
ु ाव करने का अवसर है । उदाहरण के �लए
– बॉयल हाइट्स, पकोइमा, वे�नस,और साउथ एलए �व�भन्न काउं �सल िजल� म� ह�, और इन समद
ु ाय
के �नवासी अलग-अलग लोग� को उनका प्र�त�न�धत्व चुनने के �लए वोट दे ते ह�।
प्रत्येक 10 वष� म�, परू ा दे श प्रत्येक िजले को �नधार्�रत करने वाले मान�चत्र� को �फर से तैयार करने
के �लए पन
ु �वर्तरण नामक एक प्र�क्रया से गज
ु रता है । जैसे-जैसे समद
ु ाय छोटे या बड़े होते जाते ह�,
और लोग अंदर और बाहर होने लगते ह�, यह महत्वपण
ू र् है �क िजल� को �नष्प� और समान रूप से
प�रभा�षत �कया जाए। अमे�रक� सं�वधान के अनस
ु ार,पन
ु �वर्तरण मान�चत्र म� सभी चन
ु ावी िजल� म�
लगभग समान संख्या म� लोग होने चा�हए। तैयार �कए गए नमान�चत्र सरकार के हर स्तर (शहर,
िज़ला, राज्य और संघीय) पर राजनी�तक शिक्त और प्र�त�न�धत्व के आवंटन का �नधार्रण कर� गे।
पन
ु �वर्तरण क्य� मायने रखता है ?
जहां िजला रे खाएं खींची गई ह� वह �नधार्�रत कर सकते है �क �नवासी �कसे वोट दे ग,े और यह भी जान सकते है �क �नवार्�चत अ�धकार�
आपके अनरु ोध� के प्र�त �कतने उत्तरदायी ह�। प्र�त�न�धत्व ह� शिक्त है । �सट� हॉल म� जो आपका प्र�त�न�धत्व करे गा वह आपके �लए
कमोबेश �कफायती आवास, साफ-सथ
ु र� सड़क�, और बेहतर पाकर् दे सकता ह�।और यह स�ु निश्चत करगा �क आपका िजला इस तरह से
तैयार �कया गया है िजससे आपको उ�चत प्र�त�न�धत्व �मल सके,यह आपके और आपके प�रवार के �लए एक बड़ा बदलाव ला सकता
है ।पन
ु �वर्तरण से आपको शहर क� सरकार म� आवाज उठाने से कभी इनकार नह�ं करना चा�हए। मान�चत्र� को इस तरह से तैयार �कया
जाना चा�हए िजससे �क आपके पड़ोस के साथ समान व्यवहार �कया जा सके।

17 पन
ु �वर्तरण सन
ु वाई म� से एक म� भाग ल� , जो 1 जल
ु ाई, 2021 और 11 �सतंबर,
पुन�वर्तरण कैसे काम करता है ?

मेयर और �सट� काउं �सल ने एक स्वतंत्र नाग�रक आयोग �नयक्
ु त �कया है जो उन्ह� सलाह दे ता है �क नए िजल� को कैसे आक�षर्त बनाया
जाए लॉस एंिजल्स म� सैकड़� समद
ु ाय� के �हत� को प्र�त�बं�बत करते ह� जो इसे अद्�वतीय बनाते ह�। 21 सदस्यीय आयोग शहर के हर
�हस्से से �व�वध नाग�रक� से बना है ।आयोग यह स�ु निश्चत करने के �लए प्र�तबद्ध है �क �सट� हॉल म� सभी का समान और �नष्प�
प्र�त�न�धत्व रहे ।
सीमाओं को �फर से तैयार करने से पहले, आयोग 19 जन सन
ं ृ ला आयोिजत करे गा। प्रत्येक नगर
ु वाई और सामद
ु ा�यक बैठक� क� एक श्रख
प�रषद िजले के �लए एक और चार �ेत्रीय बैठक� ह�गी।
एक बार जब आयोग ने जन सन
ु वाई परू � कर ल� तो वे आपके द्वारा प्रदान क� गई जानकार� को संघीय सरकार से साथ डेटा उपलब्ध
कराएगा और नए मान�चत्र तैयार करे गा।
आयोग आपक� प्र�त�क्रया स�ु निश्चत करने के �लए मान�चत्र का एक सेट तैयार करे गा और समद
ु ाय को ऑनलाइन और जन सन
ु वाई के
माध्यम से प्रस्तत
ु �कया जाएगा। �फर वह मान�चत्र� को संशो�धत कर� गा और उन्ह� अनम
ु ोदन के �लए नगर प�रषद को भेज दे गा ।
म� यह स�ु निश्चत करने के �लए कैसे भाग ले सकता हूं �क मेर� आवाज सन
ु ी जा रह� है ?
आपके �लए पन
�वर्
त
रण
प्र�क्रया
म�
भाग
ले
न
े
क
े
कई
तर�क
े
ह�
।
ु
17 पन
ु �वर्तरण सन
ु वाई म� से एक म� भाग ल�, जो 1 जल
ु ाई, 2021 और 11 �सतंबर, 2021 के बीच लॉस एंिजल्स के परू े शहर म� समद
ु ाय� म�
वस्तत
ु ः आयोिजत क� जाएगी।
आभासी रूप से भाग लेने या भाग लेने के �लए: यहां िक्लक कर� या bit.ly/LACCRCZoom पर जाएं
केवल सन
ु ने के �लए: 1-669-254-5252 पर कॉल कर� , 161 545 4787# दजर् कर� ।
�ल�खत �टप्पणी जमा करने के �लए : यहां िक्लक कर� या bit.ly/lacitycoi पर जाएं
पन
ु �वर्तरण के बारे म� अ�धक जानकार� के �लए कृपया हमार� वेबसाइट laccrc2021.org पर जाएँ
आयोग का काम िजले के मानिचत्रों को कै से तैयार िकया जाए ﱞइस पर िसफा�रशें िवकिसत करते समय आपके द्वारा दी गई जानकारी को ध्यान में रखना है।
हम� इस बारे म� सन
ु ना होगा �क आप क्या मानते ह� िजससे आपका समद
ु ाय बनता है ।हम� स्कूल�, चच�, पाक� और शॉ�पंग �ेत्र� के बारे म�
बताएं, लोग� के बारे म� बताएं। हम� बताएं �क �कन आस-पड़ोस को शा�मल करने क� आवश्यकता है, और क्या आपके समद
ु ाय को �व�शष्ट
बनाता है ।
�नयम और मानदं ड क्या ह�?
मान�चत्र को तय करने के �लए इस्तेमाल �कए जाने वाले कुछ मानदं ड� म� शा�मल ह�:
1. प�रषद िजले समान जनसंख्या आकार के होने चा�हए
2. िजले के �व�भन्न �हस्स� को भौगो�लक रूप से एक दस
ू रे से जुड़ने म� स�म होना चा�हए।
3. मोहल्ल� का कई िजल� म� बंटवारा कम से कम करना चा�हए।
4.मता�धकार कानन
ू का पालन कर� , जो �क लै�टनो, ए�शयाई अमे�र�कय�, और अफ्र�क� अमे�र�कय� जैसे जातीय �नवा�सय� को उनक�
पसंद के प्र�त�न�ध का चुनाव करने का उ�चत अवसर दे ने के �लए एक कानन
ू है ।

हमारा अनस
ु रण कर� :
:
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लॉस एंिजल्स �सट� काउं �सल �र�डिस्ट्रिक्टं ग आयोग का �मशन यह सु�निश्चत करना है �क
सभी समुदाय के सदस्य� का लॉस एंिजल्स �सट� काउं �सल म� �नष्प� और समान
प्र�त�न�धत्व हो।

अपने काउं �सल िजले और समद
ु ाय के बारे म� अ�धक जानने के �लए
www.lacity.org/residents पर लॉस एंिजल्स शहर क� "मेरे पड़ोस क� जानकार�" पर जाएं

洛杉矶市议会
重新区划选区委员会 (LACCRC)

您需要知道的关于重新区划
选区的信息
在民主社会，我们的声音就是我们的权力。作为洛杉矶市的居民，我们以多种方式使用这种声音 – 投票选出代表我们
的市议员；在我们需要帮助时致电我们的民选官员；让决策者知道我们支持或者反对影响我们生活的新法律或新政策。
而重新区划选区是我们必须使用我们的声音来行使我们的权力的另一种方式。重新区划选区对于民主而言，与投票一
样重要。但是，许多人并不了解重新区划选区。本情况说明书旨在为您提供有关重新区划选区的重要信息，以及重新
区划选区对您的重要性。

什么是重新区划选区？
洛杉矶市的每一人都属于市议会的一个选区。我们有机会根据我们居住的选区选出市
议会议员。例如，Bo yle He ig h t s 、P a c o im a 、Ve n ic e 和洛杉矶南部分别在不同
的市议会选区，而这些社区的居民为自己选出不同的市议员作为他们的代表。
每 10 年，全美都会经历称为重新区划选区的过程，重新绘制确定每个选区的地图。
随着社区变得越来越小或者越来越大，人们迁入和迁出，公平和平等地定义选区就变
得十分重要。根据《美国宪法》，既定的重新区划地图内的所有选区彼此包含大致相
等数量的人口。绘制的地图将决定各级政府（市、县、州和联邦）的政治权利和代表
的分布。

重新区划选区为什么很重要？
划定选区边界的位置可决定居民可以投票给谁，甚至民选官员对您的请求的回应程度。代表就是权力。在市政厅代表
您的人可能意味着经济适用住房的多少、更清洁的街道以及更好的公园。确保您的选区的划定为您提供公平代表，可
以对您和您的家人产生重大影响。重新区划社区不得否认您在市政府有发言权。地图的绘制方式必须让您的社区得到
公平对待。

参加 2021 年 7 月 1 日至 2021 年 9 月 11 日期间在整个洛杉矶市的社区举行的 1
重新区划社区是如何进行的？
市长和市议会任命了一个独立的公民委员会来提供建议，建议他们如何绘制反映洛杉矶数百个社区独特的新选区。这个委员会由
21名来自洛市各个地区的不同公民组成。委员会致力于确保每个人在市政厅都有平等和公平的代表。
在重新划定界限之前，委员会将举行一系列 19 场公开听证会和社区会议。每个市议会选区将有一场公开听证会和四次场选区会议。
委员会完成公开听证会后，会根据您提供的信息以及联邦政府提供的数据绘制新地图。
将绘制一组地图并且在线和通过公开听证会提交给社区，以确保委员会获得您的反馈。然后我们将修改子地图并且将其提呈市议会
审批。
我如何参与并且确保听到我的声音？
您可以通过多种方式参与重新区划选区的过程。

参加 2021 年 7 月 1 日至 2021 年 9 月 25 日期间洛杉矶市各地举行的 19 场重新区划选区通知之一。
参加 20 21 年 7 月 1 日至 20 21 年 9 月 11 日期间在整个洛杉矶市的社区举行的 17 场重新划分听证会之一。
虚拟参加或参与：单击此处或访问 b it .ly/LACCRCZo o m
仅收听：拨打 1-6 6 9 -254 -5252，输入 16 1 54 5 4 7 8 7 #
提交书面意见：单击此处或访问 b it .ly/la c it yc o i
有关重新分区的更多信息，请访问我们的网站 la c c rc 20 21.o rg

委员会的工作是在制定关于如何绘制选区地图的建议时考虑您的意见。
我们需要了解您对您的社区构成因素的想法。告诉我们有关学校、教堂、公园和购物区的信息。告诉我们关于人们的意见。告诉
我们需要纳入哪些社区，以及让您的社区与众不同的因素。
规则和标准是什么？
用于决定地图的一些标准包括：
1.
2.
3.
4.

市议会选区的人口规模必须相等
选区的不同部分必须在地理上相互连接。
必须尽量避免将同一社区分到多个选区。
遵守《投票权法案》，该法案执照包含拉丁美洲裔、亚裔和非裔美国人等少数民族居民有公平的机会选举他们选择的代
表。

关注我们：

洛杉矶市议会重新区划选区委员会的使命是确保所有社区成员在洛杉矶市议会中有公
平和平等的代表。

LACCRC2021
@LACCRC2021

如需了解您的市议员选区和社区网的更多信息，请浏览洛杉矶市“我的社区信息”，
网址为 www.lacity.org/residents

洛杉磯市議會
重新區劃選區委員會 (LACCRC)

您需要知道的關於重新區劃
選區的資訊
在民主社會，我們的聲音就是我們的權力。作為洛杉磯市的居民，我們以多種方式使用這種聲音 – 投票選出代表我們
的市議員；在我們需要幫助時致電我們的民選官員；讓決策者知道我們支援或者反對影響我們生活的新法律或新政策。
而重新區劃選區是我們必須使用我們的聲音來行使我們的權力的另一種方式。 重新區劃選區對於民主而言，與投票一
樣重要。但是，許多人並不瞭解重新區劃選區。本情況說明書旨在為您提供有關重新區劃選區的重要資訊，以及重新
區劃選區對您的重要性。

什麼是重新區劃選區？
洛杉磯市的每一人都屬於市議會的一個選區。我們有機會根據我們居住的選區選舉市
議會議員。例如，Bo yle He ig h t s 、P a c o im a 、Ve n ic e 和洛杉磯南部分別在不同
的市議會選區，而這些社區的居民為自己選出不同的市議員作為他們的代表。
每 10 年，全美都會經歷稱為重新區劃選區的過程，重新繪製確定每個選區的地圖。
隨著社區變得越來越小或者越來越大，人們遷入和遷出，公平和平等地定義選區就變
得十分重要。根據《美國憲法》，既定的重新區劃地圖內的所有選區彼此包含大致相
等數量的人口。繪製的地圖將決定各級政府（市、縣、州和聯邦）的政治權利和代表
的分佈。

重新區劃選區為什麼很重要？
劃定選區線邊界的位置可決定居民可以投票給誰，甚至民選官員對您的請求的回應程度。代表就是權力。在市政廳代
表您的人可能意味著經濟適用住房的多少、更清潔的街道以及更好的公園。確保您的選區的劃定為您提供公平代表，
可以對您和您的家人產生重大影響。重新區劃社區不得否認您在市政府有發言權。地圖的繪製方式必須讓您的社區得
到公平對待。

重新區劃社區是如何進行的？
市長和市議會任命了一個獨立的公民委員會來提供建議，建議他們如何繪製反映洛杉磯數百個社區獨特的新選區。這個委員會由
21名來自洛市各個地區的不同公民組成。委員會致力於確保每個人在市政廳都有平等和公平的代表。
在重新劃定界限之前，委員會將舉行一系列 19 場公開聽證會和社區會議。每個市議會選區將有一場公開聽證會和四次場選區會議。
委員會完成公開聽證會後，會根據您提供的資訊以及聯邦政府提供的資料繪製新地圖。
將繪製一組地圖並且線上和通過公開聽證會提交給社區，以確保委員會獲得您的回饋。然後我們將修改地圖並且將其提呈市議會審
批。
我如何參與並且確保聽到我的聲音？
您可以通過多種方式參與重新區劃選區的過程。

參加 2021 年 7 月 1 日至 2021 年 9 月 25 日期間洛杉磯市各地舉行的 19 場重新區劃選區通知之一。
參加或參加虛擬：
按兩下此處或轉到 bit.ly/ LACCRCZoom
僅要收聽：
致電1-669 -254 -5252 ，輸入161 545 4787 #
提交書面意見：
點擊這裡或轉到 bit.ly/ lacitycoi
您也可以將書面證詞提交到：redistricting.lacity@lacity.org。

委員會的工作是在制定關於如何繪製選區地圖的建議時考慮您的意見、
我們需要瞭解您對您的社區構成因素的想法。告訴我們有關學校、教堂、公園和購物區的資訊。告訴我們關於人們的意見。告訴
我們需要納入哪些社區，以及讓您的社區與眾不同的因素。
規則和標準是什麼？
用於決定地圖的一些標準包括：
1.
2.
3.
4.

市議會選區的人口規模必須相等
選區的不同部分必須在地理上相互連接。
必須儘量避免將同一社區分到多個選區。
遵守《投票權法案》，該法案執照包含拉丁美洲裔、亞裔和非裔美國人等少數民族居民有公平的機會選舉他們選擇的代
表。

關注我們：

洛杉磯市議會重新區劃選區委員會的使命是確保所有社區成員在洛杉磯市議會中有公
平和平等的代表。
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如需瞭解您的市議員選區和社區網的更多資訊，請流覽洛杉磯市“我的社區資訊”，網
址為 www.lacity.org/residents

ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪ ﺑﻨﺪی ﺷﻮرای ﺷﻬﺮ
کﻤ�ﺴﯿﻮن ی
ﻟﺲآﻧﺠﻠﺲ )(LACCRC

آﻧﭽﻪ ﻻزم اﺳﺖ در�ﺎرۀ
ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪﺑﻨﺪی
ی
بﺪاﻧ�ﺪ
در �ﮏ دﻣﻮﮐﺮا� ﺻﺪای ﻣﺎ ﻗﺪرت ﻣﺎﺳﺖ .ﻣﺎ بﻪ ﻋﻨﻮان ﺳﺎ�ﻨﺎن ﻟﺲآﻧﺠﻠﺲ از ﺻﺪای ﺧﻮد بﻪ روشﻫﺎی �ﺴ�ﺎری اﺳﺘﻔﺎدە �ﮐﻨ�ﻢ – ﺑﺮای رأی دادن بﻪ اﻋﻀﺎی
یف
ﻣﺴﺌﻮﻟن ﻣﻨﺘﺨﺐ ﻫﻨگﺎ� ﮐﻪ بﻪ کﻤﮏ اﺣﺘ�ﺎج دار�ﻢ؛ ﺑﺮای اﻋﻼم ﻧﻈﺮ ﻣﻮاﻓﻖ �ﺎ ﻣﺨﺎﻟﻒ ﺧﻮد �ﺴبﺖ بﻪ �ﮏ ﻗﺎﻧﻮن
ﺷﻮرای ﺷﻬﺮ ﺗﺎ ﻧﻤﺎﯾﻨﺪۀ ﻣﺎ بﺎﺷﻨﺪ؛ ﺑﺮای ﻓﺮا ﺧﻮاﻧﺪن
گ
ف
ﺗﻐﯿ�
ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪﺑﻨﺪی یﻧ� را� اﺳﺖ ﮐﻪ ﻣﺎ بﺎ�ﺪ از ﺻﺪای ﺧﻮد ﺑﺮای ِاﻋﻤﺎل ﻗﺪرت ﺧﻮد اﺳﺘﻔﺎدە ﮐﻨ�ﻢ .ی
ﺗﺎﺛ� �ﮔﺬارد .ﻓﺮآﯾﻨﺪ ی
�ﺎ ﺳ�ﺎﺳﺖ ﺟﺪ�ﺪ ﮐﻪ ﺑﺮ زﻧﺪ� ﻣﺎ ی
ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪ ﺑﻨﺪی ﻧﺪارﻧﺪ .ﻫﺪف از اراﺋﮥ اﯾﻦ ﮔﺰارشﺑﺮگ
ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪ ﺑﻨﺪی بﻪ اﻧﺪازۀ رأی دادن ﺑﺮای ﺣﻔﻆ دﻣﻮﮐﺮا� ﺣﺎﺋﺰ اﻫﻤ�ﺖ اﺳﺖ .اﻣﺎ �ﺴ�ﺎری از ﻣﺮدم اﻃﻼ� در�ﺎرۀ ی
ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪﺑﻨﺪی و دﻟ�ﻞ اﻫﻤ�ﺖ آن ﺑﺮای ﺷﻤﺎﺳﺖ.
ﻓﺮاﻫﻢ آوردن اﻃﻼﻋﺎت ﻣﻬﻢ در�ﺎرۀ ی

ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪﺑﻨﺪی ﭼ�ﺴﺖ؟
ی
گ
ﻫﺮ ﻓﺮدی ﮐﻪ ﺳﺎ�ﻦ ﺷﻬﺮ ﻟﺲآﻧﺠﻠﺲ اﺳﺖ ،در �� از ﻧﻮا� ﺷﻮرای ﺷﻬﺮ زﻧﺪ� �ﮐﻨﺪ .ﻣﺎ بﺎ ﺗﻮﺟﻪ بﻪ ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪای ﮐﻪ در
آن ﺳﺎ�ﻦ ﻫﺴت�ﻢ ،ﻓﺮﺻﺖ آن را دار�ﻢ ﮐﻪ �� از اﻋﻀﺎی ﺷﻮرای ﺷﻬﺮ را اﻧﺘﺨﺎب ﮐﻨ�ﻢ .ﺑﺮای ﻣﺜﺎل ،ﺑ��ﻞ ﻫﺎﯾتﺲ،
ت
یف
ﻣﺘﻔﺎوئ رأی �دﻫﻨﺪ ﺗﺎ
پﮑﻮﺋ�ﻤﺎ ،وﻧ�ﺲ و ﺳﺎوث الای ﻧﻮا� ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻒ ﺷﻮرا ﻫﺴتﻨﺪ و
ﺳﺎ�ﻨن اﯾﻦ اﺟﺘﻤﺎﻋﺎت بﻪ اﻓﺮاد
ﻧﻤﺎﯾﻨﺪۀ آﻧﻬﺎ بﺎﺷﻨﺪ.
ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪﺑﻨﺪی �ﮔ��ﻨﺪ ﮐﻪ در آن ،ﻧﻘﺸﻪﻫﺎی
ﻫﺮ  10ﺳﺎل �ﮏ بﺎر ،در ﺗﻤﺎم ﮐﺸﻮر ﻓﺮآﯾﻨﺪی اﺟﺮاء �ﺷﻮد ﮐﻪ بﻪ آن ی
ﮐﻮﭼﮑ� �ﺎ ﺑﺰر ت
ت
ین
ﮔ� ﺷﺪن اﺟﺘﻤﺎﻋﺎت و وارد ﺷﺪن ﻣﺮدم بﻪ
ﺗﻌﯿن ﮐﻨﻨﺪۀ ﻧﻮا� دو�ﺎرە ﮐﺸ�ﺪە �ﺷﻮﻧﺪ .بﺎ ﺗﻮﺟﻪ بﻪ
اﺟﺘﻤﺎﻋﺎت �ﺎ ﺧﺎرج ﺷﺪن ﻣﺮدم از آنﻫﺎ ﻣﻬﻢ اﺳﺖ ﮐﻪ ﻧﻮا� بﻪ ﻃﻮر ﻋﺎدﻻﻧﻪ و بﺎ ﻣﺴﺎوات ی ن
ﺗﻌﯿن ﺷﻮﻧﺪ .ﻣﻄﺎﺑﻖ ﻗﺎﻧﻮن
ت
ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪﺑﻨﺪی ﺑﺮای آنﻫﺎ در ﻧﻈﺮ ﮔﺮﻓﺘﻪ �ﺷﻮد ،بﺎ�ﺪ ﺗﻘ��بﺎ
اﺳﺎ� ا�ﺎﻻت ﻣﺘﺤﺪە ،ﺗﻤﺎ� ﻧﻮا� اﻧﺘﺨﺎبﺎی ﮐﻪ ﻧﻘﺸﮥ ی
گ
ﺟﻤﻌ�ﺖ ﺑﺮاﺑﺮی بﺎ ﻫﻢ داﺷﺘﻪ بﺎﺷﻨﺪ .ﻧﻘﺸﻪﻫﺎی ﮐﺸ�ﺪە ﺷﺪە ﺗﺨﺼ�ﺺ ﻗﺪرت ﺳ�ﺎ� و ﻧﻤﺎﯾﻨﺪ� ﻣﺮدم را در ﻫﺮ ﺳﻄﺢ
از دوﻟﺖ )ﺷﻬﺮ ،ﺷﻬﺮﺳﺘﺎن ،ا�ﺎﻟﺖ و ﻓﺪرال( ی ن
ﺗﻌﯿن ﺧﻮاﻫﺪ ﮐﺮد.

ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪﺑﻨﺪی ﺣﺎﺋﺰ اﻫﻤ�ﺖ اﺳﺖ؟
ﭼﺮا ی
ﺳﺎ�ﻨن بﻪ ﭼﻪ ﮐ� �ﺗﻮاﻧﻨﺪ رأی دﻫﻨﺪ و ت
ﺟﺎئ ﮐﻪ ﺧﻄﻮط ی ن
ﺗﻌﯿن ﻧﻮا� ﮐﺸ�ﺪە �ﺷﻮد� ،ﺗﻮاﻧﺪ ی ن
ین
ﺣئ اﯾﻦ ﮐﻪ ﻣﺴﺌﻮل ﻣﻨﺘﺨﺐ ﺗﺎ ﭼﻪ ﺣﺪ �ﺴبﺖ بﻪ
ﺗﻌﯿن ﮐﻨﺪ ﮐﻪ
ی
تن
داﺷن ﻧﻤﺎﯾﻨﺪە ﻗﺪرت اﺳﺖ .اﯾﻦ ﮐﻪ ﭼﻪ ﮐ� ﻧﻤﺎﯾﻨﺪۀ ﺷﻤﺎ در ﺷﻬﺮداری بﺎﺷﺪ ﻣﻤﮑﻦ اﺳﺖ بﻪ ﻣﻌﻨﺎی ﮔﺮاین �ﺎ ارزاین ﻣﺴﮑﻦ،
درﺧﻮاﺳﺖﻫﺎی ﺷﻤﺎ پﺎﺳﺨﮕﻮ بﺎﺷﺪ.
ﺗﻤ�ﺗﺮ ﺑﻮدن ﺧ�ﺎبﺎنﻫﺎ و ت
یض
ﺑﻬ� ﺑﻮدن ﻓﻀﺎی پﺎرکﻫﺎ بﺎﺷﺪ .و ﺣﺼﻮل اﻃﻤﯿﻨﺎن از اﯾﻦﮐﻪ ﺧﻄﻮط ﻧﺎﺣ�ﮥ ﺷﻤﺎ بﻪ ﻧﺤﻮی ﮐﺸ�ﺪە ﺷﻮد ﮐﻪ ﺷﻤﺎ بﻪ ﻧﺤﻮ ﻋﺎدﻻﻧﻪای ﻧﻤﺎﯾﻨﺪە
تن
بﮕ�د .ﻧﻘﺸﻪﻫﺎ
داﺷن
ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪﺑﻨﺪی ﻫﺮﮔﺰ ﻧبﺎ�ﺪ ﺣﻖ
ﺻﺪای در دوﻟﺖ را از ﺷﻤﺎ ی
ﺗﺎﺛ� ﻋﻤﺪەای ﺑﺮ ﺷﻤﺎ و ﺧﺎﻧﻮادۀ ﺷﻤﺎ داﺷﺘﻪ بﺎﺷﺪ .اﯾﻦ ی
داﺷﺘﻪ بﺎﺷ�ﺪ� ،ﺗﻮاﻧﺪ ی
ی
بﺎ�ﺪ بﻪ ﻧﺤﻮی ﮐﺸ�ﺪە ﺷﻮﻧﺪ ﮐﻪ ﻣﺤﻠﮥ ﺷﻤﺎ ﺳﻬ� ﻋﺎدﻻﻧﻪ داﺷﺘﻪ بﺎﺷﺪ.

ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪﺑﻨﺪی ﭼﮕﻮﻧﻪ اﻧﺠﺎم �ﺷﻮد؟
ی
ﺷﻬﺮدار و ﺷﻮرای ﺷﻬﺮ �ﮏ کﻤ�ﺴﯿﻮن ﻣﺴﺘﻘﻞ ﻣتﺸکﻞ از ﺷﻬﺮوﻧﺪان را گﻤﺎﺷﺘﻪاﻧﺪ ﺗﺎ در�ﺎرۀ ﻧﺤﻮۀ ﮐﺸ�ﺪن ﺧﻄﻮط ﻧﻮا� ﺟﺪ�ﺪ بﻪ ﻧﺤﻮی ﮐﻪ �ﺸﺎن دﻫﻨﺪۀ ﻣﻨﺎﻓﻊ ﺻﺪﻫﺎ اﺟﺘﻤﺎع
ﺷﻬﺮ ﻟﺲآﻧﺠﻠﺲ ﮐﻪ اﯾﻦ ﺷﻬﺮ را ﻣﻨﺤ� بﻪ ﻓﺮد ﮐﺮدە بﺎﺷﺪ ،بﻪ آﻧﻬﺎ اﻃﻼع دﻫﻨﺪ .اﯾﻦ کﻤ�ﺴﯿﻮن ﮐﻪ  21ﻧﻔﺮ ﻋﻀﻮ دارد ،از ﺷﻬﺮوﻧﺪان ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻒ از ﺗﻤﺎم بﺨﺶﻫﺎی اﯾﻦ ﺷﻬﺮ
�ﺸﮑ�ﻞ ﺷﺪە اﺳﺖ .اﯾﻦ کﻤ�ﺴﯿﻮن ﻣﺘﻌﻬﺪ اﺳﺖ ﮐﻪ اﻃﻤﯿﻨﺎن ﺣﺎﺻﻞ ﻧﻤﺎ�ﺪ ﮐﻪ ﺗﻤﺎم اﻓﺮاد بﻪ ﻣﺴﺎوات و بﻪ ﻃﻮر ﻋﺎدﻻﻧﻪ در ﺷﻬﺮداری ﻧﻤﺎﯾﻨﺪە داﺷﺘﻪ بﺎﺷﻨﺪ.
ت
ﺟﻠﺴﺎی بﺎ ﺣﻀﻮر اﺟﺘﻤﺎﻋﺎت ﺑﺮﮔﺰار �ﮐﻨﺪ .ﺑﺮای ﻫﺮ �ﮏ از ﻧﻮا� ﺷﻮرای ﺷﻬﺮ �ﮏ ﺟﻠﺴﻪ ﺑﺮﮔﺰار
ﭘ�ﺶ از ﮐﺸ�ﺪن ﺧﻄﻮط ﻧﻮا� ﺟﺪ�ﺪ ،اﯾﻦ کﻤ�ﺴﯿﻮن � 19ﺸﺴﺖ ﻋﻤﻮ� و
ﺧﻮاﻫﺪ ﺷﺪ و ﭼﻬﺎر �ﺸﺴﺖ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﻪای ی ن
ﻧ� ﺑﺮﮔﺰار ﺧﻮاﻫﺪ ﺷﺪ.
ت
اﻃﻼﻋﺎئ را ﮐﻪ ﺷﻤﺎ اراﺋﻪ ﻧﻤﻮدەا�ﺪ بﻪ ﻫﻤﺮاە دادەﻫﺎی اراﺋﻪ ﺷﺪە ﺗﻮﺳﻂ دوﻟﺖ ﻓﺪرال ﺑﺮر� ﻧﻤﻮدە و ﻧﻘﺸﻪﻫﺎی ﺟﺪ�ﺪ را ﺧﻮاﻫﺪ
�ﺲ از اﺗﻤﺎم �ﺸﺴﺖﻫﺎی ﻋﻤﻮ� ،کﻤ�ﺴﯿﻮن
ﮐﺸ�ﺪ.
�ﮏ �ی ﻧﻘﺸﻪ آﻣﺎدە ﺧﻮاﻫﺪ ﺷﺪ و بﻪ ﺻﻮرت آﻧﻼﯾﻦ و از ﻃ��ﻖ �ﺸﺴﺖﻫﺎی ﻋﻤﻮ� بﻪ اﺟﺘﻤﺎع اراﺋﻪ ﺧﻮاﻫﺪ ﺷﺪ ﺗﺎ اﻃﻤﯿﻨﺎن ﺣﺎﺻﻞ ﺷﻮد ﮐﻪ کﻤ�ﺴﯿﻮن بﺎزﺧﻮرد ﺷﻤﺎ را در�ﺎﻓﺖ
ف
بﺎز�ﯿی ﺧﻮاﻫ�ﻢ ﻧﻤﻮد و آنﻫﺎ را ﺟﻬﺖ ﺗﺎﯾ�ﺪ ﺑﺮای ﺷﻮرای ﺷﻬﺮ ﺧﻮاﻫ�ﻢ ﻓﺮﺳﺘﺎد.
ﮐﺮدە اﺳﺖ .ﻣﺎ ﺳپﺲ ﻧﻘﺸﻪﻫﺎ را
ﻣﻦ ﭼﮕﻮﻧﻪ �ﺗﻮاﻧﻢ ﻣﺸﺎرﮐﺖ ﮐﻨﻢ و اﻃﻤﯿﻨﺎن داﺷﺘﻪ بﺎﺷﻢ ﮐﻪ ﺻﺪای ﻣﻦ ﺷن�ﺪە ﺷﺪە اﺳﺖ؟
ف
ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪﺑﻨﺪی ﻣﺸﺎرﮐﺖ ﮐﻨ�ﺪ.
ﺷﻤﺎ بﻪ ﺷﯿﻮەﻫﺎی ﻣﺨﺘﻠ� �ﺗﻮاﻧ�ﺪ در ﻓﺮآﯾﻨﺪ ی

�
ﺗﻘ��بﺎ در ﺟﻮاﻣﻊ �ا� ﺷﻬﺮ ﻟﺲ آﻧﺠﻠﺲ ی ن
ﺳپﺘﺎﻣ�  2021ﺑﺮﮔﺰار � ﺷﻮد.
ﺑن  1ژوﺋ�ﻪ  2021و 11
در �� از  17ﺟﻠﺴﻪ ﺗﺠﺪ�ﺪﻧﻈﺮ ﻣﺤﺪود ﮐﻨﻨﺪە ش�ﮐﺖ ﮐﻨ�ﺪ  ،ﮐﻪ
ب
ﺑﺮو�ﺪ  bit.ly/LACCRCZoomﺑﺮای ﺣﻀﻮر �ﺎ ﻣﺸﺎرﮐﺖ ﻣﺠﺎزی :اﯾﻨﺠﺎ را کﻠ�ﮏ ﮐﻨ�ﺪ �ﺎ بﻪ
بﮕ��ﺪ  ،ﺷﻤﺎرە  #4787 545 161را وارد ﮐﻨ�ﺪ
ﻓﻘﻂ ﺑﺮای ﮔﻮش دادن :بﺎ ﺷﻤﺎرە  5252-254-669-1ﺗﻤﺎس ی
ﮐﺘی :اﯾﻨﺠﺎ را کﻠ�ﮏ ﮐﻨ�ﺪ �ﺎ بﻪ
ﺑﺮو�ﺪ  bit.ly/lacitycoiﺑﺮای ارﺳﺎل ﻧﻈﺮات ب
�
ت
ﺑ�ﺸ� در ﻣﻮرد ﻣﺤﺪود�ﺖ ﻣﺠﺪد  ،ﻟﻄﻔﺎ از وب ﺳﺎ�ﺖ ﻣﺎ بﻪ آدرس
 laccrc2021.orgﺑﺮای ﮐﺴﺐ اﻃﻼﻋﺎت
کﺎر کﻤ�ﺴﯿﻮن اﯾﻦ اﺳﺖ ﮐﻪ بﺎزﺧﻮرد ﺷﻤﺎ را در ی ن
بﮕ�د.
ﺣن اراﺋﮥ ﭘ�ﺸﻨﻬﺎدات ﺑﺮای ﮐﺸ�ﺪن ﻧﻘﺸﻪﻫﺎی ﻧﻮا� در ﻧﻈﺮ ی
ﻻزم اﺳﺖ بﻪ ﻣﺎ بﮕ���ﺪ ﮐﻪ بﻪ اﻋﺘﻘﺎد ﺷﻤﺎ ﭼﻪ ﻣﻮاردی بﻪ اﺟﺘﻤﺎع ﺷﻤﺎ کﻤﮏ �ﮐﻨﺪ .در�ﺎرۀ ﻣﺪارس ،کﻠ�ﺴﺎﻫﺎ ،پﺎرکﻫﺎ و ﻣﺮا�ﺰ ﺧ��ﺪ بﻪ ﻣﺎ بﮕ���ﺪ .بﻪ ﻣﺎ در�ﺎرۀ ﻣﺮدم بﮕ���ﺪ.
بﮕ���ﺪ ﮐﻪ ﮐﺪام ﻣﺤﻠﻪﻫﺎ بﺎ�ﺪ در ﻧﻈﺮ ﮔﺮﻓﺘﻪ ﺷﻮﻧﺪ و ﭼﻪ ﻣﻮاردی اﺟﺘﻤﺎع ﺷﻤﺎ را ﻣﻨﺤ� بﻪ ﻓﺮد �ﮐﻨﺪ.
ی ن
ﻗﻮاﻧن و ﻣﻌ�ﺎرﻫﺎ ﮐﺪامﻫﺎ ﻫﺴتﻨﺪ؟
ن
ﮔ�ی در�ﺎرۀ ﻧﻘﺸﻪﻫﺎ ﻋبﺎرﺗﻨﺪ از:
ﺑﺮ� از ﻣﻌ�ﺎرﻫﺎی ﺗﺼﻤ�ﻢ ی
.1
.2
.3
.4

ﻧﻮا� ﺷﻮرا بﺎ�ﺪ از ﻧﻈﺮ ﺟﻤﻌ�ﺖ بﺎ ﻫﻢ ﺑﺮاﺑﺮ بﺎﺷﻨﺪ.
اﻓ�ﺎی بﻪ ﻫﻢ ﻣﺘﺼﻞ بﺎﺷﻨﺪ.
بﺨﺶﻫﺎی ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻒ ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪ بﺎ�ﺪ از ﻧﻈﺮ ﺟﻐﺮ ی
بﺎ�ﺪ ﺗﻘﺴ�ﻢ ﻣﺤﻠﻪﻫﺎ ی ن
ﻣﺎﺑن ﭼﻨﺪ ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪ بﻪ ﺣﺪاﻗﻞ ﻣﻤﮑﻦ ﺑﺮﺳﺪ.
ﺳﺎ�ﻨن ﻣﻠﺖﻫﺎی ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻒ ﻣﺎﻧﻨﺪ ی ف
یف
�ﻘﺎی ﺗبﺎر بﻪ
آﻣ��کﺎیﻫﺎی
ﻻﺗنﻫﺎ،
بﺎ�ﺪ از ﻗﺎﻧﻮن ﺣﻘﻮق رأی ﺗبﻌ�ﺖ ﺷﻮد ،ﮐﻪ ﻫﺪف اﯾﻦ ﻗﺎﻧﻮن ﻣﺤﺎﻓﻈﺖ از
آﺳ�ﺎی ﺗبﺎر و آﻓ� ی
ی
ی
ت
تف
ﻓﺮﺻی ﻋﺎدﻻﻧﻪ ﺑﺮای اﻧﺘﺨﺎب ﻧﻤﺎﯾﻨﺪۀ ﻣﻮرد ﻧﻈﺮ ﺧﻮد اﺳﺖ.
داﺷن
ﻣﻨﻈﻮر

ﺗﻐﯿ� ﻧﺎﺣ�ﻪﺑﻨﺪی ﺷﻮرای ﺷﻬﺮ ﻟﺲآﻧﺠﻠﺲ ) (LACCRCاﯾﻦ اﺳﺖ ﮐﻪ اﻃﻤﯿﻨﺎن ﺣﺎﺻﻞ ﻧﻤﺎ�ﺪ ﮐﻪ ﺗﻤﺎم
ﻣﺎﻣﻮر�ﺖ کﻤ�ﺴﯿﻮن ی
اﻓﺮاد اﺟﺘﻤﺎع بﻪ ﺻﻮرت ﻋﺎدﻻﻧﻪ و ﺑﺮاﺑﺮ در ﺷﻮرای ﺷﻬﺮ ﻟﺲآﻧﺠﻠﺲ ﻧﻤﺎﯾﻨﺪە داﺷﺘﻪ بﺎﺷﻨﺪ.

ﭘ�ﮕ� ﺻﻔﺤﺎت ﻣﺎ بﺎﺷ�ﺪ:
ی
LACCRC 2021

ت
ﺑ�ﺸ� در�ﺎرۀ ﻧﺎﺣ�ﮥ ﺷﻮرا و اﺟﺘﻤﺎع ﺧﻮد بﻪ ﻗﺴﻤﺖ "اﻃﻼﻋﺎت ﻣﺤﻠﮥ ﻣﻦ" ﺷﻬﺮ ﻟﺲآﻧﺠﻠﺲ
ﺟﻬﺖ ﮐﺴﺐ اﻃﻼﻋﺎت
در �ﺸﺎین www.lacity.org/residentsﻣﺮاﺟﻌﻪ ﻧﻤﺎﯾ�ﺪ.
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Комиссия городского совета Лос-Анджелеса
по изменению границ избирательных
округов (LACCRC)

Что вам необходимо знать об изменении
границ избирательных округов
В условиях демократии наш голос – это наша сила. И, как жители города Лос-Анджелес, мы используем этот голос разными
способами – чтобы голосовать за члена городского совета, который будет представлять нас; звонить нашим избранным
должностным лицам, когда нам нужна помощь; чтобы лица, принимающие решения, знали, поддерживаем ли мы новый закон или
политику, которые влияют на нашу жизнь, или выступаем против них. Процесс изменения границ избирательных округов – это еще
один способ, которым мы должны использовать свой голос, чтобы осуществлять наше влияние. Изменение границ избирательных
округов так же важно для демократии, как и голосование. Но многие люди мало знают о перераспределении границ избирательных
округов. Этот информационный бюллетень предназначен для того, чтобы предоставить вам важную информацию об изменении
границ избирательных округов и о том, почему это важно для вас.
Что такое изменение границ избирательных округов?
Каждый человек в городе Лос-Анджелес живет в районе соответствующего городского совета. У
нас есть возможность избрать члена городского совета в зависимости от района, в котором мы
живем. Например, Бойл-Хайтс (Boyle Heights), Пакойма (Pacoima), Венеция (Venice) и Южный
Лос-Анджелес (South LA) находятся в разных районах городского совета, и жители этих местных
сообществ голосуют за разных людей, которые будут их представлять.
Каждые 10 лет вся страна осуществляет процесс, называемый изменением границ
избирательных округов, чтобы изменить карты, определяющие каждый избирательный округ. По
мере того, как местные сообщества становятся меньше или больше, а люди приезжают и
уезжают, важно, чтобы избирательные округа были определены справедливо и одинаково.
Согласно Конституции США, все избирательные округа в пределах данной карты изменения
границ избирательных округов должны содержать примерно одинаковое количество людей.
Начерченные карты будут определять распределение политической власти и
представительства на каждом уровне правительства (городской, окружной, штатный и
федеральный уровни).

Почему изменение границ избирательных округов имеет значение?
От того, где проведена линия границы избирательного округа, можно определить, за кого жители могут голосовать и даже
насколько должностные лица будут реагировать на ваши запросы. Представительство – это сила. От того, кто представляет вас в
мэрии, может зависеть более или менее доступное жилье, более чистые улицы и лучшие парки. И обеспечение того, чтобы ваш
избирательный округ был организован таким образом, чтобы обеспечить вам справедливое представительство, может иметь
большое значение для вас и вашей семьи. Изменение границы избирательного округа никогда не должно лишать вас права голоса
при выборах правительства города. Карты должны быть начерчены таким образом, чтобы к вашему району относились
справедливо.

Как работает изменение границ избирательных округов?
Мэр и городской совет назначили независимую комиссию из граждан, чтобы посоветовать им, как начертить новые избирательные
округа, отражающие интересы сотен местных сообществ в Лос-Анджелесе, которые делают его уникальным. Комиссия из 21 члена
состоит из различных граждан со всех концов города. Комиссия стремится обеспечить равное и справедливое представительство всех
в мэрии города.
Перед изменением границ избирательных округов комиссия проведет серию из 19 публичных слушаний и встреч с
общественностью. Будет по одному слушанию на каждый избирательный округ городского совета и четыре региональных
встречи.
После того, как комиссия завершит публичные слушания, она будет использовать предоставленную вами информацию вместе
с данными, предоставленными федеральным правительством, и начертит новые карты избирательных округов.
Будет разработан набор карт избирательных округов, который будет представлен местному сообществу на Интернете и через
публичные слушания, чтобы комиссия получила ваши отзывы. Затем мы пересмотрим карты избирательных округов и отправим их
на утверждение в городской совет.
Как я могу принять участие и убедиться, что мой голос услышан?
Существует много способов принять участие в процессе изменения границ избирательных округов.

Примите участие в одном из 17 слушаний по перераспределению округов, которые будут проходить практически в общинах
по всему Лос-Анджелесу в период с 1 июля 2021 года по 11 сентября 2021 года.
Чтобы присутствовать или участвовать виртуально: нажмите здесь или перейдите на bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
Только прослушивание: позвоните по номеру 1-669-254-5252, введите 161545 4787 #.
Чтобы отправить письменный комментарий: Щелкните здесь или перейдите на bit.ly/lacitycoi
Для получения дополнительной информации о Redistricting посетите наш веб-сайт laccrc2021.org.
Задача комиссии состоит в том, чтобы учесть ваши предложения при разработке рекомендаций по составлению карт
избирательных округов.
Нам нужно услышать о том, что, по вашему мнению, представляет собой ваше местное сообщество. Сообщите нам о школах,
церквях, парках и торговых центрах. Расскажите нам о людях. Расскажите нам, какие жилые районы необходимо включить и
что делает ваше местное сообщество уникальным.
Каковы правила и критерии?
Некоторые из критериев, используемых для разработки карт избирательных округов, включают:

1.
2.
3.
4.

Избирательные округа совета должны иметь одинаковую численность населения.
Различные части избирательного округа должны географически соединяться друг с другом.
Необходимо минимизировать разделение жилых районов между несколькими избирательными округами.
Соблюдение требований Закона об избирательных правах (Voting Rights Act), который является законом, предназначенным
для защиты этнических жителей, таких как латиноамериканцы, американцы азиатского происхождения и афроамериканцы,
чтобы иметь справедливую возможность избрать представителя по своему выбору.

Следите за нами в социальных сетях:

LACCRC2021
@LACCRC2021

Задача Комиссии городского совета Лос-Анджелеса по изменению границ избирательных
округов – обеспечить справедливое и равное представительство всех членов местного
сообщества в городском совете Лос-Анджелеса..
Чтобы узнать больше о вашем муниципальном округе и местном сообществе, перейдите в
раздел информации о своем районе «My Neighborhood Information» города Лос-Анджелеса на
веб-сайте www.lacity.org/residents

คณะกรรมาธิการกําหนดเขตเลือกตัง้ ใหม่
ของสภานครลอสแอนเจลิส (LACCRC)

สงิ่ ทีท
่ า่ นควรทราบเกีย
่ วกับ
การกําหนดเขตเลือกตงใหม่
ั้
ในระบอบประชาธิปไตย เสียงของเราคืออํานาจของเรา และในฐานะผู ้ทีพ
่ ํานักอาศัยในนครลอสแอนเจลิส เราใช ้เสียงของเราใน
หลาย ๆ ด ้าน เช่น เพือ
่ ออกเสียงลงคะแนนสําหรับสมาชิกคณะกรรมการเพือ
่ ให ้เป็ นตัวแทนแก่เรา เพือ
่ โทรศัพท์ตด
ิ ต่อเจ ้าหน ้าทีท
่ ี่
ได ้รับเลือกตัง้ ของเราเมือ
่ เราต ้องการความช่วยเหลือ เพือ
่ ให ้ผู ้มีหน ้าทีใ่ นการตัดสินใจทราบว่าเราสนับสนุนหรือคัดค ้านกฎหมายใหม่
ี ง
หรือนโยบายใหม่ทม
ี่ ผ
ี ลกระทบต่อชีวต
ิ ของเรา ขนตอนการกํ
ั้
าหนดเขตเลือกตงใหม่
ั้
ย ังเป็นอีกวิธห
ี นึง่ ทีเ่ ราจะต้องใชเ้ สย
้ ํานาจของเรา การกําหนดเขตเลือกตัง้ ใหม่มค
ของเราในการใชอ
ี วามสําคัญเช่นเดียวกันกับระบอบประชาธิปไตยอย่างเช่นการ
ออกเสียงลงคะแนน ใบแสดงความคิดเห็นนีม
้ ไี ว ้เพือ
่ ให ้ข ้อมูลทีส
่ ําคัญแก่ทา่ นเกีย
่ วกับการกําหนดเขตเลือกตัง้ ใหม่และเหตุใดมันจึง
มีความสําคัญสําหรับท่าน
อะไรคือการกําหนดเขตเลือกตงใหม่
ั้
ทุกคนทีอ
่ ยูใ่ นนครลอสแอนเจลิสพํานักอาศัยอยูใ่ นเขตสภาเทศบาลเมือง เรามีโอกาสเลือก
สมาชิกคณะกรรมการเมืองตามพืน
้ ฐานของเขตทีเ่ ราอาศัยอยู่ ตัวอย่างเช่น - Boyle Heights,
Pacoima, Venice และ South LA อยูใ่ นคณะกรรมการเขตทีแ
่ ตกต่างกัน และผู ้อยูอ
่ าศัยใน
ชุมชนเหล่านัน
้ ออกเสียงลงคะแนนให ้แก่บค
ุ คลต่าง ๆ ทีเ่ ป็ นตัวแทนของพวกเขา
ประชาชนทัง้ ประเทศได ้ผ่านขัน
้ ตอนในทุก ๆ 10 ปี ซึง่ เรียกว่าการกําหนดเขตเลือกตัง้ ใหม่เพือ
่
ทําการเปลีย
่ นแปลงแผนทีต
่ า่ ง ๆ ทีก
่ ําหนดไว ้ในแต่ละเขต ในขณะทีช
่ ม
ุ ชนมีขนาดเล็กลงหรือ
ใหญ่ขน
ึ้ และประชากรได ้ย ้ายเข ้าและย ้ายออกไปจากเขตนัน
้ ๆ ซึง่ เป็ นสิง่ ทีส
่ ําคัญทีเ่ ขตต่าง ๆ
ได ้ถูกกําหนดไว ้อย่างยุตธิ รรมและอย่างเท่าเทียมกัน ตามรัฐธรรมนูญของสหรัฐอเมริกา เขตการ
เลือกตัง้ ทัง้ หมดภายในแผนทีก
่ ารกําหนดเขตเลือกตัง้ ใหม่จะต ้องประกอบด ้วยจํานวนประชากร
เขตละเท่า ๆ กันโดยประมาณ แผนทีต
่ า่ ง ๆ ทีเ่ ขียนขึน
้ จะกําหนดการแบ่งส่วนอํานาจทางการ
เมืองและผู ้แทนในทุกระดับของรัฐบาล (เมือง มณฑล รัฐ และสหพันธรัฐ)
เหตุใดการกําหนดเขตเลือกตงจึ
ั้ งมีความสําค ัญ
เส ้นกําหนดเขตทีไ่ ด ้ถูกเขียนขึน
้ ระบุวา่ ผู ้สมัครรับเลือกตัง้ คนใดทีผ
่ ู ้พํานักอาศัยสามารถออกเสียงลงคะแนนให ้ได ้ และเจ ้าหน ้าทีท
่ ี่
ได ้รับเลือกตัง้ จะต ้องรับผิดชอบอย่างไรต่อคําเรียกร ้องของท่าน การเป็ นตัวแทนถือเป็ นอํานาจอย่างหนึง่ บุคคลทีเ่ ป็ นตัวแทนให ้
ท่านในศาลาเทศบาลสามารถหมายถึงการมีเคหสถานทีส
่ ามารถจับจ่ายในราคาทีแ
่ พงขึน
้ หรือถูกลง ถนนหนทางสะอาดขึน
้ และมี
สวนสาธารณะทีด
่ ข
ี น
ึ้ และเพือ
่ ให ้แน่ใจว่าเขตทีท
่ า่ นอาศัยอยูไ่ ด ้ถูกเขียนขึน
้ ให ้ท่านมีตวั แทนทีย
่ ต
ุ ธิ รรม สามารถทําให ้เกิดความ
ิ ธิม
แตกต่างมากขึน
้ สําหรับท่านและครอบครัวของท่าน การกําหนดเขตเลือกตัง้ จึงไม่ควรปฎิเสธในการทีท
่ า่ นจะมีสท
์ เี สียงในฝ่ าย
บริหารเมือง แผนทีต
่ า่ ง ๆ จะต ้องถูกเขียนขึน
้ ในทางทีท
่ ําให ้ละแวกบ ้านของท่านได ้รับการปฎิบต
ั ต
ิ อบอย่างเท่าเทียมกัน

การกําหนดเขตเลือกตงทํ
ั้ างานอย่างไร
นายกเทศมนตรีและสภาเทศบาลได ้แต่งตัง้ กรรมาธิการของพลเมืองอิสระเพือ
่ ให ้คําแนะนํ าพวกเขาถึงวิธเี ขียนเขตต่าง ๆ ใหม่เพือ
่ ให ้มีความเป็ น
พิเศษตามความสนใจของชุมชนต่าง ๆ นับร ้อยชุมชนในนครลอสแอนเจลิส สมาชิกกรรมาธิการจํานวน 21 นายมาจากพลเมืองทีห
่ ลากหลายจาก
ทุก ๆ ส่วนของนครนี้ กรรมาธิการมีความมุง่ มั่นเพือ
่ ให ้แน่ใจว่าทุกคนมีการดําเนินการทีเ่ ท่าเทียมกันและมีความยุตธิ รรมในศาลาเทศบาล
ก่อนมีการเขียนกําหนดเขตใหม่ กรรมาธิการจะจัดให ้มีการประชาพิจารณ์และการประชุมของชุมชนจํานวน 19 ครัง้ โดยจะมีคณะกรรมการเขตเมือง
่ รัง้
แห่งละหนึง่ ครัง้ และการประชุมภาคสีค
เมือ
่ กรรมาธิการได ้มีการประชาพิจารณ์ครบถ ้วนแล ้วทางกรรมาธิการจะขอข ้อมูลทีท
่ า่ นจัดให ้พร ้อมข ้อมูลทีไ่ ด ้จากรัฐบาลกลาง และจากนัน
้ จะมีการ
เขียนแผนทีใ่ หม่ขน
ึ้
แผนทีจ
่ ํานวนหนึง่ จะได ้ร่างขึน
้ และนํ าไปเสนอต่อชุมชนทางออนไลน์และผ่านการประชาพิจารณ์เพือ
่ ให ้แน่ใจว่ากรรมาธิการจะได ้รับการตอบกลับ
จากนัน
้ เราจะทําการแก ้ไขแผนทีแ
่ ละส่งไปยังสภาเทศบาลเพือ
่ ขออนุมัต ิ
ฉันสามารถเข้าร่วมในขนตอนนี
ั้
ไ้ ด้อย่างไรเพือ
่ ให้แน่ใจว่าเสียงของฉันได้ร ับการพิจารณา
ขัน
้ ตอนการกําหนดเขตเลือกตัง้ นีส
้ ามารถเข ้าร่วมได ้หลายวิธ ี

เข ้าร่วมการพิจารณาแบบแบ่งเขต 17 ครัง้ ซึง่ จะจัดขึน
้ แทบในชุมชนต่างๆ ทัว่ เมืองลอสแองเจลิสระหว่างวันที่ 1 กรกฎาคม พ.ศ. 2564 ถึงวันที่ 11
กันยายน พ.ศ. 2564
เข ้าร่วมหรือเข ้าร่วมเสมือนจริง: คลิกทีน
่ ี่ หรือไปที่ bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
ฟั งอย่างเดียว โทร 1-669-254-5252 ใส่ 161 545 4787#
ส่งความคิดเห็นเป็ นลายลักษณ์อักษร : คลิกทีน
่ ี่ หรือไปที่ bit.ly/lacitycoi
สําหรับข ้อมูลเพิม
่ เติมเกีย
่ วกับการแจกจ่ายซํ้า โปรดเยีย
่ มชมเว็บไซต์ของเราที่ lacccrc2021.org
่ ารพิจารณาเมือ
งานของกรรมาธิการคือเพือ
่ ขอข ้อมูลจากท่านเข ้าสูก
่ ได ้มีคําแนะนํ าว่าควรมีการร่างแผนทีเ่ ขตขึน
้ อย่างไร
่ ว่าจะทําให ้ชุมชนของท่านดีขน
เราต ้องการได ้ยินในสิง่ ทีท
่ า่ นเชือ
ึ้ กรุณาแจ ้งให ้เราทราบเกีย
่ วกับโรงเรียน โบสถ์ สวนสาธารณะและสถานที่
สําหรับการช ้อปปิ้ ง แจ ้งให ้เราทราบถึงประชาชนในชุมชน แจ ้งให ้เราทราบถึงละแวกบ ้านว่าควรมีการครอบคลุมอย่างไรและอะไรทีท
่ ําให ้ชุมชน
ของท่านมีความเป็ นพิเศษ
อะไรคือกฎเกณฑ์และบรรท ัดฐาน
ได ้มีการนํ าเอาบรรทัดฐานบางอย่างมาใช ้เพือ
่ ตัดสินในแผนที่ รวมถึง :
1.
2.
3.
4.

คณะกรรมการเขตจะต ้องมีขนาดเท่ากัน
่ มโยงถึงกันและกันกับภูมภ
ส่วนทีแ
่ ตกต่างกันอืน
่ ๆ ของเขตจะต ้องสามารถเชือ
ิ าคส่วนอืน
่ ๆ
จะต ้องมีการแบ่งแยกละแวกบ ้านเป็ นเขตต่าง ๆ ให ้น ้อยทีส
่ ด
ุ
ปฎิบต
ั ต
ิ ามกฎหมายว่าด ้วยสิทธิในการออกเสียงลงคะแนน ซึง่ กฎหมายหมายถึงการปกป้ องผู ้อยูอ
่ าศัยทีเ่ ป็ นชนกลุม
่ น ้อย เช่น ชาว
ละตินอเมริกน
ั เอเชียนอเมริกน
ั และแอฟริกน
ั อเมริกน
ั เพือ
่ ให ้มีโอกาสทีย
่ ต
ุ ธิ รรมในการเลือกตัวแทนตามทีพ
่ วกเขาเลือก

ติดตามเรา :
LACCRC 2021
@LACCRC 2021

ภารกิจของคณะกรรมาธิการในการกําหนดเขตเลือกตัง้ ใหม่ของสภานครลอสแอนเจลิส คือ
เพือ
่ ให ้แน่ใจว่าสมาชกิ ของชุมชนทึกคนได ้รับการดําเนินการแทนต่อสภานครลอสแอนเจลิส
ทีย
่ ต
ุ ธิ รรมและเท่าเทียมกัน
เพือ
่ เรียนรู ้เพิม
่ เติมเกีย
่ วกับคณะกรรมการเขตและชุมชนของท่าน โปรดไปที่ “ข ้อมูลละแวกบ ้าน
ของฉั น (My Neighborhood Information)” ของนครลอสแอนเจลิส ที่
www.lacity.org/residents

Ủy Ban Tái Định Khu Hội Đồng Thành Phố
Los Angeles (Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission, LACCRC)

Những Điều Cần Biết về
Tái Định Khu
Trong nền dân chủ, tiếng nói là sức mạnh của chúng ta. Là cư dân của Thành Phố Los Angeles, chúng ta sử dụng
tiếng nói đó ở nhiều cách – để bầu Ủy Viên Hội Đồng đại diện cho chúng ta; để gọi cho các vị dân cử khi chúng ta
cần được giúp đỡ; để cho các nhà hoạch định chính sách biết rằng chúng ta ủng hộ hay phản đối một dự luật hay
chính sách mới ảnh hưởng tới cuộc sống của chúng ta. Tuy nhiên, quy trình tái định khu là một cách khác mà
chúng ta phải sử dụng tiếng nói để thể hiện sức mạnh của mình. Tái định khu cũng quan trọng đối với nền
dân chủ như việc đi bầu cử. Tờ thông tin này nhằm cung cấp cho quý vị chi tiết quan trọng về tái định khu, và lý do
tại sao việc này lại quan trọng đối với quý vị.
Tái định khu là gì?
Mỗi người dân trong Thành Phố Los Angeles đều sinh sống trong một khu vực Hội
Đồng Thành Phố. Chúng ta có cơ hội để bầu một vị ủy viên hội đồng thành phố
trong khu vực mà chúng ta đang sinh sống. Thí dụ - Boyle Heights, Pacoima,
Venice, và South LA là các khu vực Hội Đồng khác nhau, và cư dân của các cộng
đồng này bầu những vị dân biểu khác nhau đại diện cho họ.
Mỗi 10 năm, cả nước lại có một lần tái định khu để vẽ lại bản đồ quyết định mỗi khu
vực. Khi các cộng đồng lớn thêm hoặc thu nhỏ lại, và người dân đến và đi khỏi một
khu vực, thì điều quan trọng là phải phân chia các khu vực này đồng đều và bình
đẳng. Theo Hiến Pháp Hoa Kỳ, tất cả các khu vực bầu cử trong bản đồ được tái
định khu phải có số dân gần bằng nhau. Các bản đồ vẽ ra sẽ quyết định sự phân
chia sức mạnh chính trị và sự đại diện ở mỗi cấp bậc trong chính quyền (thành phố,
quận, tiểu bang và liên bang).

Tại sao việc tái định khu lại quan trọng?
Các đường ranh giới khu vực có thể quyết định xem cư dân có thể bầu cho ai và thậm chí các vị dân cử này sẽ
phản hồi như thế nào đối với các yêu cầu của quý vị. Đại diện là sức mạnh. Ai đại diện cho quý vị ở Tòa Thị Chính
có thể có nghĩa là có nhiều hay ít để có nhà ở giá rẻ hơn, đường phố sạch hơn, và công viên đẹp hơn. Và đảm bảo
khu vực của quý vị được vẽ trên bản đồ theo cách để quý vị có đại diện công bằng hơn, có thể tạo ra sự khác biệt
lớn cho quý vị và gia đình. Việc tái định khu không bao giờ từ chối lắng nghe tiếng nói của quý vị trong chính quyền
thành phố. Bản đồ phải được vẽ theo cách cho phép khu xóm giềng của quý vị được đối xử bình đẳng hơn.

Việc tái định khu hoạt động như thế nào?
Thị Trưởng và Hội Đồng Thành Phố đã chọn một ủy ban công dân độc lập để tư vấn cho họ cách vẽ bản đồ cho các khu vực mới,
phản ứng sự quan tâm của hàng trăm cộng đồng trong Los Angeles một cách riêng biệt. Ủy ban 21 thành viên này bao gồm các
công dân đa dạng từ những nơi khác nhau trong thành phố. Ủy Ban cam kết để bảo đảm rằng mỗi người đều được đại diện đồng
đều và bình đẳng ở Tòa Thị Chính.
Trước khi các đường ranh giới được vẽ lại, ủy ban sẽ thực hiện 19 cuộc điều trần công cộng và họp cộng đồng. Sẽ có một cuộc
họp cho mỗi Khu Vực Hội Đồng Thành Phố và bốn buổi họp của mỗi vùng.
Khi ủy ban đã làm xong các buổi điều trần, họ sẽ lấy thông tin mà quý vị đã cung cấp cùng với dữ liệu được Chính Quyền Liên
Bang cung cấp để vẽ bản đồ mới.
Một bộ bản đồ sẽ được phác thảo và trình lên trực tuyến cho cộng đồng hoặc qua các buổi điều trần công cộng để đảm bảo rằng
ủy ban nhận được ý kiến phản hồi của quý vị. Rồi chúng tôi sẽ sửa lại bản đồ và gửi lại cho Hội Đồng Thành Phố chấp thuận.
Tôi có thể tham gia bằng cách nào để biết chắc tiếng nói của tôi được lắng nghe?
Có nhiều cách để quý vị tham gia vào quy trình tái định khu.

Tham dự một trong 17 phiên điều trần về tái phân chia khu, sẽ được tổ chức hầu như tại các cộng đồng trên toàn Thành phố Los
Angeles từ ngày 1 tháng 7 năm 2021 đến ngày 11 tháng 9 năm 2021.
Để tham dự hoặc tham gia ảo: Nhấp vào Đây hoặc truy cập bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
Để chỉ nghe: Gọi 1-669-254-5252, nhập 161 545 4787 #
Để gửi bình luận bằng văn bản: Nhấp vào Đây hoặc truy cập bit.ly/lacitycoi
Để biết thêm thông tin về Tái phân chia khu, vui lòng truy cập trang web của chúng tôi tại laccrc2021.org
Công việc của ủy ban là cân nhắc ý kiến của quý vị khi họ soạn những gợi ý về cách vẽ các bản đồ khu vực.
Chúng tôi cần lắng nghe xem quý vị tin tưởng điều gì đã tạo nên cộng đồng của mình. Cho chúng tôi biết về trường học, nhà
thờ, công viên và khu mua sắm. Cho chúng tôi biết về con người. Cho chúng tôi biết về khu xóm giềng nào cần được bao gồm,
và điều gì làm nên sự riêng biệt cho cộng đồng của quý vị.
Có các quy tắc và tiêu chuẩn nào?
Một số tiêu chuẩn sử dụng để quyết định bản đồ bao gồm:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Các khu vực hội đồng phải có số dân tương đương với nhau
Những phần khác của khu vực phải có thể kết nối với nhau về mặt địa lý.
Phải giảm thiểu việc chia nhỏ các khu xóm giềng thành nhiều khu vực.
Tuân theo Đạo Luật Quyền Bầu Cư, là luật dùng để bảo vệ cư dân thuộc nhiều dân tộc như Người Mỹ Gốc Latin,
Người Mỹ Gốc Á và Người Mỹ Gốc Phi để có cơ hội bình đẳng trong việc lựa chọn một vị đại biểu mà họ lựa chọn.

Theo dõi chúng tôi:
LACCRC2021
@LACCRC2021

Sứ mệnh của Ủy Ban Tái Định Khu Hội Đồng Thành Phố Los Angeles là đảm bảo
mọi thành viên trong cộng đồng đều được đại diện đồng đều và bình đẳng trong Hội
Đồng Thành Phố Los Angeles.

Để tìm hiểu thêm về hội đồng khu vực và cộng đồng của quý vị, xin ghé vào "My
Neighborhood Information" (Thông Tin về Khu Xóm Giềng của Tôi) của Thành Phố
Los Angeles tại www.lacity.org/residents

Frequently Asked Questions
Every 10 years, the entire country goes through a process called redistricting to redraw
the maps that determine each district. As communities get smaller or bigger, and people
move in and out, it is important that the districts are defined fairly and equally with the
updated population sizes. According to the U.S. Constitution, all electoral districts within
a given redistricting map must contain approximately the same number of people. The
maps drawn will determine the allocation of political power and representation at every
level of government (city, county, state and federal) across the nation for at least the
next ten years.
Why should I care about redistricting?
Where district lines are drawn may determine where residents can vote, whom they can
vote for, and even how responsive elected officials are to their requests.
Past redistricting efforts have divided Asian, Black, and Latino communities to prevent
them from electing their own representatives. The maps were drawn so that
communities of color were split up in ways that they never had a majority – and thus,
could never vote for one of their own people.
Representation is power. Who represents you in City Hall can mean more affordable
housing, cleaner streets, and better parks. And making sure your district is drawn in a
way that gives you fair representation can make a big difference for you and your family.
How can I participate in the redistricting process?
Before the lines are redrawn the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission will
conduct a series of 17 public hearings. There will be one for each city council district
and two city-wide meetings.
The Commission is committed to conducting an open and transparent process that
respects the voices of all of LA’s residents. There are several ways you can participate:
● Attend a Public Hearing: Attend one of 17 redistricting public hearings, which will
be held virtually between July 1, 2021, and September 11, 2021. Here is the link:
bit.ly/LACCRCZoom To listen only: Call 1-669-254-5252, enter 161 545 4787#

● Submit Written Testimony: Tell us what makes up your community by going to or
emailing us at: bit.ly/lacitycoi
● You are also welcome to draw your own map for the Commission to review by
visiting our website –
LACCRC2021.org
I’ve heard it doesn’t matter whether or not I participate because the maps are already
drawn. Is that true? No, that is not true. You may see maps emerge during our initial
public hearings. These are not official maps. They are maps created by communities of
interest or other interested parties and may be taken into account as we redraw the city
council district lines. The City of Los Angeles Redistricting Commission has not
developed any maps. Anyone can submit a map for our consideration by going to
LACCRC2021.org. The public input phase of the process will take place in October.
What is redistricting?
Every person in the City of Los Angeles lives in a city council district, which is defined
by certain streets and neighborhoods. We have the opportunity to elect a city council
member based on what district we live in. For example – Boyle Heights, Pacoima,
Venice, or South LA are each in different council districts, and residents in those
communities
vote for different people to represent them.
Who decides how the districts are drawn?
The Mayor and City Council have appointed an advisory citizens commission to advise
them how to draw new districts that reflect the interests of the hundreds of communities
in Los Angeles that make it unique. The 21-member commission is made up of diverse
citizens from every part of the city. The Commission is committed to making sure that
everyone has equal and fair representation in City Hall.
Once the Commission has completed the public hearings, we will take the information
you provide along with the data from the Federal Government’s census efforts, and
draw new maps. When we have finished the maps, they will be presented to the
community online via public hearings to ensure we get your feedback. We will then
revise the maps and send them to the City Council for approval.

You will be able to participate in every step of the process, including when the maps go
to the City Council for approval. I’ve never participated in this process before, how can I
make a difference? Representation matters, especially on the City Council. City council
members make most of the decisions about resources and amenities that impact your
daily life. They are responsible for building roads, providing public transportation,
providing fire protection and a police force, supplying affordable housing, maintaining
parks, and many other resources that make a city function. If you can’t hold your City
Council representative accountable, then it will be hard to get the resources your
neighborhood needs to thrive. Use your voice to make the City Council accountable to
you and join with others in making a difference in your community.
How do I give testimony if I don’t really understand the process?
Testifying is easy – just think about your neighborhood and what is special about it:
● Let us know about the shopping districts, schools, parks, churches, and ethnic
communities that make your
neighborhood unique.
● Tell us what streets and geographic boundaries define your community ( for
example, Wilshire blvd. or the LA River).
● Explain why it is important for your community to remain whole.
Where can I go to learn more about redistricting?
You can visit our website at: LACCRC2021.org for more information. In addition,
Common Cause has a variety of detailed materials that explain the redistricting process
in a way that is easy to understand. You can check them out at:
https://www.commoncause.org/california/page/local-redistricting-2021/
How do I know that my community will be listened to?
Many of our Commissioners come from communities that were separated by political
lines. We understand that representation matters, so we are committed to a fair and
transparent process that respects and honors diverse communities. We will provide
ample time and multiple opportunities for you to participate. Let us know what is
important to you and your family. You won’t have this opportunity for another 10 years.
I keep hearing the term community of interest, what does that mean?

A community of interest is a neighborhood or group of people who have common policy
concerns and would benefit from being maintained in a single district. If you belong to a
group of neighbors who are advocating for a new park in your area, or a cultural
committee organizing cultural festivities like Fiestas Patrias, or the Lunar New Year
Parade – then you are a community of interest.

Preguntas Frecuentes
¿Qué es la "reestructuración distrital"?
Cada persona en la Ciudad de Los Ángeles vive en un distrito del concejo municipal, el
cual es definido por calles y vecindarios. Podemos elegir a nuestro concejal de acuerdo
con el distrito en el cual vivimos. Por ejemplo - Boyle Heights, Pacoima, Venice y el Sur de
Los Ángeles se encuentran en diferentes distritos del concejo municipal. Los residentes
de cada comunidad pueden votar por diferentes candidatos para que los representen.
Cada 10 años, el país pasa a través de un proceso llamado "reestructuración distrital" en el cual se trazan los mapas que
determinan cada distrito. A medida que nuestras comunidades se hacen más grandes o más pequeñas y las personas se
mudan de lugar a lugar, es importante que los distritos estén definidos de una manera justa y equitativa con los tamaños
de población más recientes. De acuerdo a la constitución de los Estados Unidos, todos los distritos electorales incluidos en
un mapa reestructurado deben contener, aproximadamente, el mismo número de residentes. Los mapas trazados
determinarán la asignación del poder político y representación en todos los niveles de gobierno (municipio, condado,
estatal y federal) por todo el país por los próximos 10 años.

¿Por qué debería preocuparme la reestructuración distrital?
Donde son trazadas las líneas de los distritos determinan dónde pueden votar, por quién pueden votar e incluso cuán
receptivos son los funcionarios electos a las solicitudes de los residentes.
Las reestructuraciones distritales anteriores han dividido a las comunidades Asiáticas, Afroamericanas y Latinas para
prevenirlas de elegir su propio representante. Los mapas fueron trazados de forma que las comunidades minoritarias
fueran divididas y que nunca fueran la mayoría. De esta manera no podrían votar por un candidato que los represente.
La representación es poder. Quien te representa en City Hall puede propugnar más viviendas asequibles, calles más limpias
y mejores parques. El asegurarte de que tu distrito se traze de una manera justa puede marcar una gran diferencia para tí y
tu familia.

¿Cómo puedo participar en el proceso de la reestructuración distrital?
Antes de que se vuelvan a trazar las líneas distritales, la Comisión de Redistribución de Distritos del Ayuntamiento de Los
Ángeles llevará a cabo 17 audiencias públicas. Habrá una para cada distrito del Ayuntamiento y dos reuniones regionales.
La Comisión está comprometida a llevar a cabo un proceso abierto y transparente que respete las voces de todos los
residentes de Los Ángeles. Hay varias formas de participar:
●

●
●

Asista a una audiencia pública: Asiste a una de las 19 audiencias públicas que se llevarán a cabo de manera virtual
entre el 1ro de julio del 2021 y el 25 de septiembre del 2021. Puedes atender visitando bit.ly/LACCRCZoom Para
escuchar solamente llama al 1-669-254-5252 y marque 161 545 4787#
Presente un testimonio por escrito: Cuéntanos acerca de tu comunidad mandando un correo electrónico a
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org.
Diseñe un mapa distrital: Te invitamos a trazar tu propio mapa para que sea evaluado por la Comisión. Visita
nuestra página – LACCRC2021.org

Escuché que no importa si participo en el proceso porque los mapas ya están trazados. ¿Es eso cierto?
No, eso no es cierto. Podrá ver mapas después de la primera serie de audiencias públicas. Estos no son los mapas oficiales.
Estos mapas fueron creados por comunidades de interés u otros partidos interesados que serán considerados mientras
trazamos los distritos del concejo municipal. La Comisión de Redistribución de Distritos del ayuntamiento de Los Ángeles
no ha creado ningún mapa. Cualquiera puede proponer un mapa para que sea considerado visitando LACCRC2021.org. La
fase de participación del público se llevará a cabo en octubre.

¿Quién decide cómo se trazan los distritos?
El Alcalde y el Concejo Municipal han designado una comisión ciudadana independiente para asesorarlos sobre cómo trazar
nuevos distritos que reflejen los intereses de los cientos de comunidades de Los Ángeles. La comisión está formada por 21
miembros ciudadanos diversos de todos los rincones de la ciudad. La Comisión está comprometida a asegurarse de que
todos tengan una representación equitativa y justa en el Ayuntamiento.
Una vez que la Comisión haya completado las audiencias públicas, tomarán la información que tú proporciones junto con los
datos del censo del Gobierno Federal y trazarán nuevos mapas. Cuando hayan terminado los mapas, serán presentados a la
comunidad a través de audiencias públicas en línea para garantizar que recibamos tus comentarios. Luego se revisarán los
mapas y serán enviados al Consejo Municipal para su aprobación.
Tu podrás participar en cada paso del proceso, incluso cuando los mapas sean enviados a City Hall para su aprobación.

Nunca antes había participado en este proceso, ¿cómo puedo marcar la diferencia?
La representación importa, especialmente en el Concejo Municipal. Los concejales municipales toman la mayoría de las
decisiones sobre los recursos y las comodidades que afectan tu vida diaria. Son responsables de construir calles,
proporcionar transporte público, proporcionar protección contra incendios, una fuerza policial, proporcionar viviendas
asequibles, mantener parques y muchos otros recursos que hacen que una ciudad funcione. Si no puedes responsabilizar a
tu representante en el Concejo Municipal, será difícil obtener los recursos que tu comunidad necesita para prosperar. Usa tu
voz para hacer que el Concejo Municipal te rinda cuentas y únete a otros para hacer una diferencia en tu comunidad.

¿Cómo doy testimonio si realmente no entiendo el proceso?
Dar testimonio es fácil, solo piensa en tu vecindario y lo que tiene de especial.

●
●
●

Cuéntanos sobre los distritos comerciales, las escuelas, los parques, las iglesias y las comunidades étnicas que hacen
que tu vecindario sea único.
Dínos qué calles y límites geográficos definen tu comunidad (por ejemplo, Wilshire blvd o el Río de LA).
Explíquenos por qué es importante que tu comunidad permanezca íntegra

¿Dónde puedo obtener más información sobre la reestructuración distrital?
Puedes visitar nuestro sitio web LACCRC2021.org para más información. Además, Common Cause tiene una variedad de
materiales que explican el proceso de reestructuración distrital de una manera fácil de entender. Puedes consultarlos en:
https://www.commoncause.org/california/page/local-redistricting-2021/

¿Cómo sé que se escuchará a mi comunidad?
Muchos de nuestros Comisionados provienen de comunidades que fueron separadas por líneas políticas. Entendemos que
la representación es importante, por lo que estamos comprometidos con un proceso justo y transparente que respete y
honre a las comunidades diversas. Te brindaremos tiempo suficiente y múltiples oportunidades para que participes. Haznos
saber qué es importante para tí y tu familia. No tendrá esta oportunidad durante otros 10 años.

He escuchado el término comunidad de interés, ¿qué significa eso?
Una comunidad de interés es un vecindario o un grupo de personas que tienen preocupaciones políticas similares y que se
beneficiarían de mantenerse en un solo distrito. Si perteneces a un grupo de vecinos que están abogando por un parque
nuevo en tu área, o un comité cultural que organiza festividades culturales como Fiestas Patrias o el Desfile del Año Nuevo
Lunar, entonces tú eres parte de una comunidad de interés.

Síguenos:
LACCRC2021
@LACCRC2021

La misión de la Comisión de Redistribución de Distritos del
ayuntamiento de Los Ángeles es asegurarse de que todos los miembros
de la comunidad tengan una representación justa y equitativa en el
Concejo Municipal.

Para más información sobre su distrito municipal, visite "My Neighborhood Information" en www.lacity.org/residents

Caption
Heard the news!? We are now on
Instagram! Give us a follow and
#GetSocial about LA Redistricting.
Your voice is your power. Stay
informed! . #YourVoiceLA
#YourPowerLA #CityOfLA

Every 10 years following the U.S.
Census, the Los Angeles City
Charter requires that district
boundaries for the City Council be
redrawn so that each district is
substantially equal in population.
For more information on
#LARedistricting visit
➡
️
https://laccrc2021.org/what-isredistricting/

Caption Spanish
¿¡Escuchó la noticia!? ¡Ahora
estamos en Instagram! Danos un
seguimiento y #GetSocial sobre
LA Redistricting. Tu voz es tu
poder. ¡Mantente informado! .
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityOfLA
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Cada 10 años después del Censo
de los Estados Unidos, la Carta de
la Ciudad de Los Ángeles requiere
que los límites del distrito para el
Ayuntamiento sean redibujados
para que cada distrito sea
sustancialmente igual en la
población. Para obtener más
información sobre
#LARedistricting, visita
➡
️
https://laccrc2021.org/what-isredistricting/
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Redistricting helps assure that
communities have equal access to
political representation. How and
where district boundaries are
drawn can shape the communities’
ability to elect the representatives
of their choice. For more
information on #LARedistricting
visit ➡
️
https://laccrc2021.org/why-isredistricting-important/

During Commission meetings,
members of the public are
provided an opportunity to provide
public comment on related
matters. Instructions for providing
public comment during a meeting
can be found on meeting agendas.
For more information on
#LARedistricting visit ➡
️
https://laccrc2021.org/how-to-getinvolved/

La redistribución de distritos
ayuda a garantizar que las
comunidades tengan igual acceso
a la representación política. Cómo
y dónde se dibujan los límites del
distrito pueden dar forma a la
capacidad de las comunidades
para elegir a los representantes
de su elección. Para obtener más
información sobre
#LARedistricting visite ➡
️
https://laccrc2021.org/why-isredistricting-important/
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Durante las reuniones de la
Comisión, los miembros del
público reciben la oportunidad de
proporcionar comentarios públicos
sobre asuntos relacionados. Las
instrucciones para proporcionar
comentarios públicos durante una
reunión se pueden encontrar en
las agendas de la reunión. Para
obtener más información sobre
#LARedistricting visite ➡
️
https://laccrc2021.org/how-to-getinvolved/

You can influence council
redistricting by submitting a
Community of Interest Form. It’s a
survey where you can define
areas with shared cultures or
qualities you’d like to keep
together. An interesting exercise
to highlight where you live! Visit
https://laccrc2021.org/communityof-interest-form/

Puede influir en la redistribución
de distritos del Consejo al enviar
una comunidad de formulario de
interés. Es una encuesta donde
puede definir áreas con culturas o
cualidades compartidas que le
gustaría mantener juntos. ¡Un
ejercicio interesante para destacar
dónde vives! Visite
https://laccrc2021.org/communityof-interest-form/

Download: Image
Join us by watching tonight's City
Council Redistricting Commission
meeting live on our YouTube
Channel!
https://www.youtube.com/channel/
UCamX4Ej_XRqhRvZtOfpj70A

¡Únase a nosotros observando la
reunión de la comisión de
redistribución de distritos de la
ciudad de esta noche en vivo en
nuestro canal de YouTube!
https://www.youtube.com/channel/u
camx4ej_xrqhrvztofpj70A
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Download: Image

Download: Image (SPANISH)

Review the latest draft maps
before our next meeting on 9/30 at
5pm #YourVoice #YourPower Map
K2: https://laccrc2021.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/09/City-ofLA-Draft-Map-K2.pdf & Map L:
https://laccrc2021.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/09/LA-CityDraft-L.pdf

Revise los mapas antes de
nuestra próxima reunión el jueves
30 de septiembre a las 5 p.m.
#YourVoice #YourPower Mapa
K2: https://laccrc2021.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/09/City-ofLA-Draft-Map-K2.pdf y Mapa L:
https://laccrc2021.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/09/la-citydraft-l.pdf

Download: Image
Review the latest draft map before
our next Redistricting Commission
meeting tonight at 6pm.
#YourVoice #YourPower Latest
Draft Map:
https://laccrc2021.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/City-ofLA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-withnumbers.pdf Give your input here:
https://laccrc2021.org/communityof-interest-form/ @LACCRC2021
on YouTube/Twitter/IG

Revise los mapas antes de
nuestra próxima reunión hoy a las
6 pm. #YourVoice #YourPower
Último mapa de borrador:
https://laccrc2021.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/city-of-ladraft-map-k-2.5-with-numbers.pdf
Danos su opinión aquí:
https://laccrc2021.org/communityof-interest-form/ @LACCRC2021
en YouTube/Twitter/IG
Download: Image

Review the latest draft map!
#YourVoice #YourPower Latest
Draft Map:
https://laccrc2021.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/City-ofLA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-withnumbers.pdf Give your input here:
https://laccrc2021.org/communityof-interest-form/

Revise el último mapa de
borrador. #YourVoice #YourPower
Último mapa de borrador:
https://laccrc2021.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/city-of-ladraft-map-k-2.5-with-numbers.pdf
Danos su opinión aquí:
https://laccrc2021.org/communityof-interest-form/
Download: Image

Download: Image

Download: Image

Caption
🗣️ Raise your voices CD7!! The
@LACCRC2021 is asking you to
tell us what makes CD7 unique
and how we can draw maps that
represent the interests of your
community. Attend and participate
here; http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

Caption Spanish
🗣️ ¿Levanta tus voces CD7 !! El
@ laccrc2021 le está pidiendo que
nos digas qué hace que CD7 sea
único y cómo podemos dibujar
mapas que representan los
intereses de su comunidad. Asistir
y participar aquí;
http://bit.ly/LaccrcZoom
#yourvoicela #yourpowerla
#cityofla

🗣️ Raise your voices CD1!! The
@LACCRC2021 is asking you to
tell us what makes CD1 unique
and how we can draw maps that
represent the interests of your
community. Attend and participate
here; http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ ¡Levanta tus voces CD1 !! El
@LACCRC2021 le está pidiendo
que nos digas qué hace que CD1
sea único y cómo podemos dibujar
mapas que representan los
intereses de su comunidad. Asistir
y participar aquí;
http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ Raise your voices CD15!! The
@LACCRC2021 is asking you to
tell us what makes CD15 unique
and how we can draw maps that
represent the interests of your
community. Attend and participate
here; http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ ¡Levanta tus voces CD15 !! El
@LACCRC2021 le está pidiendo
que nos diga lo que hace que
CD15 sea único y cómo podemos
dibujar mapas que representan los
intereses de su comunidad. Asistir
y participar aquí;
http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

Image

🗣️ Raise your voices CD14!! The
@LACCRC2021 is asking you to
tell us what makes CD14 unique
and how we can draw maps that
represent the interests of your
community. Attend and participate
here; http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ ¡Levanta tus voces CD14 !! El
@LACCRC2021 le está pidiendo
que nos diga lo que hace que
CD14 sea único y cómo podemos
dibujar mapas que representan los
intereses de su comunidad. Asistir
y participar aquí;
http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

Speak UP, Speak OUT, and
Speak NOW! Do you want to have
a say in how your city council map
is drawn? NOW YOU CAN! Every
LACCRC public hearing is a
chance to have your voice heard!
Attend and participate here;
http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

¡Habla fuerte y ahora! ¿Quiere
que se escuche tu opinión sobre
cómo se dibuja el mapa de su
distrito? ¡AHORA USTED PUEDE!
¡Cada audiencia pública de
LACCRC es oportunidad de usar
su voz! Puede asistir y participar
aquí; http://bit.ly/LaccrcZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ Raise your voices CD10!! The
@LACCRC2021 is asking you to
tell us what makes CD10 unique
and how we can draw maps that
represent the interests of your
community. Attend and participate
here; http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ ¡Levanta tus voces CD10 !! El
@LACCRC2021 le está pidiendo
que nos digas qué hace que CD10
sea único y cómo podemos dibujar
mapas que representan los
intereses de su comunidad. Puede
asistir y participar aquí;
http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ Raise your voices CD9!! The
@LACCRC2021 is asking you to
tell us what makes CD9 unique
and how we can draw maps that
represent the interests of your
community. Attend and participate
here; http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ ¡Levanta la voz CD9 !! El
@LACCRC2021 le está pidiendo
que nos digas qué hace que CD9
sea único y cómo podemos dibujar
mapas que representan los
intereses de su comunidad. Puede
asistir y participar aquí;
http://bit.ly/LaccrcZoom
#yourvoicela #yourpowerla
#cityofla

🗣️ Raise your voices CD8!! The
@LACCRC2021 is asking you to
tell us what makes CD8 unique
and how we can draw maps that
represent the interests of your
community. Attend and participate
here; http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ ¡Levanta tus voces CD8 !! El
@LACCRC2021 le está pidiendo
que nos digas qué hace que CD8
sea único y cómo podemos dibujar
mapas que representan los
intereses de su comunidad. Puede
asistir y participar aquí;
http://bit.ly/LaccrcZoom
#yourvoicela #yourpowerla
#cityofla

Speak UP, Speak OUT, and
Speak NOW! Do you want to have
a say in how your city council map
is drawn? NOW YOU CAN! Every
LACCRC public hearing is a
chance to have your voice heard!
Attend and participate here;
http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

¡Habla fuerte y ahora! ¿Quiere
que se escuche tu opinión sobre
cómo se dibuja el mapa de su
distrito?¡AHORA USTED PUEDE!
¡Cada audiencia pública de
LACCRC es la oportunidad de
escuchar su voz! Puede asistir y
participar aquí;
http://bit.ly/LaccrcZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

Speak UP, Speak OUT, and
Speak NOW! Do you want to have
a say in how your city council map
is drawn? NOW YOU CAN! Every
LACCRC public hearing is a
chance to have your voice heard!
Attend and participate here;
http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

¡Habla fuerte y ahora! ¿Quiere
que se escuche tu opinión sobre
cómo se dibuja el mapa de su
distrito?¡AHORA USTED PUEDE!
¡Cada audiencia pública de
LACCRC es la oportunidad de
escuchar su voz! Puede asistir y
participar aquí;
http://bit.ly/LaccrcZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ Raise your voices CD9!! The
@LACCRC2021 is asking you to
tell us what makes CD9 unique
and how we can draw maps that
represent the interests of your
community. Attend and participate
here; http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ ¡Levanta la voz CD9 !! El
@LACCRC2021 le está pidiendo
que nos digas qué hace que CD9
sea único y cómo podemos dibujar
mapas que representan los
intereses de su comunidad. Puede
asistir y participar aquí;
http://bit.ly/LaccrcZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ Raise your voices CD8!! The
@LACCRC2021 is asking you to
tell us what makes CD8 unique
and how we can draw maps that
represent the interests of your
community. Attend and participate
here; http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

🗣️ ¡Levanta la voz CD8 !! El
@LACCRC2021 le está pidiendo
que nos digas qué hace que CD8
sea único y cómo podemos dibujar
mapas que representan los
intereses de su comunidad. Puede
asistir y participar aquí;
http://bit.ly/LaccrcZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

Speak UP, Speak OUT, and
Speak NOW! Do you want to have
a say in how your city council map
is drawn? NOW YOU CAN! Every
LACCRC public hearing is a
chance to have your voice heard!
Attend and participate here;
http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

¡Habla fuerte y ahora! ¿Quiere
que se escuche tu opinión sobre
cómo se dibuja el mapa de su
distrito?¡AHORA USTED PUEDE!
¡Cada audiencia pública de
LACCRC es la oportunidad de
escuchar su voz! Puede asistir y
participar aquí;
http://bit.ly/LaccrcZoom
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA

Check out some community
engagement highlights from our
9/8 CD 8 Public Hearing.
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA We’re still accepting
COI forms click the below;
https://laccrc2021.org/communityof-interest-form/

Mira algunos aspectos de la
comunidad de nuestra audiencia
pública de 8 de septiembre CD 8.
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA. Todavía estamos
aceptando las formas de COI, haz
click a continuación;
https://laccrc2021.org/communityof-interest-form/

The @LACCRC2021 is informing
the public that the 9/29/21 Special
Meeting is rescheduled for
Thursday 9/30/21 at 5pm. For
more information on past and
future @LACCRC2021 meetings
visit - LACCRC2021.org
#MapsofLA #YourVoice
#YourPower’

El @LACCRC2021 está
informando al público que la
Reunión Especial del 29 de
septiembre está reprogramada
para el jueves 30 de septiembre a
las 5 pm. Para obtener más
información sobre el
@LACCRC2021, visita laccrc2021.org #MapsofLA
#YourVoice #YourPower’

Download

Check out some community
engagement highlights from our
9/27 Public Hearing.
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA We’re still accepting
COI forms click the below;
https://laccrc2021.org/communityof-interest-form/

Echa un vistazo a algunos
aspectos de nuestra audiencia
pública del 27 de septiembre.
#YourVoiceLA #YourPowerLA
#CityofLA. Todavía estamos
aceptando las formas de coi, haz
click a continuación;
https://laccrc2021.org/communityof-interest-form/

Check out some of the community
engagement highlights from our
9/30 meeting where we reviewed
the latest draft maps. ICYMI here
is a link to the video;
https://laccrc2021.org/pastmeetings/ and the latest draft
map;https://laccrc2021.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/City-ofLA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-withnumbers.pdf

Echa un vistazo a algunos
aspectos de nuestra audiencia
pública del 30 de septiembre
donde revisamos los últimos
mapas de borrador. ICYMI aquí es
un enlace al video;
https://laccrc2021.org/pastmeetings/ y el último mapa de
borrador; https://laccrc2021.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/City-ofLA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-withnumbers.pdf

คณะกรรมาธิการการกาหนด
เขตใหม่ของสภาเทศบาล
ิ
เมืองลอสแอนเจลิสขอเชญ
ชวนให้ทา่ น
เข ้าร่วมในการรับฟั งคาประชาพิจารณ์ของชุมชน
เพือ
่ ตรวจสอบการร่างแผนทีเ่ ขตในวัน :

ว ันพุธที่ 6 ตุลาคม เวลา 18:00 น.

ว ันเสาร์ท ี่ 9 ตุลาคม เวลา 10:00 น.
ว ันพุธที่ 13 ตุลาคม เวลา 18:00 น.
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้ ใหม่ตามรายงานจากการสารวจ
จานวนประชาชนปี 2020 ตามหลักฐานการยืนยันของสาธารณชนและหลักฐานทีเ่ ขียนไว ้เป็ นลายลักษณ์อักษรและ
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่ ังกล่าวไปยังสภาเทศบาลเมือง
ลอสแอนเจลิสเพือ
่ การอนุญาตครัง้ หลังสุดในวันที่ 29 ตุลาคม 2021 เราใคร่ขอฟั งความคิดเห็นของท่านเกีย
่ วกับแผน
้ ะท้อนให้เห็ นถึงเขตชุมชนของท่านหรือไม่ คณะกรรมการเขตของท่าน
ทีด
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ุ ธ
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ี งของท่านคืออานาจของท่าน
ท่าน เสย
●
●
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เพือ
่ เข้าร่วมหรือมีสว่ นร่วมในการประชุม : คลิกทีน
่ ี่ หรือไปที่ http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
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เพือ
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่ มอบข้อคิดเห็นทีเ่ ป็นลายล ักษณ์อ ักษร : คลิกทีน
เพือ
่ สง
่ ี่ หรือไปที่ http://bit.ly/lacitycoi

่ ง 35 (ในเมือง
นอกจากนีท
้ า่ นยังสามารถรับชมการประชาพิจารณ์โดยไปที่ LA CITYVIEW 35 โดยทางเคเบิล ชอ
ลอสแอนเจลิส) หรือทางเว็บไซต์ท ี่ lacityview.org/live และทาง YouTube ที่ @laccrc2021

ิ นีก
้ ับเพือ
โปรดแชร์คาเชญ
่ นบ้าน เพือ
่ น ๆ และครอบคร ัวของท่าน
หากท่านต ้องการ การบริการในการแปลภาษา กรุณาแจ ้งให ้เราทราบที่ 213-263-5765
สาหรับข ้อมูลเพิม
่ เติมเกีย
่ วกับขัน
้ ตอนการกาหนดเขตใหม่ กรุณาไปที่
http://redistricting2021.lacity.org
ติดตามเรา :
LACCRC2021

คณะกรรมาธิการการกาหนดเขตใหม่ของสภาเทศบาลเมืองลอสแอนเจลิสต ้องการให ้
แน่ใจว่าสมาชิกทุกคนในชุมชนได ้รับความยุตธิ รรมและมีการนาเสนอทีเ่ ท่าเทียมกันใน
คณะกรรมาธิการสภาเทศบาลเมืองลอสแอนเจลิส

@LACCRC2021
สาหรับการเรียนรู ้เพิม
่ เติมเกีย
่ วกับสภาเทศบาลเมืองและชุมชนของท่าน กรุณาไปที่ "My Neighborhood Information" ของเมืองลอสแอนเจลิส ที่ www.lacity.org/residents

LA CITY COUNCIL
REDISTRICTING:
A GUIDE
WHAT IS REDISTRICTING?
Redistricting is a process that happens every 10
years where governments across the country
redraw district lines. For LA City, this means
redrawing the City Council Districts that all
residents of the City of LA are a part of.

HOW CAN I GET INVOLVED?
Stay informed!
Go to the LA City Council
Redistricting Commission's
website (laccrc2021.org) and
see what district you reside in
Be Engaged!
Attend LACCRC's last meeting

WHY DOES REDISTRICTING
MATTER?

on Thursday 10/28 to hear how

The Council District you reside in determines the

Give Public Comment!

resources and social services you have access to!

Go to LACCRC's Commission

Currently HiFi is a part of Council District 13 whose

Meetings and give public

representative is Councilman Mitch O'Farrell.

comment over Zoom or on their

Redistricting can affect the representation and

website!

power your community has, and we want to make
sure HiFi's voice gets heard in City Government!

your community will be affected!

Moto Voto
https://vimeo.com/637491933

DR. MINDY ROMERO

South Los
Angeles
Informational
Redistricting
Webinar &
Panel

Founder and Director of the Center for
Inclusive Democracy at USC

VALERIE LYNNE SHAW

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission, Council District 8

Redistricting or community districting is the
process of redrawing the lines of legislative
districts to ensure equal and equitable
political representation of residents.
Join us to learn more about engaging and
participating in the redistricting efforts that
will shape South Los Angeles for the next ten
years!
We will be joined by distinguished panelists to
discuss the current process, timelines and
impact of redistricting in South Los Angeles.
FRIDAY, AUGUST 27, 2021
1:00-3:00PM
REGISTER HERE:
BIT.LY/SLAREDISTRICTING

CAROLYN WILLIAMS

Los Angeles County Redistricting
Commission, Co-Chair

DR. MINDY ROMERO

Webinar y Panel
Informativo en
Sur Los Angeles:
Redistribución de
Distritos

Fundadora y Directora del Centro para
Democracia Inclusiva en USC

VALERIE LYNNE SHAW

La redistribución de distritos o la distribución Comisión de Redistribución de Distritos
de distritos comunitarios es el proceso de
de la Ciudad de Los Angeles, Distrito 8
volver a trazar las líneas de los distritos
legislativos para garantizar una
representación política igualitaria y equitativa
de los residentes.
¡Acompańenos para aprender más sobre
cómo estar conectado y participar en los
esfuerzos de redistribución de distritos que
darán forma al sur de Los Ángeles durante los
próximos diez años!
Nos acompañaran distinguidos panelistas
para discutir el proceso actual, los plazos y el
impacto de la redistribución de distritos en el
sur de Los Ángeles.
VIERNES, 27 DE AGOSTO, 2021
1:00-3:00PM
REGÍSTRESE AQUÍ:
BIT.LY/SLAREDISTRICTING

CAROLYN WILLIAMS

Comisión de Redistribución de Distritos
del Condado de Los Ángeles,
Copresidente

Appendix L:
Public
Testimony

Appendix L.1:
Testimony by
The Numbers

Total Testimony By the Numbers:
● Spoken Testimony at Public Hearings and Special Meetings: 1,451
● Testimony Collected via Email, Mail, Online Forms, Phone Calls,
Handwritten Forms, Petitions, Community Impact Statements:
8,655
○ Testimony from Email, Mail, Phone Calls: 7,762
○ Community Impact Statements: 48
○ Handwritten Forms and Signatures on Petitions: 845
● Number of Maps submitted to the Commission by the October 1,
2021 12 PM deadline: 389
○ Maps submitted via Districtr: 208
○ Maps submitted in other formats (hand-drawn, shapefiles, PDF):
181

Appendix L.2:
Community of
Interest Testimony
Summaries

Community Of Interest Testimony Themes

Region 1 COI Themes:
Region 1 includes Council Districts 8, 9, 10 and 15. Major Themes for Region 1 taken from
District specific public hearings and submitted COI testimony are as follows:
CD 8
● Shared South LA culture, fighting disinvestment in particular within CD 8 and 9
● Hopes to place the area from 111th Place and Grand /Figueroa Avenues (Figueroa Street
School to Imperial Highway) into CD-15 as this area is indeed the gateway to San Pedro,
LAX, Watts and the Metro to the 605 FWY.
● Return USC and EXPO park to CD 8
CD 9
● Do not change lines of CD 9; if lines are changed, they should increase, not decrease,
Latinx representation
● Keep USC and Exposition together and in CD 9
CD 10
● Crenshaw Manor and Leimert park have similarities and should be together in CD10
● The Historic Preservation Zone that contains Miracle Mile needs to be unified under
one council district (currently split between CDs 4 and 10)
● Make Koreatown whole
CD 15
● Keep Athens on the Hill in CD 15
● Keep CD 15 boundaries as they are
● Some call for Watts to be in CD 8 or 9, as it is geographically closer to the
communities in these districts. Others explain there is no consensus on this topic
● Do not split up Watts into numerous districts - wants to remain whole
● Keep Wilmington, San Pedro, and Harbor City together
Region 2 COI Themes:
Region 2 includes Council Districts 1, 13 and 14. Major Themes for Region 2 taken from District
specific public hearings and submitted COI testimony are as follows:
CD 1
● Do not split up Westlake
● Put all of Echo Park in CD 1
● Keep Westlake and Koreatown together and whole within on district

● Put Koreatown in one council district
● Keep all of Chinatown in one district
CD 13
●
●
●
●
●
●
●

Repeated concerns over displacement, rising rents, and gentrification
Significant and historic LGBTQ + community within CD 13
Unite the rest of Silverlake with CD 4
Bring all of Greater Elysian and Echo Park together into CD 13
Keep Griffith Park Los Feliz together
Keep Thai town whole and in the same district as HiFi
Keep river adjacent communities whole and together in one district

CD 14
● Keep Downtown in one district and within CD 14
● Keep NELA together as one - (Eagle Rock, Highland Park, Frogtown/Elysian Valley, Los
Feliz, Silver Lake, and Echo Park).
● Keep El Sereno in CD 14 and whole
● Don’t split up Skid Row
● Keep Santa Fe Art Colony in CD 14
● Keep Boyle Heights in CD 14
● Keep Eagle Rock in CD 14
Region 3 COI Themes:
Region 3 encompasses Council Districts 4, 5 and 11. Major Themes for Region 3 taken from
District specific public hearings and submitted COI testimony are as follows:
CD 4
● Flatland and hillside have different priorities – hills are single family homeowners that
have different concerns around public safety, building density etc.and want to be kept
with other single family homeowners
● Keep Studio city, Toluca lake separate from CD 4 and south of Hollywood spots
● Separate the valley – no over the hill districts
● Keep Koreatown whole
● Make CD 4 mainly midcity
● Keep Jewish populations together in CDs 5, 4 and 2
● Keep Greater Wilshire Unified and within one district
CD 5
●
●
●
●

Separate Valley districts from the westside
Keep bel air crest together
Keep Benedict Canyon together
Unite Jewish community

CD 11
● Keep coastal areas as one
● Keep Westchester, Playa Del Rey and Playa Vista together
Region 4 COI Themes:
Region 4 comprises Council Districts 2, 3, 6, 7, and 12. Major Themes for Region 4 taken from
District specific public hearings and submitted COI testimony are as follows:
CD 2
● Large film industry contingent wanting be kept together
● Large Armenian contingent
CD 3
● Woodland Hills and the Warner Center to be a part of CD 12
● Sentiment that neighborhoods north of Ventura BLVD. are heard more than those in the
hillside communities; the mountain community should therefore be its own, smaller
district.
CD 6
● Predominantly low- and middle-income Latinx communities in CD 6, while another
highlighted additional Filipino, Persian, African American, Russian, and Armenian
communities.
● Shared environmental concerns in particular within Sun Valley
● Keeping Lake Balboa and Sepulveda Basin together
CD 7
● Rural equestrian communities
● Latino, older white folks and Armenian community
CD 12
● North Hills West to stay unified within CD 12 with 405 freeway as eastern boundary

Appendix L.3:
Sample Forms

Submit a Community of Interest Form
These comments will be taken and placed into our database to help inform the
recommendations to the City Council.

What is a Community of Interest (COI)?
A Community of Interest is a group of people in the same geographically definable area who share common social
and economic interests. Some examples of Communities of Interest are:
Senior citizens
LGBTQIA+ communities
College students living near campus
People who live downtown or in a neighborhood
Dog park community
Residents who share a common language
People that use the same transportation systems

What criteria will help the City Council understand the importance of your community in the redistricting process?
When documenting your community, it is important to address the following questions to assist the City Council in
the redistricting process:
Does your community have a shared culture, characteristics, or bond?
Is your community geographic in nature? Is your community able to be mapped? Is there density within your
community?
Describe your community’s relationship with the City and how it is affected by policy decisions made by the City
Council.
The public can submit any testimony, but it is important to remember that your input can be best used if it
addresses all three of these questions.

1.

In order to access your comments in the future, we need to attach a name to your
community of interest. What name what you like to use for your COI testimony?

1

2.

In which Council District do you currently reside?
Click below to see the council district map :
https://navigatela.lacity.org/common/mapgallery/pdf/council_districts/CDindex_8.5_11.pdf?
r=0.376041735462

Mark only one oval.
CD - 1
CD - 2
CD - 3
CD - 4
CD - 5
CD - 6
CD - 7
CD - 8
CD - 9
CD - 10
CD - 11
CD - 12
CD - 13
CD - 14
CD - 15
Other (If you do not live in Los Angeles)

3.

Does your community have a shared culture, characteristics, or bond? Please
describe your community:
You may include demographic data about the residents of the community, information about the community’s
history, and how this community currently engages with the political process.

2

4.

Explain the geographical location of your community of interest. What are the
physical boundaries?

5.

Do you believe you should change your council district boundaries at all? If so, in
what ways? If not, tell us why.

6.

Describe your community’s relationship with the City and how it is affected by policy
decisions made by the City Council.

Thank you!

3

Llene un Formulario para Enviar Comentarios por Escrito
Sus comentarios por escrito serán sometidos a nuestra base de datos para poder guiar las
recomendaciones que serán dadas al Concilio de la Ciudad
¿Qué es una “comunidad de mutuo interés”?
Una “comunidad de mutuo interés” es un grupo de personas de una misma región geográfica que
comparten intereses sociales o económicos. Ejemplos de estos grupos:
Personas mayores
Comunidades de LGBTQIA
Estudiantes universitarios que viven cerca de la universidad
Personas que viven en el centro de la ciudad
Residentes que viven alrededor de un parque recreativo
Residentes que hablan un mismo idioma
Personas que usan la misma transportación pública
¿Cuáles son los criterios que deberán ser considerados por el Concilio de Los Ángeles
durante este proceso de reestructuración distrital?
Estas son las preguntas claves que deberán ser consideradas cuando envíen sus comentario por
escrito:
•
•
•

¿Su comunidad comparte una misma cultura, características o tradiciones?
¿Está su comunidad localizada en un lugar específico? ¿Se podría dibujar un mapa de su
comunidad? ¿Están los miembros de su comunidad concentrados en un mismo lugar?
¿Describa la relación de su comunidad con la ciudad de Los Ángeles y el impacto de las
decisiones del concilio sobre su comunidad?

El público puede compartir todo tipo de testimonio, pero los comentarios que se enfoquen en las
preguntas previas serán más útiles en este proceso.

1. Para acceder a sus comentarios en el futuro, debemos adjuntar un nombre a su comunidad
de interés. ¿Qué nombre le gusta usar para su testimonio de COI?

1

2. En cuál distrito de la ciudad vive usted?
Consulte esta página web para obtener un mapa de los distritos actuales:
https://navigatela.lacity.org/common/mapgallery/pdf/council_districts/CDindex_8.5_11.pdf?
r=0.376041735462

Seleccione solo una opción
CD - 1
CD - 2
CD - 3
CD - 4
CD - 5
CD - 6
CD - 7
CD - 8
CD - 9
CD - 10
CD - 11
CD - 12
CD - 13
CD - 14
CD - 15

Otra (si vive fuera de la ciudad de Los Ángeles)

3. ¿Su comunidad comparte una misma cultura, características o tradiciones?
Usted puede compartir información sobre las características demographics de su comunidad,
información sobre los antecedentes de su comunidad, y como su comunidad participa en los
procesos políticos de la ciudad

2

4. ¿Explique el lugar específico de su comunidad? ¿Cuáles son los límites de su
comunidad?

5. ¿Cree usted que se debería cambiar los límites geográficos de su distrito? ¿Cómo los
cambiaría usted? ¿Si no quisiera cambiarlos, por qué no?

6. Explique la relación de su comunidad con la ciudad de los ángeles y el impacto de las
decisiones del concilio sobre su comunidad?

Gracias!

3

10/20/21, 5:10 PM

Submit Map Feedback

Submit Map Feedback
Draft Map Plan K2.5 has the following features where there has been considerable public
testimony. Therefore, we would like to invite your continued comments on these issues, as
well as others you would like to bring to the attention of the Commission. We recognize that
this is not an exhaustive list, so all feedback is appreciated.
South:
• Watts remains unified and in CD 15
• Crenshaw Mall is now unified within CD 8
• Koreatown is now unified within CD 10
• Leimert Park and Crenshaw Manor are unified within CD 10
• The current map does not change economic assets within CD 9
East:
• The alignment of Lincoln Heights with El Sereno and Boyle heights
• Current placement of Silverlake, Angelino Heights, Elysian Park, Echo Park, Los Feliz, Griffith
Park and Glassell Park
Valley:
• The current placement of Winnetka, Canoga Park, Reseda, Lake Balboa and part of Van Nuys
within a new valley district
• The redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4

General:
• The Neighborhood Council/community splits within the maps
• The perceived impact of the proposed Map on the following communities; Thai Town,
Historic Filipinotown, renters, and the Jewish and Armenian communities.

* Required

1.

In order to access your comments in the future, we need to attach a name to your
testimony. What name what you like to use? *

2.

What Neighborhood/Neighborhoods are you referring to in your testimony? *

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1PKHE9O4JBRjj7kapiLly4gNB8JJKfHRMuQtUGd8MbuM/edit

1/2

10/20/21, 5:10 PM

Submit Map Feedback

3.

What are your thoughts on Map K2.5? How can we improve the map? Do you have
feedback on the above issues? *

4.

To be included on our email list to receive important Commission updates, please
write your email address below:

Thank you!

This content is neither created nor endorsed by Google.

Forms

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1PKHE9O4JBRjj7kapiLly4gNB8JJKfHRMuQtUGd8MbuM/edit
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Appendix L.4:

Testimony Collected

Timestamp

In order to access your comments in What Neighborhood/Neighborhoods are you
the future, we need to attach a name referring to in your testimony?
to your testimony. What name what
you like to use?
10/1/2021 23:21:51 Joyce Perkins
10/2/2021 10:15:32 Kathy Van Ness

10/2/2021 20:56:59
10/4/2021 17:14:42
10/4/2021 18:30:22
10/4/2021 18:52:07

Lydia Rodriguez
Richard Klug
Lottie Cleveland
Ilyanne Morden Kichaven

10/4/2021 18:58:37 Cindy Bloom
10/4/2021 19:02:31 Bob Abrahams

10/4/2021 19:05:49 Mike Connolly
10/4/2021 19:15:24 Bruce Shetler
10/4/2021 19:17:41 Linda Gase

10/4/2021 19:24:39 Josh Small
10/4/2021 20:18:39 Judith Wilkins

What are your thoughts on Map K2.5? How can we improve the map? Do you have feedback on the above issues?

Please keep Leimert Park in Council District 10 to preserve our historic black community.
I would like to comment on the plan to move part of CD11 east of the 405 to CD8. I am a long time resident of Westchester, and the area planned to be moved is definitely considered part of Westchester. Like the rest of
Westchester, it is heavily impacted by LAX traffic and perhaps more so because it is bisected by La Tijera, a major approach to LAX. In the proposed map, this small area would be connected to CD8 by a small thread of
land only, not by community interests. In my graduate education in urban planning (MUP from University of Washington and PhD from UCLA), I studied community composition. Based on that work, I can say that the
current part of CD11 that may be moved to CD8 has much more in common with CD11 than with CD8. I request that the Commission reconsider this proposed change.
I am not sure why Canoga Park was changed from its group as before. I am personally not happy about it. I love border chatsworth and my parents live border west hills.
Hollywood Hills
I like the map and think you should approve it.
Watts
I would like to support the mapping drawn by Mr. Timothy Watkins of WLCAC. The redistricting line will be included in the Council District 9 oppose to remaining in Council District 15
Sherman Oaks
I whole heartedly support the redistributing map, in particular district 3 that includes Sherman Oaks. These new boundaries will be able to afford ( for the first time) residents a council person who can focus on the needs
of Valley residents in these neighborhoods. We need to align with South Valley neighborhoods build a unified community and consistent resources. I urge the planning commission, city council and Mayor to approve and
implement this plan.
Shadow hills
Need to keep lake view terrace, la tuna canyon and shadow Hills together because they are all horse keeping properties and high fire hazard severity zones. Sent a detailed email to commissioners today 10/4
Melrose
I don't like the split between CD 5 and CD 13 along Melrose Ave. I still feel that CD 5 should extend up to the City of West Hollywood boundary. This is also the northern boundary for LAPD Wilshire Division. Just move
the boundary between 5 and 13 between La Brea Ave and Western Ave. south as needed to compensate for the population change in making the change I've requested above. (Buy the way, I sent an email yesterday on
the same matter.)
Hancock Park
I fully support the implementation of the proposed redistricting plan set forth in Map K2.5. The change to align Hancock Park with similar communities of interest to the west is exactly what the redistricting is intended to do
and I applaud the committee’s efforts to date. Please don’t give in to council members who seem only concerned with their reelection prospects instead of the well being of the citizens of Los Angeles.
Melrose
Please do not split Melrose. We are struggling as a community to clean up the neighborhood and this split will take an already complicated and challenging process and make it much more difficult.
East: Los Feliz & Griffith Park
While I approve of most of Map K2.5, I think Los Feliz and Griffith Park should be in the same district. The park is truly Los Feliz's backyard (two blocks from my home and much more accessible to me and my neighbors
than Hollywood Hills residents) and our community should have say in its preservation and care. In doing so, I would also include the Rowena Reservoir tract which is also very much a part of the Los Feliz/Silverlake area.
Thank you.
Franklin Canyon
Please move District 5 east so the border is Coldwater Canyon Dr on the East and Mullholland Dr on the North. Our area is largely contiguous with Beverly Crest area, and we share the same wildfire and crime risks. We
do not share those risks with the Hollywood Hills or Ventura Blvd areas included in “2 or 4”
Los Feliz, Griffith Park, East Hollywood, Silver I believe the Commission should include the Hollywood Hills east of the Hollywood Freeway and the adjacent Griffith Park to the Los Feliz, Silverlake, Atwater, Elysian Park, and Echo Park Districts within CD-4 on the Map
K2.5. Adding Griffith Park lands to CD-4 is vitally important and would not impact the demographics of the overall redistricting plan since there is no residential population in Griffith Park.
Lake, Atwater CD-4
Our Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year association with the environs of Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and the Los Feliz district originally comprised the Rancho Los Feliz. The preservation, care, and
welfare of the park has been the responsibility of the neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose Antonio Feliz in 1800 and recognized by the City of Los Angeles since 1910.
I have lived in Los Feliz for over 47 years and within 2 blocks of the Commonwealth entrance to Griffith Park for the last 24 years. It is not only the central focus of our neighborhood association, but we consider it our
responsibility to safeguard its' future for the benefit of every Angeleno and visitors from all over the world as we have for the past 220 years. There is no reason to sever this relationship and we will strongly oppose any
effort to do so. Any resolutions made through the Council Office concerning Griffith Park would directly impact the Los Feliz residents so their well-being demands a role in these decisions.
I also believe it only makes sense to designate the Hollywood Freeway (101) as the eastern boundary of CD-4 in order for the Hollywood Hills area immediately adjacent to Griffith Park remain within CD-4. Not only is it
geographically reasonable, but this area has been a part of CD-4 for many years and was largely responsible for the election of our current Council representative.

10/4/2021 20:36:07 Rachel Teller

Hancock Park

10/4/2021 20:36:32 Robert Holmes
10/4/2021 20:42:30 sara daleiden

Sherman Oaks
Downtown Los Angeles

10/4/2021 21:18:36 Judith Wilkins

Los Feliz, Silverlake, Atwater Village, Elysian
Park, Echo Park, Griffith Park and Hollywood
Hills east of Fwy 101

I think it great! It finally and accurately puts communities of interest in the same district. Hancock Park should be in District 5 as per the update map K2.5 as it will then be with similar communities of interest and other Los
Angeles Jewish Communities.
Great!!! Sherman Oaks is finally in a Valley district.
Please make Downtown Los Angeles connected to the neighborhoods around it to the north, such as Chinatown, and to the west, such as MacArthur Park and Pico Union, so this is one council district. This is more
important that connecting it to the East with Boyle Heights, Lincoln Heights, etc. Having CD 1 and CD 14 be the long stretches they are makes organizing difficult with neighbors. Better to make council districts that are
more contiguous and centralized. Thank you!
Following is a revision of a previous submittal with the Council district corrected.
I believe the Commission should include the Hollywood Hills east of the Hollywood Freeway and the adjacent Griffith Park to the Los Feliz, Silverlake, Atwater, Elysian Park, and Echo Park Districts within CD-13 on the
Map K2.5. Adding Griffith Park lands to CD-13 is vitally important and would not impact the demographics of the overall redistricting plan since there is no residential population in Griffith Park.
Our Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year association with the environs of Griffith Park as the Park area and the Los Feliz district originally comprised the Rancho Los Feliz. The preservation, care and welfare of the
park has been the responsibility of the neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose Antonio in 1800 and Los Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910.
I have lived in Los Feliz for over 47 years and within 2 blocks of the Commonwealth entrance to Griffith Park for the last 24 years. It is not only the central focus of our neighborhood association, but we consider it our
responsibility to safeguard its' future for the benefit of every Angeleno and visitors from all over the world as we have for the past 220 years. There is no reason to sever this relationship and we will strongly oppose any
effort to do so. Any resolutions made through the Council Office concerning Griffith Park would directly impact the Los Feliz residents so our well-being demands a role in these decisions.
I also believe it only makes sense to designate the Hollywood Freeway (101) as the eastern boundary of CD-13 in order for the Hollywood Hills area immediately adjacent to Griffith Park remain part of the district currently
identified as CD-4. Furthermore, the Hollywood Hills east of the freeway was largely responsible for the election of our current Council representative and shares a socio-economic bond with the other districts comprising
the proposed CD-13.
Thank you for your consideration.

10/4/2021 21:20:40 Roy Lyons
10/4/2021 22:25:54 Courtney Vaudreuil

Sherman Oaks
Van Nuys

10/4/2021 23:01:58 David corey
10/4/2021 23:13:10 Reseda Jeanette

Highland park
Reseda

10/5/2021 2:04:58 Charly Kemp
10/5/2021 7:55:53 Chris Widin

Highland Park
Sherman Oaks

10/5/2021 8:15:39 Tracy Coleman

Shadow Hills

Thank you for moving Sherman Oaks to District 3! You have made a great number of residents very, very happy!
You still have not addressed the problem of the redrawn Van Nuys map. Our community, Greenwood Square (125 single family homes) is at the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. K2.5 takes us out of
District 2 and puts us with Panorama City and Sun Valley. We do not share a community interest with that part of the Valley. Our neighborhood has been redeveloped and is closer aligned to Valley Glen and North
Hollywood. By placing us in a district plagued with blight and neglected by council member Martinez, you will be hurting our residents and property values. Our community has a cooperative relationship with
Councilmember Krekorian and there is no valid reason to change our district.
I want all of highland park to remain in CD 14, under the new plan HPWould be split between cd1 and 14, the map through there looks bizarre, why not incorporate whole neighborhoods into individual districts?
I like the diversity of the current West Valley Council District 3 — all economic levels and a good economic base. The sum of the parts is great for tackling problems and uplifting the district as a whole. Reseda, which is in
the West Valley, would not thrive being lumped in with neighborhoods with similar problems in a new district. And a new District 3 does not need to be a collection of wealthy and ultra wealthy neighborhoods in and around
the hills. "No man is an island." Instead I would suggest adding areas at the west and east ends of the proposed District 3 to contiguous districts to help fulfill the census mandate for redistricting and keep District 3 as we
are. Perhaps the East Valley's Sherman Oaks and Van Nuys could be part of District 2.
Fir Cd1 ok with boundaries
Sherman Oaks elected Nithya Raman as our councilmember. To remove our neighborhood from CD4 blatantly disregards voters and the democratic process. I want to remain in CD4, as does every one of my surrounding
neighbors. Councilmembers who vote to move Sherman Oaks to a new district are actively working against democracy, and they should be ashamed.
The map

10/5/2021 9:45:34 Karen Garibaldi

Shadow Hills/La Tuna Canyon/Sun Valley

10/5/2021 10:07:07 Bill Eick

Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon

10/5/2021 10:07:16 Michael Schneider

Mid City West

10/5/2021 10:31:37 Melissa Algaze

Mid City West

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map K2.5 has severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills: The west side of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both sides of
Stonehurst north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the tunnel to
Sheldon, the north side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of Wheatland and Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel, including the streets off Wheatland north of McBroom:
Mahoney off of Wheatland, North Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W. Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow Hills Ave. These streets have remained in District
7, while the rest of Shadow Hills has been stripped away and placed in “District 2-or-4”.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst Ave. south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda,
Hershey, and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5 map has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6. Residents of these streets will no longer be stakeholders in their own
community.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. The people living on these streets that are in other districts would no longer be
stakeholders in their own community. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon should remain in CD 7. It shares the same neighborhood council as Lake View Terrace; it shares that both communities have equestrian properties; both are in a mountain fire district;
and they share Hansen Dam as a regional and local recreation area. Adding the 7500 people back into CD 7 still keeps CD 7 within the 260,000 person area with a 5% variation allowed by the commission. I do not see
any reason why the commission would severe these areas from CD 7
You must end CD13 at La Brea and have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood border. Otherwise, you have a tiny sliver of Mid City West NC in CD13, adding yet another CD to the
neighborhood council.
While I support Map K2.5, I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea.
If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders.
Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire NC is unified as is the Jewish community.

10/5/2021 10:45:39 Victoria Sabonjohn

Foothill Trails/Shadow Hills/Sun Valley (La
Tuna Canyon)

Thank you for your hard work and dedication to the fairness of the redistricting process.
I have serious concerns about how the new district lines separate half of Shadow hills and La Tuna from the rest of the equestrian minded foothill district. I understand the use of census data to make the numbers more
even but our rural concerns will be lost when dealing with Hollywood hills or Toluca Lake residents.
I just moved to La Tuna Canyon from Burbank to pursue the kind of lifestyle that this equestrian foothill community provides.
1. I believe Shadow Hills should stay in ONE Council District, not divided up. Our historically rural community has unique interests that must be protected.
2. The three (3) foothill communities (abutting the Verdugo Mountains, the Angeles National Forest and the Big Tujunga Wash) of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon must remain in one district, as they
currently are in CD7. This allows our communities to advocate for our common interests as one united voice. All three rural communities have an equestrian heritage and agrarian lifestyles. All 3 communities are located in
Mountain Fire districts and high fire zones. Over the years, these three communities have developed fire protection and evacuation plans which have helped save human and animal lives and properties during our various
wildfires (ie. La Tuna Canyon and Creek fires). During major floods of the Big Tujunga Wash Lake View Terrace and Shadow Hills have worked together to provide shelter to flood victims and protect neighborhoods from
flooding. There is a historical cooperation between these three communities due to their common interests and goals. If they were to be separated into different communities, their unified voice and actions would be muted.

10/5/2021 10:49:47 Steven Sabonjohn

Foothill Trails/Sun Valley (La Tuna Canyon)
/Shadow Hills

Thank you in advance for listening to my concerns and considering our needs as the redistricting moves forward.
I have serious concerns about how the new district lines separate half of Shadow hills and La Tuna from the rest of the equestrian minded foothill district. I understand the use of census data to make the numbers more
even but our rural concerns will be lost when dealing with Hollywood hills or Toluca Lake residents.
I just moved to La Tuna Canyon from Burbank to pursue the kind of lifestyle that this equestrian foothill community provides.
1. I believe Shadow Hills should stay in ONE Council District, not divided up. Our historically rural community has unique interests that must be protected.
2. The three (3) foothill communities (abutting the Verdugo Mountains, the Angeles National Forest and the Big Tujunga Wash) of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon must remain in one district, as they
currently are in CD7. This allows our communities to advocate for our common interests as one united voice. All three rural communities have an equestrian heritage and agrarian lifestyles. All 3 communities are located in
Mountain Fire districts and high fire zones. Over the years, these three communities have developed fire protection and evacuation plans which have helped save human and animal lives and properties during our various
wildfires (ie. La Tuna Canyon and Creek fires). During major floods of the Big Tujunga Wash Lake View Terrace and Shadow Hills have worked together to provide shelter to flood victims and protect neighborhoods from
flooding. There is a historical cooperation between these three communities due to their common interests and goals. If they were to be separated into different communities, their unified voice and actions would be muted.

10/5/2021 11:08:46 Joseph Hancock
10/5/2021 12:03:32 Studio CIty resident

Central Hollywood NC in the 13th District
Studio CIty

10/5/2021 12:33:54 Alysoun Higgins

Greater Wilshire

10/5/2021 12:36:36 Sara Brum

District 4

10/5/2021 12:38:45 Rita Tateel

Melrose-Fairfax

10/5/2021 13:25:14 Youssef Helmy
10/5/2021 13:25:48 Roger Nelson

Greenwood square
Greenwood square

10/5/2021 13:28:14 Andre Bahbah

Greenwood Square

10/5/2021 13:29:15 Lina Huang

Greenwood Square

10/5/2021 13:29:49 Go Fuck Yourselves

Los Feliz

Thank you in advance for listening to my concerns and considering our needs as the redistricting moves forward.
It makes no sense. Angelinos are people not commodities. The map should reflect reality.
The "2 or 4" thing is sus. Most of the maps produced reveal a blatant effort to eliminate or reduce CM Raman's constituency. Map L wasn't terrible. Map K2.5 might not be the end of the world if it were made clear that CD
4 were one depicted in grey. But it is clear that's not what you have in mind. While I can't imagine you'd move Krekorian to an entirely new geography, I can absolutely imagine you doing that to Raman. What I've watched
of the process has been stomach churning. The process may not be transparent, but y'all are.
I love and am thankful that this map includes all of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together. I'd like to make sure it follows the Neighborhood Council's boundaries and includes both sides of Manhattan Place.
There is an alley that runs just west of Western Blvd that could be used as a dividing line to keep both sides of Manhattan Place in CD5 and both sides of Western in CD10.
Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. We voted for her because we want diversity and equity and to protect tenants in LA. This draft map is clearly a racist and
classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a woman of color from office and it’s infuriating.
It is a grand mistake to move the streets north of Melrose, between La Brea and La Cienega, into a new district. I have lived here 65 years and while there have been many changes in our area the one constant has been
how the activities on Melrose greatly impact those of us who live within the first two blocks north and first two block south of the street. Melrose binds us together as small business owners and residents support each other
in safety and quality of life concerns. Splitting up our area in this proposed way will erode what we have built together, adding additional layers of bureaucratic obstacles towards making improvements to our beloved
neighborhood which includes both North and South of Melrose. To remove the streets North of Melrose from it's current district would be like tearing siblings apart! PLEASE DO NOT DISTROY WHAT WE AS A
COMMUNITY HAVE SPENT YEARS IN BUILDING!
Stay the same district
Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
Do not break up my district. I voted for Nithya and so did a lot of other people and shame on you for trying to silence us
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I am glad that Koreatown is finally unified in a single council district. However, Koreatown should be included in the same district as historic filipinotown and thai town, in CD4 or CD13, rather than being merged into a
district that is primarily below the 10. I have lived in Koreatown for several years in the current CD10, and there's basically no attention paid to Koreatown from CD10. The current redrawing of CD4 is absolutely
reprehensible. Additionally, Highland Park should be unified in a single district.
Van Nuys should not be redistrict into another district. This will cause irreparable harm to the community an surrounding area. Being on the edge of this new district our voices would be silenced. We should stay as is.
Thank you.
Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
Thank you for initially including Sherman Oaks in an all-Valley District 3. Please finalize DRAFT MAP K2 placing Sherman Oaks in District 3. In addition, Studio City should be part of the same district as Sherman Oaks.
I support map K2.5, as it keeps Laurel Canyon (my community) and other COIs under a single CD better than any other proposed map. Laurel Canyon Boulevard has become a major public safety concern for residents of
Laurel Canyon who seek to maintain wildfire evacuation egress, and improve traffic and density problems that may negatively impact the safety of our residents. To split the community down the middle of the Boulevard
would require us to contend with 2 CDs on these issues, and weaken our influence as a community of interest. We believe the unique geographic and logistical issues of the Boulevard elevate our status as a COI because
of these important public safety issues. Additionally, the proposed CD4 in K2.5 would unite a significant portion of the hillside communities and bridge us with similar communities in the Verdugo Hills of the San Fernando
Valley, benefiting multiple similar COIs.
Thanj you for your consideration.
Brian Linse
Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
I disagree with the proposed new zoning and would like to keep my current Council Member, Krekorian as my representative.
As a longtime resident of Los Feliz, I want my neighborhood (Waverly Drive & the Rowena Reservoir) to continue to be part of the Los Feliz district. This aligns with the Commission’s mission of keeping
communities/neighborhoods of interest together.
Also, it doesn’t make sense that my Los Feliz NC would report to a different council person than mine.
So I ask you to please not carve out a small piece of the neighborhood and separate us from the entire Los Feliz community.
Many thanks for the opportunity to voice my concerns. And, I do appreciate the commission’s hard work.
You have taken part of an HPOZ and applied NHR neighborhood and moved it from CD 10 to CD 5. Can you explain the rationale for drawing district maps with etchasketches? I get your goal, to even out numbers of
constituents, but these maps do very little for the stakeholders. Please leave Carthay Square intact so we can be governed effectively.
I would personally like to see the district include all the way to Santa Monica Blvd between La Brea and Fairfax. And I would please please please ask you don’t split Melrose into North and South. We need unity to face
the chaos that has now ensued in our neighborhood.
I agree with the commission's assessment of CD8 & CD9. It's great that Crenshaw Mall will be unified with CD8 and CD 10 will unify Koreatown. I also think it's great that CD9 keeps it's economic assets. If the Commission
is pressured by Community Coalition to provide USC and Expo Park to CD 8, then CD 9 should get a large portion of DTLA to offset this loss.
I think it is wrong to remove USC and Expo Park from CD9. CD 9 is the poorest District in the City and removing USC and Expo Park will remove any economic benefit from these areas from the District. There is a push by
Community Coalition to move USC & Expo Park to CD8 so that the economic benefits remain with a Councilmember that is African American. CD8 already has the Crenshaw Corridor and wealthier neighborhoods than
CD9.
CD 8 has also disproportionately approved HHH developments into Latino neighborhoods in the District by the 110 Fwy. The Latino neighborhoods in CD 8 are poorer and easier to impose changes, and the HHH
developments have removed many of them from their affordable units. I am also disappointed that HHH proposals in wealthier African American neighborhoods in CD 8 have been shot down by the Councilmember. It has
been disheartening, especially since I voted for the Councilmember and agree with many of Community Coalition's initiatives and call for equity.
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I vehemently oppose Community Coalition's call to action to move USC and Expo Park to CD 8. It's not equitable. It is clearly and attempt to remove power from one minority group and attempting and give it to another. I
thought Community Coalition was about equity and solidarity. I support many of their initiatives. But not this one.
It is imperative that the current CD5 Melrose Village is not split in half. There are critical civic issues that we have been addressing together as a community with CD5. Splitting up the north and south side of Melrose
Avenue cuts our ability to speak to our government as a community. Navid, Block Captain in Melrose Village for 10 years.
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. Splitting us up will destroy that. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the
police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the
neighborhood. I'm exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
How are you in good conscience STILL failing to place Watts in a district where it is not COMETELY GERRYMANDERED OUT OF POWER!?? WATTS SHOULD BE PART OF CD9 BECAUSE IF BUSCIANO'S
CORRUPT WHITE ASS IS NOT DEMONSTRATIVE PROOF THAT CD15 IS COMPLETELY UNREPRESENTATIVE OF ITS NORTHERN PORTION I DO NOT KNOW WHAT MORE PROOF YOU MIGHT NEED THAT
BLACKS ARE NOT GIVEN A FAIR SHARE OF POWER AT THE CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER. FFS BUSCAINO IS THE ONLY COUNCILMAN WHO STILL HASNT MADE ALL SIDEWALKS ADA COMPLIANT
.CD15 IS AN UNLAWFUL GERRYMANDERED DISTRICT CREATED TO DISEMPOWER LA' CITYS MOST FAMOUS AND UNIIED COMMUNITY,WHICH I MAY ADD WAS ACTUALLY AN INDEPENDENT CITY AT
ONE POINT. WATTS IN CD9 OR MERGE CITY AND COUNTY AND DECLARE STATEHOOD IF YOU REALLY CARE.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the Draft Map Plan K2.5. We commend the LA City Council Redistricting Commission for their tireless work; we are pleased to see that UCLA and Westwood remain
together, located in one Council district (CD-5). The UCLA campus is an economic engine, and an intellectual and cultural partner in this district. Our boundaries, like those of Westwood, are compact and contiguous. For
years, our campus has worked to build relationships with our surrounding neighborhoods, including Westwood and Westwood Village. Fostering these relationships remains a top priority for us. In addition, we work closely
with our two neighborhood councils (the Westwood Neighborhood Council and the North Westwood Neighborhood Council) as well as the Westwood Village Improvement Association. Together, we share strong historical
communities of interest. We take great pride in working jointly to address community and regional concerns, and we want to continue being represented by one Council district. Equally as important is fostering a
relationship with one Council district representative that can meet the needs of the university as well as the needs of our neighbors. Since the university’s move to Westwood in 1929, we have grown together with our
neighborhood and look forward to continuing to foster this special working relationship within one Council district. Thank you for keeping UCLA and Westwood together in CD-5 as outlined in the Draft Map Plan K2.5.
I am TOTALLY AGAINST Melrose Village north of Melrose, south of West Hollywood, being SPLIT away from the rest of Melrose Village and put into CD4! This makes NO SENSE to split a community in half like this. I am
stunned and shocked that anyone even CONSIDERED this!
Specific to the new District 10 / 5. The map is fracturing the Carthay Square HPOZ (2017) and has moved the 1200 blocks of Hayworth, Hi Point , Point View and Stearns out of District 5 which has the balance of the
HPOZ. Additionally, the Carthay Square Neighborhood Association, in partnership with South Carthay and Carthay Circle HPOZ's has applied to be designated on the National Registry of Historic Places. This initiative
began last year.
By disenfranchising these 4 historicity significant blocks from the rest of the HPOZ will be an undue burden for both the HPOZ as well as the Council Persons responsibility.
The map is absolutely horrible. It either completely erases my district (4) or completely reorganizes it. I don't even know because 2 and 4 are unassigned. Absolute garbage. Give us back our district!
It is terrible that you are redistricting Nithya Raman out of her district. She just won a historic election and deserves to retain more than 29% of her constituents. You must restore some proportion of the CD4 constituency
that elected Nithya Raman!
Yes, you a disenfranchising a district that had record turnouts and taking away what they voted for. District 4 did not be reduced or removed from the citizens that voted for their representation least year.
I do not support the redistricting as it severely affects the voters of Nithya Ramen's district.
Thank you to the commission for listening to our feedback and keeping Hollywood’s commercial and historic core intact, and in CD13. Please consider using Franklin Ave. as the northern boundary, west of Western Ave.,
as this is a natural dividing line and is the current northern boundary for CD13 in this area.
Don't erase Nithya Raman's district just because you're mad she got rid of sex pest David Ryu in a fair election, you goddamn weirdos.
Hi, I voted for Nithya Raman to represent me, and while I don't agree with her on everything - these maps are absolutely undemocratic and I'm certain the result of some sort of corruption with the goal of removing her from
her own district. Not only should the maps be opposed, but Fred Ali should resign.
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We need to restore CD 4, This completely changes the way our neighborhood is governed. Griffith park is basically our back yard and this redistrict map completely ignores that and everyone that is part of the
neighborhood.
Awful. I voted for Nithya. Eliminating her district is insane.
The map is terrible and reflects back room deals. Restore CD4 to its current form
It is absolutely unthinkable to take away Nithya Raman's district away from her. The residents of Los Feliz, Silverlake and Koreatown in particular came together to knock doors and participate in our democracy like never
before - Nithya won the most votes in City Council history! To then completely remove us from her as our representative less than a year later is a scandal of incredible proportions. This is what Republicans do to
gerrymander their way into power in red states. What message does this send our community - that your unprecedented community action means absolutely nothing? This cannot stand. If our city government means
anything, Nithya must keep at least most of the district she won less than a year ago - particularly the parts where she won a huge majority of the vote. The people know her, and they voted for her.
The valley
Re-districting in order to deprive people of representation is unacceptable. Gerrymandering is wrong.
District 4
It is ludicrous to redraw CD4 in a way that erases the voices of its residence, based on the whims of unelected commissioners.
CD4
I currently live in CD4, and I have no idea why my district is being completely redrawn. It's certainly for no reason I can think of that would be helpful to my neighborhood. Restore CD4. Let me keep my district.
2/4
This new map is a travesty. Why are you destroying districts 2 & 4? This is horrific and not based in any fact or reason. Stop gerrymandering our districts and let us have a voice. Draw normal, reasonable districts that
allow everyone a vote and voice. There is clear racial and class bias motivation to this redrawing. I’m mortified that this is being done in my name in my city.
Valley Village/North Hollywood
The map is grossly inadequate as it fails to identify the district of which I will be a part of and greatly reduces the voting power that just recently elected the newest member of the council by overwhelming majority. It is
hard to view the adoption of this map as anything but a cynical attempt to disenfranchise the many new voters who participated in the process for the first time in the last election.
Current districts 2 and 4 (Glendale)
Why are current districts 2 and 4 so drastically changed? It makes no sense to separate the majority of us from our representative when there are more sensible alternatives that don't break up our voice.
Los Feliz, Mid-Wilshire, Koreatown, Hollywood This map is unworkable for the redrawing of districts 2 and 4. Current residents of Council District 4 just elected a representative, and this map would see that either 71% or 100% of current CD4 residents would be lose
Hills
established community relationships and their recently elected representative. These residents deserve the same consideration of maintaining current elected representation that has been afforded to Downtown, San
Pedro, Elysian Valley, Echo Park, West LA, Pacific Palisades, San Pedro, and elsewhere. The Commission MUST correct this wrong and remove the appearance of politically-motivated gerrymandering.
District 4
This map should be rejected, and district left as-is to the extent possible given the minor demographic changes. This map's erasure the existing district 4 is a blatantly political attack on the democratic choice of the voters
who elected Nithya Raman. This map is an attempt at disenfranchising these voters - predominantly younger, PoC, and renting voters - and us unacceptable. Restore District 4.
Silverlake
This map erases the voices of the people who voted for our CD4 representative! This should NOT be allowed to happen.
All of what is currently considered CD4
I am incredibly concerned about the borderline erasure of CD4 in the current map. There haven't been great enough population shifts to justify such a stark adjustment, and having lived in CD4 for multiple years, this map
only further isolates neighboring communities, such as the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods, that were already struggling with their local councils and committees to find ways to connect. In this map you also cut off Loz
Feliz from Griffith, a monumental piece of land and recreation area that is not only vital to that neighborhood, but is incredibly impactful to it's residents. In placing it in a different district, you remove the ability of those
constituents to have a say in how that piece of their community is managed. Restore CD4 to it's current district lines, or use the alternate map suggested by many local advocacy groups that not only maintains current
residents but further unites other communities such as Koreatown (WITHOUT completely annihilation someone else's district, mind you). CD4's boundaries need to be greatly improved.
Valley / North Hollywood
I'm mystified by this re-districting that puts residents into districts with representation they did not elect and does not speak for them. The choices feel arbitrary and not at all motivated by the needs and wants of the
residents/voters. Frankly, I'm wondering what the motivations for these changes truly are, because they don't seem to make any logical or even geographic sense. As a resident of the current CD2, I feel that my vote and
the votes of my fellow citizens are being nullified by this action. I've more recently woken up to the importance of local government and being actively involved on a local level, and I do not want that right and ability taken
away from me in this manner. I am strongly opposed to this redrawn map and urge you to reconsider.
CD4
Please do not redraw CD4. As a voter in this district it is important that it continues to represent the people who lived there in 2020.
CD4
This is atrocious. You are derailing the democratic process. We voted for our rep and you are bending to a few idiots who are threatened by progressive leadership. I’m disgusted. This isn’t democracy. This is a back door
dealing. This is recall disguised as an action that has no support from the district who you are dismantling. You should be ashamed.
CD-4 and Koreatown.
This map is grotesquely corrupt and clearly designed to divide neighborhoods to reduce their rightful control over their own communities. Map L was acceptable, and should be considered. Koreatown must be made
whole, and the current makeup of District 4 must remain largely intact. It is outrageous that District 4 is so clearly being gerrymandered to disadvantage the city councilor who received the most votes in the history of Los
Angeles City Council elections and every single one of the voters who elected her to that position. This map is unconscionably undemocratic and that must not be the case moving forward. Again, Map L was an acceptable
option and something similar to that should be considered.
CD 2 and CD 4
Do not radically shift the current populations of CD 2 and CD 4.
CD4
Restore CD4. As a constitutent that lives in Beachwood Canyon, I would Nithya Raman to remain my elected official. I do not agree with the new measure that would erase our representation and cut the district to fit into
other council districts.
Los Feliz
Nithya won. Get over it. You have no good reason to change the map. This is disgusting. If you want to take away her power, get more people to vote for someone else. Gerrymandering is destroying this country. Stop
doing it to LA. Leave everything alone.
The Current CD4
This map is not appropriate at all. The current CD4 is a strong community that cares about diversity and we are strongly bonded over tenant rights. The K2.5 map basically wipes out the majority of current CD4 when there
haven’t been major or significant demographic changes in the district. It doesn’t make any sense and as a resident of CD4, I don’t agree with it. I want the map to stay the same as it is now.
CD4
The people of CD4 voted in droves for Nithya Raman as a representative. It’s antidemocratic to chop up CD4 like this. There was a much fairer proposed map. I can’t see how k2.5 is anything other than an attempt to strip
the residents of cd4 of their representation.
Current District 4
The redistricting of district 2 and 4 should not be a decision left to unelected commissioners. Councilpersons Raman and Krekorian should remain in the districts of the constituents who voted for them. Further, I think
making a district map based on the highly irregular and under representative 2020 US Census compounds the problems facing the people of these districts. I think all decisions should have public input and my feedback is
to not alter the maps.
CD4
The fact that you are willing to erase the votes of tens of thousands of Angelenos - especially young, lower income, and of color - less than one year after a historic election is undemocratic and shameful. If this were
happening in any other city you would rightly decry it. We elected Nithya Raman and we will not stand for the disenfranchisement proposed in this map. The electorate is far better informed and aware than they might have
been in years past, and we will be watching this process closely. Preserve CD4 and respect the will of the voters. Thank you.
Los Feliz
This map is a absolutely outrageous abuse of power, designed to undercut the new voices who have joined our civic discussion and undercut the city council member who garnered more votes than any other than history.
This is the stuff of Tammany Hall, not a functioning Democracy, and the commission should be deeply ashamed of itself. We see you.
Los Feliz and the East Side in general
Restore CD4 and CD2. Map K2.5 was born out of corruption and is an attempt to silence the will of the people of Los Angeles. Voters in CD4 spoke loud and clear about who they wanted to represent them and you are
attempting to take that away, therefore disenfranchising the people of Los Angeles. It is a clear attempt to separate the young voters and voters of color who came out in historic numbers to vote for Nithya Raman. If you
are going to take the time to change the map, we need more districts, and more city council members. There are cities that have half our population with double our number of city council members. With our population,
we should have 50 city council members. It is clear that the people on the commission should be relieved of their duty and others should replace them, since the goal of Map K2.5 was so obviously to remove the power of
specific city council members. What back door deals were done and whose will was behind it? Please do not forget that these districts are supposed to represent the people within them and their differing needs, not the
desires of politicians. We see you. We see what's happening. And we do not want power hungry corrupt politicians representing us.
All
I've yet to hear a convincing argument for why a new map is being proposed. There hasn't been a meaningful change in the population. So there is no legitimate reason to change the map we currently have.
South /koreatown
I support unify koreatown into one district
Los Feliz
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable and genuinely infuriating. How dare you?! Many of us tenants in the current CD4 map worked incredibly hard to elect Nithya Raman, a
progressive candidate fighting for our values and this offensive, secretive way of dividing the district is downright shameful.
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Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. We want a map like this one produced by the community. Keep Los Feliz in CD4!!!
Restore CD4.
Why are you splitting up Shadow Hills. Why not use Wentworth as the boundary not McBroom. Better yet why not pair ALL of the horse keeping communities together, Shadow Hills La Tuna Canyon, Lake View Terrace.
We have been acting together thru all of the Emergencies etc.We unite together to keep our life styles and are pro-active in providing assistance and help that the city can't or won't provide... Or is there a more sinister
agenda here, like letting the developers overbuild and over populate this area?
This map is absolute garbage. It is wildly unfair to its constituents and seems to be specifically designed to undermine our elected leaders. We need huge reform immediately.
I believe Sherman Oaks should be part of a Valley district like CD-03 in the proposal. Attaching Sherman Oaks to Koreatown and Silver Lake in CD-04 made no sense geographically. I hope to see a final map like Map K2.
5 despite the objections of Council Member Raman, who directed me to this form.
The map is not acceptable. CD4 residents are having the rug pulled out from under them. As a Los Feliz resident, why is Griffith Park being separated from the main neighborhoods that it interacts with, that being Los Feliz
and portions of East Hollywood? The maps should be unifying communities not separating them.
Restore CD4 and reject the proposed map. Do not erase the voices of citizens who showed up to vote in the last election
I like my district as it currently is. I do not want it changed as it makes my voice as a voter essentially unheard. What could possibly have precipitated this change? The absolute last thing that I want is less clarity or
government transparency. Which seems to be all this new map is proposing. This helps neither me nor my neighbors and causes us all to lose faith in this city we love so much.

10/5/2021 17:28:56 Rusteen Honardoost

East Hollywood

10/5/2021 17:29:59 Jake Ellenbogen

Hollywood Hills

10/5/2021 17:33:59 Chris B

10/5/2021 17:37:50 Alex
10/5/2021 17:40:32 John Sampson

10/5/2021 17:45:01 Liam Brucker
10/5/2021 17:48:48 Sarah Dooley

10/5/2021 17:51:39 Valerie Washburn

10/5/2021 17:56:04 Michelle Wiener

10/5/2021 18:07:04 Mary Anne Hattemer
10/5/2021 18:08:03 Lee Conrads
10/5/2021 18:12:52 Thomas Benko
10/5/2021 18:13:57 Arianna Ortiz
10/5/2021 18:14:05 Nikita Starikov
10/5/2021 18:15:00 Sierra Gardner

10/5/2021 18:17:43 Justin Paxton
10/5/2021 18:20:30 Liam Waldman
10/5/2021 18:20:32 Beth Dymond

10/5/2021 18:21:04 Lisa Franklin

10/5/2021 18:23:01 Thomas Benko
10/5/2021 18:23:25 Anonymous

Any map that removes the vast majority of voters from their recently elected representative is a non-starter. If anyone should lose their voters, it should be the vast majority of incumbents who won their seats with less than
25% of their district voting for them.
Labeling a council district '2 or 4' is very confusing. Why are these districts being changed? Where is the transparency on these decisions? Wouldn't this sort of redistricting result in many people no longer being
represented by the council member that they literally just votes for in the last election??? What is the justification for this change???
Greater Wilshire
It's a joke. We literally just voted in Nithya Raman with a cushion of 7,000 votes. I live in a neighborhood full of renters, and lumping us into CD-5 with Bel-Air is laughable. We voted for someone who would listen to us and
finally take our needs into account and work to make our district/city more livable. We didn't vote for the current CD5 incumbent who vetoed a project to make Melrose safer. Yes, the district was weird before, but moving
CD4 to the Valley isn't the solution. Keep the district intact and let us vote back in the only councilmember near the Hollywood Hills who has empathy for working-class constituents.
CD-4
Restore CD4!
The redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4
CD4 must be restored. Map K2.5 shows an obvious vested interest in erasing the voices of renters, young Angelenos, and primarily Angelenos of color. If CD2 and CD4 are the only districts impacted this strongly, it
shows a clear agenda and concerted effort to prevent Nithya Ramen's reelection after her historic run and rallying of underrepresented voters. It is wrong and undemocratic for unelected officials to so strongly attempt to
sway the results of a fair election.
CD4
This map is atrocious and a disgusting example of backroom dealings to remove the voices of renters and POC.
District 4
K2.5 is totally baffling-- how am I supposed to be an engaged citizen if there isn't clarity on where the district will even be? Why were discussions of map L so summarily shelved? District 4 and 2 will lose almost all their
constituency with either form of this map, the reason for which hasn't been made clear. Moving the district entirely to the valley removes a huge number of renters from the councilmember they voted for, which seems
underhanded after an unprecendented turnout that elected that councilmember to begin with.
Melrose Village (west of La Brea)
I feel strongly that CD5 should be extended north to Willoughby Avenue between La Brea and the West Hollywood border (just as it is between La Brea and Wilcox). I am a Board member for the Mid City West
Neighborhood Council. Perhaps the single most urgent issue that I hear about from stakeholders is the recent rise of crime and urban blight on Melrose Avenue (primarily between La Brea and Fairfax). Splitting Melrose
Ave itself and the surrounding residential streets into two different council districts would be a disaster, since it would require local residents and businesses to liaise with two separate councilmember, and two
councilmembers to work together, to seek solutions to the extremely complex problems plaguing that micro-neighborhood. Please reconsider this section of the map, which could be truly devastating for this historic,
culturally-rich part of the city.
Greenwood Square, Van Nuys
Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
Silverlake
The map takes the neighborhood I live in and takes it from Silverlake and puts it in a district that stretches to Shadow Hills. I want to stay with my own neighborhood. I have nothing in common with Shadow Hills. I live on
Locksley Place. I object strenuously to this new map.
District 4
WTF is going on with districts 2 and 4. why is there not clear plan and why is a clear underhanded attempt being made to eliminate Nithyia from her seat?
Melrose between La Brea and Fairfax
Keep both sides of Melrose in Wilshire Division
District 4
This map is complete bullshit. What you are doing to District 4 looks downright criminal to me. And I didn’t even vote for the current council person. You are erasing representation for these areas. We need more council
people not less! Make no mistake the people are watching.
Koreatown
Koreatown to CD5
East Hollywood/Hollywood Dell, Toluca Lake, CD4 needs to be restored, this community came together and made history with the recent city council elections and this committee is choosing to decimate the power and voice of our community. As an incredibly
and Koreatown
concerned constituent of CD4, I am urging this committee to reevaluate the proposed redistricting and act according to the voices of the community and not according to the money, power, and special interests that too
many issues in Los Angeles already stem from.
Hollywood/Los Angeles
CD4 and CD2 do not make any sense. Either way, one district loses EVERY SINGLE PERSON that voted for them less than a year ago. There's also no clarity on which District is which.
Silverlake
Cd4 has been gerrymandered for no reason. Removing a constituency from the candidate they elected is anti-democratic.
Studio City
Studio City is a Valley community and NOT a Media district. Our issues are vast and are aligned North not east into Las Feliz and Hollywood. In map K2.5 you call us a Bridge district. What you have designed is a "left
over" district of communities without a common interest but giving it a fancy name. I strongly advocate for MAP L - but move Studio City from district 5 and into CD2 and Shadow Hills out of CD2 and into CD7 Sunland /
Tujunga. This would give both communities what they have been asking you for and what they deserve.
CD4 - Hollywood
The redistricting in effect here is an insult to the people of the city. It's corrupt, embarrassing, and LA voters deserve better. It would be one thing if Nithya hadn't delivered on her promises, but hundreds of people who
would likely still be living on the street, subject to harassment at worst and negligence at best by city officials, are stable and in or on their way to being housed and safe. Her office is keeping people alive. They're also
improving the city and taking care of constituents in every income bracket. I understand that you don't really care about my opinion here -- obviously, if you valued voters' opinions, this map decimating the districts of two
popular councilpeople would not have been drawn up in the first place -- but I hope whoever hears this considers the true cost of your attempt to wrestle one or two districts back from the progressive left.
North of Melrose between La Brea and Fairfax My neighborhood would be a sliver , cut out by West Hollywood making response time worse. We identify as Melrose NOT Hollywood. We have developed good working relations with Wilshire. We object to any changes.
Los Feliz
This map does not accurately reflect the CD4 I live in and voted for. As a resident of Los Feliz, I voted for the representation of Nithya Raman. I did not vote for the unelected commissioners making this decision. The fact
that this drastic of a district change could be made a select number of officials, without them actually listening to the voices of the people, is deeply hurtful, frustrating and unjust. Her campaign brought together
communities on the east side, including Los Feliz, Silverlake, and even those in the Hills. This includes many young people, renters, and people of color who were activated by her policies. Additionally, dividing Griffith
Park from Los Feliz not only does not make sense, but also means I'm voting/represented differently from my direct neighbors, when we literally live across the street.

10/5/2021 18:23:37 Susan and Dale Stedman

Shadow Hills, Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, and
La Tuna Canyon
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:

1. All of Shadow Hills wishes to remain in CD7. Shadow Hills should be kept together in ONE DISTRICT: CD7. The borderlines of the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:

. The 210 Freeway on the east

. The ridgeline between Sunland Boulevard and La Tuna Canyon Road on the south.

. The Big Tujunga Wash on the north and northwest.
These Shadow Hills streets have remained in District 7, while the rest of Shadow Hills has been stripped away
and placed in "District 2--or--4".

. The landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the west.

2. The entire Shadow Hills community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, and equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian
and equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD7.

3. If most of Shadow Hills is moved out of CD7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD7 so we can continue to be represented by our own
neighborhood council.

4. By returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7,400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.

5. Please reconsider the K2.5 Map and replace the entire communities of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back into CD7.

We hope that this letter and the others we have written will have an impact on your decision. We emphatically request that all of Shadow Hills remain in CD-7.

Thank you,

Dale and Susan Stedman
10309 McBroom Street
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
818-353-1511
818-319-6058

10/5/2021 18:23:43 Nate Rogers

Los Feliz

10/5/2021 18:24:39 Eric See
10/5/2021 18:24:42 Benina

Franklin Hills (district 4)
Neighborhoods in 4-2 district, 2-3 district,
korea town, silverlake, larchmont

10/5/2021 18:27:51 Zack R

Silverlake, Angelino Heights, Elysian Park,
Echo Park, Los Feliz, Griffith Park and
Glassell Park

818-319-6057
I'm astonished that this proposed district realignment would remove my elected official, Nithya Raman, from representing me in Los Feliz, and am asking that the changes not go into effect. I voted for her, as did many
others in my area, which is why she won her election. To gerrymander this map to have her booted to another region is un-democratic—and it's clearly either a reflection of incompetence or corruption at the city level. The
only thing I don't know is which reason is worse.
Retain district 4
I am writing to express disapproval of Map K2.5. The map disenfranchises an entire district of voters from their sitting councilperson. It's clear that, as in 2011, the focus is on the tortured relationship between Silverlake,
Central LA, and the Valley. In this case, instead of defending Tom Labonge, it's clear this process is being used to punish Nithya Raman, who won an election in the highest voter turnout for a city council race yet. Map K2.
5 splits communities apart, especially voters of color, as the majority of districts 2 and 4 are taken away from councilmembers that they elected to serve them. CD3 in Map K2.5. also appears to gerrymander the valley on
racial and class lines, making CD3 a more heavily home-owning and white district than it was in the past. I would strongly encourage this council to draw Silverlake, Larchmont, and Koreatown in a new CD4, distinct from
both the Echo Park-Atwater center of gravity in this history of CD 14 and from Sherman Oaks and the broader San Fernando Valley.
The elimination of Nithya Ramen’s district is an affront to representative democracy and the rule of law. This course of action should be discontinued immediately.

10/5/2021 18:30:09 Ana Benko

Melrose

10/5/2021 18:36:23 Drew Rosensweig
10/5/2021 18:37:46 Natalie R.

Silverlake
Franklin Village / Hollywood

10/5/2021 18:37:59 Brendon Bouzard

Los Feliz, SIlverlake, Mid City

10/5/2021 18:38:52 Lisha

Silverlake/ D4

10/5/2021 18:40:23 Michael Steinborn
10/5/2021 18:41:51 Anna Nair

CD-4 (current)
Proposed district 5– currently district 4

10/5/2021 18:42:15 Hannah Canter

Cd 4

10/5/2021 18:42:26 Victoria
10/5/2021 18:44:33 Daniel Reif

Hollywood/current CD4
CD4

10/5/2021 18:44:48 Mary Ann Geyer
10/5/2021 18:45:16 Jessica Teller

La Tuna Canyon and Shadow Hills
CD 2, 4 & general

10/5/2021 18:45:34 Carmen Fernandez

The redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4

10/5/2021 18:47:19 Chris Brady-Denton
10/5/2021 18:47:39 Savannah Ashour

Los Feliz
Los Feliz, CD4

10/5/2021 18:48:17 Nicholas Gamboa

CD4

10/5/2021 18:49:47 Mary Streetzel
10/5/2021 18:50:41 Dr. Hovendon

Los Félix/silver lake/ 2&4
CD2 and CD4

10/5/2021 18:53:50 Iñaki Gorbeña

Cd4

10/5/2021 18:54:43 Nathaniel Miller

Los Feliz

It is a grand mistake to move the streets north of Melrose, between La Brea and La Cienega, into a new district. I have lived here 65 years and while there have been many changes in our area the one constant has been
how the activities on Melrose greatly impact those of us who live within the first two blocks north and first two block south of the street. Melrose binds us together as small business owners and residents support each other
in safety and quality of life concerns. Splitting up our area in this proposed way will erode what we have built together, adding additional layers of bureaucratic obstacles towards making improvements to our beloved
neighborhood which includes both North and South of Melrose. To remove the streets North of Melrose from it's current district would be like tearing siblings apart! PLEASE DO NOT DISTROY WHAT WE AS A
COMMUNITY HAVE SPENT YEARS IN BUILDING!
You are effectively erasing the district I've lived in for over 9 years, and proudly voted for Nithya Raman to represent me, all without explaining why. This potential erasure is unacceptable without providing any details.
I do not want CD4 to be completely restructured for seemingly zero reason other than undemocratically eliminating the voices of an unprecedented number of renters, low income people, & minorities who recently voted
for a council member that an un-elected commission is now trying to take away from us. CD4 is a strange district as is, but erasing its residents entirely & swallowing them into a further gerrymandered map with a
representative we did not even have the chance to elect hardly solves any problems being faced by the community. Why on earth would you remove people from a district who JUST turned out in record numbers to elect a
new councilperson? It feels quite simply like retaliation. Direct punishment for renters & low income people who turned out to support our rights at the last city-council election. I could not be any more opposed to this map
& the myriad of ways in which it disenfranchises me as a resident & a voter.
Map K2.5 disenfranchises thousands of voters, especially renters in Los Feliz, Silverlake, and other neighborhoods who mobilized in large numbers to back a progressive voice on the LA City Council. Do not enact this
awful map, which is blatantly partisan in design.
The map is a calculated attempted to keep Angelenos from being represent by the people they voted for under a year ago. It is blatant and ugly. Renters, working people & young people in my district voted for
Councilmember Raman and this map is trying to undo that.
Please exsplain the blue district vs. grey, what is going on? These areas appear to leave hundreds of thousands of voters in the dark.
We do not want THREE DIFFERENT councilmembers in a 13-month period.
The map is bad! Restore CD-4!
It’s terrible. Keep CD4 as it was. This disenfranchises a huge population of voters, especially renters and people of color. Our voices matter, and I want to be represented by who I voted for in the past election. This
restructuring is a power grab and makes no sense.
I am concerned that the voters’ from cd 4 and cd 2 wills are effectively being erased by this map, slashing their constituencies and removing them from the purview of the city council people who they elected. I also don’t
understand how two swaths of land can be either districts 2 or 4?? Nonsensical, confusing, and dismissive of the people who live there to leave them unassigned.
This seems targeted and virtually erases my district in its current form and specifically seems to be punishing the constituents who voted for nithya
The proposed redistricting of CD4 is unacceptable erasure of voters' voices. The "special map" radically dismembers the governance voted in by working Angelenos who showed up in historic numbers to achieve their
current CD4 representation in 2020. Until there is a redistricting map that actually improves their material conditions and is made in solidarity with the leadership they have voted in, any redistricting actions is a violation of
their civil liberties.
Remove all of La Tuna Canyon and Shadow Hills from CD2 and put it back in CD7.
This map makes no sense, you’re absolutely erasing CD 2 or 4 and decimating the voting base. The layout of these districts was already absurd, I didn’t think it was possible to make them more confusing and illogical but
this does it.
Please keep current districts 2 and 4. They do not need to be redrawn. More explanation needs to be given as to why this is being proposed.
The redrawing of Current District 4 is a sham, a hit job, a way to disenfranchise voters — how do you sleep at night?
The redrawing of CD4 through back channels is confusing and unethical. It's galling that the city would move forward with such a bold and consequential project without soliciting public approval or even providing their
reasoning. I can't pretend to understand what's behind it, but it smacks of shady back room dealmaking. Most galling of all is the threat of losing the councilmember we voted for.
This is an absolutely horrible draft to use and instead use Map L because the redistricting cut off 70% of a CD4 and all of CD 2’s constituency and leaves them in the dark with the decision you made. Please reconsider
using this map because hundreds of angelenos voices are being crushed
I want a clear understanding of how the maps were drawn while completely eliminating at least one district and two districts as “unknown.”
You must leave CD2 and CD4 alone! It's clear that this map is being gerrymandered to disenfranchise the voices of renters, young people, and BIPOC constituents. This is some real shady backroom manipulation. You're
trying to make LA a city for the rich and powerful — but they are not the majority of Angelenos, and the rest of us deserve equal representation!
It's an affront at democracy and a quite frankly racist assault trying to undermine the historic turnaround during the last council election. It's just absolutely apprehensible and a blatant attempt at gerrymandering and
backroom dealing to block progressive voices by a small group of unelected people. RESTORE CD4
As a constituent of District 4, I feel as though I am being left in the dark and being disenfranchised by the incomplete K2.5 map.
Members of my district (CD4) voted overwhelmingly for Nithya Raman with historic turnout and that should remain represented in my district and neighborhood.
I live in Los Feliz. Los Feliz and Griffith Park should remain CD4 and united. The current map splits Los Feliz and Griffith Park which is baffling.
I do not support the proposed map, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park.

10/5/2021 18:55:02 David Parker

Hollywood Hills/Los Feliz

10/5/2021 18:55:20 Safia Dirie
10/5/2021 18:57:21 Laura

CD 4
CD4

10/5/2021 18:57:29 marilouise morgan

Carthay Square

10/5/2021 18:59:54 Adam Faruqi

CD4

10/5/2021 19:00:39 Sarah back

Cd 4

10/5/2021 19:05:53 Andrew Kennedy-Derkay
10/5/2021 19:08:38 Antoinette O'Neill and Randall
McKillop

Koreatown
Rancho Park, West LA

10/5/2021 19:10:48 Valentina Sendin

Keep my home in North Hills West. This my
community. We are all vested and want to
stay in North Hills West.
East
CD4
Westwood South / Rancho Park

10/5/2021 19:11:05 Cat L.
10/5/2021 19:16:30 Stephanie Tong
10/5/2021 19:18:46 Stephen Rogers

I'm a resident of Council District 4 and I'm very concerned about how this new draft map completely breaks up communities that have shared representation for decades. For example, the Hollywood Hills and Los Feliz
have been in the same district for at least thirty years and we face many similar issues, especially in regards to fire safety and to Griffith Park. Not only does Map K2 break up the Hollywood Hills and Los Feliz, it breaks up
Los Feliz itself! Council districts of course have to and will change with each redistricting but this new draft map puts a disproportionate burden for that change on just two districts, 4 and 2.
This map erases the votes of hundreds of thousands on Angelenos who are energized to support PROGRESSIVE city council members. This change is erasure.
The map makes absolutely no sense and disenfranchises renters while prioritizing property owners. I believe everyone on the council is an adult who can clearly see why this map is absurd. Firstly, the population change
does not show a need for redistricting. The real need is to make a more equitable map. Redistricting should be based on grouping communities with commonalities while remaining inclusive to a range of incomes and
owning/rental status. This map is chaos and only serves to further divide our sprawled city. Keep CD4 in tact. Make better choices. I’m disappointed in the council’s drafts. The disparate nature of these districts causes
mass inequality in whose voices are heard in LA.
Your map has split off the 1200 blocks of Carthay Square off from CD5 and put those blocks in CD10. Carthay Square is an HPOZ running from Olympic Blvd to Pico Blvd. Itincludes the 1200 blocks of Hayworth, Hi
Point, Point view. and Stearns and should be kept together.
It is logical to keep all of to put all of Little Ethopia - which runs on both sides of Fairfax in the 100 block - in CD10. but the boundaries of Carthay Square' HPOZ should be observed toad the entire Historic zone placed
CD5.
The new map would effectively decimate district 4's population and control in city government. It feels shady and undemocratic, especially right after the election of a popular leftist councilmember. I highly urge the
retention of CD4's old borders!
This redrawing completely invalidates the results of the historic election in CD4. The people spoke and now barely a year later this plan moves to almost completely destroy this district. Seems to be a very convenient way
to squash the progressive agenda in city council. Please reconsider this egregious redrawing of the maps.
I think that effectively deleting CD4 is a travesty which effectively disenfranchises the historic coalition which elected Councilperson Raman. It must be corrected.
I support the map K2.5. It keeps the Westside Neighborhood Council in a single district, it continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities and the homeowners associations and their boundaries that have
been in place for decades. It enables them to continue to successfully support the businesses in our area and support many people who have been going through rough times recently with our Covid crisis.
I have been party of this community for nearly 40 years and have been an active member of my North Hill's West community. Keep me in my district C12.

The proposed map is bizarre. Restore CD4, this doesn't make any sense. I want to be represented by the person I actually voted for.
Restore CD4. When you can't tell which District it used to be, there's probably a problem.
Map K2.5 is the best of the options in my opinion, because it respects natural geographic boundaries for our area and keeps the neighborhood, NC and established HOAs unified within a single District (CD5) as opposed
to being split up between two or three districts as would be the case if another map were to be adopted.

10/5/2021 19:19:37 Catherine Kay

Sherman Oaks/CD 4

I’m a native Angeleno boomer who grew up and currently lives in the hills of Sherman Oaks in CD 4. Map K2.5 destroys too many historical council district connections and marginalizes way too many groups. Reject it and
start from map L instead; map L makes much more sense.
My interests as a resident and homeowner are significantly more aligned with others who live on either side of the hill east of the 405 than the residents who live in the far west Valley. I DO NOT want to live in a Valley-only
district, especially one that appears to be so racially and economically homogeneous. Proposed CD 3 fundamentally changes my relationship with the city in all the wrong ways. Put East of the 405 back into a council
district that crosses the hill.
In addition, the manner in which CD 2 and CD 4 are being treated in this process significantly disenfranchises the voters in both. First, how in the world are voters who live within the boundaries of the two proposed new
districts supposed to cogently assess, let alone meaningfully comment on, what they prefer, when they are presented with “pick your own adventure” district numbers. It is absurd. Second, we just voted for our council
members last year and regardless of which district is which, vast proportions of just these two districts will lose our chosen representatives. It is not equitable.
As a long-time observer of City politics, I note that CD 3 in map K2.5 sure looks a lot like preparation for Valley Secession 3.0. Please do not put us through that again. There is nothing in the current census data that
mandates the need for new CD 3.

10/5/2021 19:21:58 Jason Enright

North Hollywood

10/5/2021 19:26:11 Ann Hurst

2 and 4

Finally, I worry deeply for the young adults who so enthusiastically engaged in the CD 4 election last year. They were told their voices mattered. The treatment of CD 4 in this process proves the opposite. Do better.
In this new map, I lose my district and my neighborhood. I am moved CD2 to CD6. Instead of being with rest of North Hollywood and with my Councilmember Paul Krekorian. I am put into a new district as part of Sun
Vallwy which isn’t my district and I get a new Councilmember who I have never met and neve voted for. We just voted last year and now I feel like my vote and my voice are being silenced. This map is voter suppression
and was made in a back room deal without constituents’ input. This is unacceptable and you should be ashamed of yourselves.
I’d like to urgently request that you change this plan to the map I just saw completely changing the entire east valley district of Paul Krekorian’s and Nythia Raman‘s governing area (map “N” and “O”, ironically).
In this particular plan, you are completely disenfranchising districts from their duly elected officials doesn’t seem judicious or fair to the constituents.
I ask that you go back to the drawing board and align districts more closely to the communities/areas they were elected to represent. In this case, councilman Krekorian should remain aligned in the east valley(Noho,
Studio City, Valley Village/Valley Glen) where he has been an effective leader to the community since 2009.
These plans appear to punish a large segment of Los Angeles city’s population—The Valley and specifically the east valley—needlessly. At 40% of the city’s population, you need to divide districts more carefully to the
voice of the original districts.
Go back to the drawing board on this K2.5 plan. This is NOT the right move. Try again please.

10/5/2021 19:27:58 Junuh

CD4

10/5/2021 19:29:40 Mike
10/5/2021 19:31:53 Meghan U

Valley
The confusion around districts two and four
and the tabling of the vote on map L

10/5/2021 19:32:37 Gordon Giffin
10/5/2021 19:34:12 A. Hurst

CD4
2&4

Restore CD4 in its original form. This is blatant gerrymandering and in the last election that saw huge amounts of POC and youth voters coming out in that district to only swipe them away and disenfranchised a united
voice is ridiculous.
I voted for Nithya and I want to keep her as my representative. You cannot just move her away to try to banish her and erase my vote
This map erases the votes of thousands of poor and working Angelinos, renters and homeowners, who voted for progressive change in the city. It’s a naked power grab by politicians who simply want to keep taking big
donor money, voting against constituents interests, and don’t want to be challenged on it or explain why. A confusing abuse of Robert’s Rules should not be used to undermine democracy. This map threatens the fragile
democracy of LA’s city government. It’s disgusting and heartbreaking. No one in electoral politics should want to be associated with this decision.
This is gerrymandering to remove any members of city council that aren't landlord NIMBYs who want to dehumanize low income and homeless Angelinos
I’d like to request that you take further consideration to the map I just saw completely changing the entire east valley district of Paul Krekorian’s and Nythia Raman‘s governing area (map “N” and “O”, ironically).
This K2.5 plan completely disenfranchises districts, specifically 2 and 4, from their duly elected officials. It’s not judicious or fair to the constituents.
I ask that you go back to the drawing board and align districts more closely to the communities/areas they were elected to represent. In this case, councilman Krekorian should remain aligned in the east valley(Noho,
Studio City, Valley Village/Valley Glen) where he has been an effective leader to the community since 2009.
These redistricting plans appear to punish the largest segment of the Los Angeles city’s population—The Valley—needlessly. At 40% of the city’s population, you need to divide districts more carefully to the voice of the
original districts.

10/5/2021 19:36:42 Boris Begel

10/5/2021 19:37:08 Melissa Rosenberg
10/5/2021 19:39:27 Kelsey Redding
10/5/2021 19:40:22 Molly B.

10/5/2021 19:47:22 Matthew Feigee
10/5/2021 19:49:03 Julie & Ricco Ross
10/5/2021 19:49:59 Chelsea Connors
10/5/2021 19:50:20 Victoria
10/5/2021 19:54:34 Daniel Gaines

10/5/2021 19:56:14 Megan Simon
10/5/2021 19:57:16 Jess M L
10/5/2021 20:00:45 Cindy Kane
10/5/2021 20:02:26 Nasim Kablan

10/5/2021 20:05:12 Revia Romberg
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This is NOT the right decision.
Councilmember Krekorian's District (District 2) Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
Hollywood
This map completely erases CD4 and renders our votes for our representatives useless. Our voices will no longer be heard by the people we voted for to represent us. Please restore CD4!
Valley
This is a blatant calculates move to limit the constituency of a current CM. It is not a map that provides a balanced, diverse base for CD4. This is gerrymandering and it matters just as much on the local level as it does
nationally. I urge the committee to maintain CD4 intact to retain a balanced base of constituents with which the council can support. Let us not lean into the growing stratification of our society.
CD 2 + CD 4
This proposed map throws the constituents previously represented in CD2 and CD4 into potentially new districts and those voters may no longer be represented by the members they voted for. This is a really strange way
to redistrict, by leaving a bunch of voters in the dark, and feels like gerrymandering especially given the shape of the districts.
This redistricting should have the input of the council members + community and not just unelected officials.
Please explain in more detail what will happen to these districts. The neighborhoods care.
Thank you for your time.
Los Feliz / Current CD4
I think subverting the will of the voters as it relates to CD4 is unacceptable. Our neighborhood strongly supported our current council member by voting for her in the largest numbers of any city council person the idea that
CD4 as it currently stands ceases to exist is insulting to the voters of this district. I hope this is rectified immediately.
Melrose District
Please DO NOT divide/change Melrose District into a new district. We are a united and active community of neighbors committed to improving our neighborhood with the help of Paul Koretz office. This will do great harm
to our cohesive community. The fact that there hasn't been a longer more in depth conversation with the community about this beforehand is completely irresponsible and disrespectful.
CD4
I would like CD4 to maintain CD4, not to be optionally 4 or 2.
Keep Nithya’s district intact and not blended
Keep Nithya Raman’s current district intact
into another district
CD4 (SFV, Los Feliz, Koreatown) and CD2
Both districts CD4 and CD2 are at risk of losing a large portion, or even most of their constituents. This is extremely bizarre and in my opinion undemocratic and immoral, particularly as it is happening less than two years
(SFV)
after a historic election with record voter participation. Constituents who voted in record numbers for council member Raman could lose their council member, who is still essentially still in the beginning stages of her
tenure. It's not right that this board could override the will of the voters, and I encourage you in this redistricting process to preserve at least the majority of both CD4 and CD2 districts as they are.
District 4
I am deeply concerned by the impact this map has on District 4. As a resident of Los Feliz for several years, our town and district is bustling. I expect to see what evidence there was to support such an impact on our
community at the next council meeting.
Sherman Oaks
Keep CD4 intact. The census data do not require redistricting. This does not represent what most of the young people in the community want.
Cheviot Hills
Map K2.5 reflects the 2020 census data as required. Map K2.5 also keeps the WNC within a single council district, respects the boundaries of existing Homeowners' Associations, preserves the unique histories,
experiences, and interests of Westside communities, and provides the highest probability of our community being effectively served by elected representatives.
Melrose From La Brea to Fairfax
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire NC is unified as is the Jewish community. That
section of Melrose has been impacted with heavy crime. The CD5 office has stepped up and taken action to address the issue. Crime is down because of it. If Melrose was a border to 2 councils offices, it would be a
logistical nightmare to organize multiple groups and agencies to address urgent issues like the recent increase in murders.
District CD4. Sherman oaks
I am a resident and homeowner in district CD4 and I am outraged at the possibility of my neighborhood being redistricted. I voted for Nithya Raman and I want her as my councilmember.
CD4
Retain a district map that is closer to the current one due to minimal demographic changes
CD5
The twelve hundred block on Stearns for a myriad of reasons needs to remain in CD5. We are part of Carthay Square HPOZ and are part of the application for the National Registry by the Three Carthay Neighborhoods.
To move us to another district will present more problems for everyone than can be imagined nor are necessary. If it isn’t broke, let’s not break it!!!!!
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Restore CD4, and stop with this ridiculous map proposal.
Restore CD4
Whatever form CD-4 and CD-2 take going forward, they need to continue to include a majority of the voters who elected their current council representation!
The alterations to Districts 2 and 4 are egregious. Neither district has seen enough population change to warrant a redistricting at all, let alone one that completely alters the demographics and goes against the specific will
of voters in both districts. This redistricting must be halted and multiple options given to the public for comment before proceeding any further.
Los Feliz
Why are there areas that haven't even been clearly assigned as CD4 or CD2? Is CD4 getting broken up so soon after electing a new councilwoman? When do I even get to know what my district will be? This seems like a
deliberate effort to silence the voices of voters in Los Angeles.
Silverlake
Please do not change CD4. There have not been major population or other reasons to change the district. Our district’s community of constituents should be broadly engaged and approve of such a major change, and this
has not happened at all.
Hollywood
I enthusiastically voted for Nithya Raman last year, along with the majority of my community, and it is devastating that this map is attempting to ignore that & hand us off instead to a councilperson we had zero say in
electing. I don’t even know who my new representative could be or if they even represent my community as we would wish. This is disenfranchisement, plain & simple.
CD4
Do not redraw CD4
Hollywood
I think it puts the districts more together and not little bits here and there and therefore not too big so the Councilmember can know their area and be able to serve it
CD4
Restore CD4
Westside Neighborhood Council/Cheviot Hills Map K2.5 reflects the 2020 census data as required. Map K2.5 also keeps the WNC within a single council district, respects the boundaries of existing Homeowners' Associations, preserves the unique histories,
experiences, and interests of Westside communities, and provides the highest probability of our community being effectively served by elected representatives.
District 2 or 4. You tell me.
Stop gerrymandering districts out of existence. Ensure those who have been corrupted resign and leave public service. Cut the LAPD budget.
CD4
As craven power grabs to gut any hint of left-wing power go, this one's pretty egregious.
Los Feliz
I like map k2.5. I think it's less gerrymandered and more cohesive. Coordinating services and general communication has been hard as someone on the border of CD13 and CD4 -- I believe what is now CD4 should
belong to CD13. However, I strongly believe that Griffith Park should remain part of Los Feliz. LF residents are the ones who are impacted during fire season, who use the park daily and who have historically been given
voices for the care and maintenance of our neighborhood's most wonderful asset. It should stay within our neighborhood.
Hollywood dell
Don’t eliminate nithyas district
District 4, Los Feliz
The map breaks up of a district for no apparent reason and does nothing to amplify the voices of Angelinos. The map makes no sense and would group my neighborhood with areas that are far away. It also breaks up
efforts to better represent renters and communities of color. I am horrified it is even being considered. Shame on you.
CD4/Hollywood
Do not redraw CDs 2 and 4. I voted for Nithya and I want her to be my representative. This map discounts the thousands of residents who voted for her. This is a heinous act of gerrymandering.
2-OR-4
First of all, how in the world do you not know which number to assign to this district? And why is this district being redrawn so dramatically? It makes no sense and feels very gerrymander-y.
Silverlake
This map attempts to silence the people of Nithya Raman's district, and is unacceptable.
Century Glen and Westside Neighborhood
Map K2.5 keeps the WNC within a single council district, respects the boundaries of existing Homeowners' Associations, preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities, and provides
Council
the highest probability of our community being effectively served by elected representatives.”
Current CD4
The proposed change to CD2 and CD4 is confusing, unnecessary and outrageous. There is no good reason to make this change. Both districts should stay as they are.
Sherman Oaks on Chandler Boulevard
Draft Map Plan K2.5 would reduce the interests and representation of marginalized and disenfranchised local communities who are primarily poor or working class renters, immigrants, young families with children,
bordering Van Nuys
students, and nonwhite people of color. Reducing CD4 and other districts in the San Fernando to only towards well communities who are primarily White and property owners is misrepresentation and undemocratic. I urge
this commission to ensure that communities such as Koreatown stays whole in one district, primarily CD4, and those in the San Fernando Valley continue to be part of CD4 so our council is truly diverse for all.
CD4
My current district (CD4) is unrecognizable in Map K2.5. Why is the district being erased? I am supportive of my council representative Nithya Raman and don’t understand why instead of representing me, she will end up
largely representing people who didn’t vote for her.
Westside Neighborhood Council
K2.5 is perfect for our NC - our only real ask throughout this process is to keep all of our NC in a single council district
Valley Glen
Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
Cd4 and Cd2
The lack of clarity in this map is unacceptable, and the threat of having CD4 erased from the map one year after a progressive candidate upset that district is extremely suspect.
Studio City
The map is a joke, a political tool to silence Nithya. Shame on everyone involved. We will not stand for this. We will raise money and vote all of you out if you try to shut down a single progressive like this.
2 or 4
You are erasing the voices of thousands of Angelenos. Adopt this map and expect me to use all of my time getting all of you out of office. Count on it.
4 Not great! I voted for Nithya and I should be able to stay in her district!
CD4
In a time where great swaths of voters are being targeted and disenfranchised at an alarming scale, it is exceedingly disappointing to see Los Angeles engaging in activity that aims to separate voters from their
constituents. CD4 should be restored. Government officials should be making every effort to be transparent and encourage civil responsibility. This proposal is the opposite of that. Why is LA trying to alienate its voters?
South
This is horseshit. Beyond just removing Councilmember Raman's district, you're essentially disenfranchising a whole community of low income voters. This city needs more council districts first of all but this map is
ludicrous to make it lose one of the only people who cares about the unhoused and low income. This is a travesty and you should be ashamed.
The redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4
The proposals for the potential redraw of CD 4 & 2 are completely unacceptable and unfair to the constituents of each who voted for their respective council members last year. This essentially erases their vote and is the
opposite of democracy. How is this even acceptable by any means?
CD4
You are leaving CD4 with no clarity. You should not be changing our district, or at least, you should be doing it with clarity and purpose. I’m proud to be represented by Nithya. I worked for the first time on a campaign for
her. You’re eliminating the voices of underserved communities. Do better, or at least don’t do worse, as you are now.
CD4
I'm furious. The proposed map is a fascist attempt to discount votes from one of the most progressive districts in Los Angeles.
Los Feliz
My feedback is that District 4 should not be changed. Nithya Raman was voted in by us and our voice needs to be heard.
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Sherman Oaks and surrounding communities
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CD4
CD-2, CD-4
District 4

10/5/2021 20:11:07 Nick Osborn
10/5/2021 20:11:22 Katie Rinderknecht
10/5/2021 20:15:05 Ericka Bailie-Byrne
10/5/2021 20:15:24
10/5/2021 20:15:41
10/5/2021 20:15:54
10/5/2021 20:17:57

Olivia
Shmuel raigorodsky
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D.S.
Justin Robinson
Scott Nelson
Paul Fox
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Kyle Knabb
David Seitz
Taylor
Jake Dillman
Rabeya Sen

CD4
CD4
Los Feliz
Sherman Oaks / Van Nuys

This is a waste of resources. I oppose the redistricting effort. It is not in the best interest of the people in the valley.
Please restore CD4. It’s astonishing what you are trying to do to Nithya Raman and her constituents. This is a serious blow to any hope of democracy in LA. CD4 must be restored.
it’s not considerate to current CD4 and CD2 residents, I strongly urge you to restore CD4 such that it includes far more of its previous geography and residents
It’s an unreasonable thing to redraw the maps in this way, it erases the voices of voters who voted in districts 2 and 4 last year.
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the Draft Map Plan K2.5. This is important for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the
representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one
year ago. It is difficult to avoid the conclusion that this is anything else other than a regressive gerrymander of CD 4 - done behind closed doors, no less - and that it is being done so at the expense of some of LA's most
vulnerable populations.
Therefore, in addition to requesting that you immediately disclose the district numbers, as stated at the beginning of this testimony, I also urge you to reject this regressive gerrymandering and instead restore CD4,
advance a revised and fair map, and commit to a transparent process.
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Amanda Krebs
Ann Calhoun
Benmont Tench
Sean Thibault

CD4 Sherman Oaks
North Hollywood
Los Feliz
Koreatown

Thank you,
Rabeya Sen
RESTORE CD4
This is ridiculous and there was no reason to redistrict except to gerrymander. I don’t even know if I’m in district 2 or 4
Keep District 4 as it is
Koreatown should be with communities to the West or to the East/Northeast — not appended to CD10. This is already the case with a portion of Koreatown and leaves our interests derivative of the primary needs of other
CD10 neighborhoods that are more suburban and less diverse.
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CD2 or CD4
Los Feliz
The current bounds of CD 2 and CD 4
Van Nuys

This is a bad map that disenfranchises a lot of angelenos who have just voted in the recent election. The population hasn’t change by enough. This is clearly a political move motivated by power grabbing council members.
This is insane gerrymandering. You are erasing thousands of peoples votes. I do not support this.
K2.5 completely erases the residents who voted in the last election for the reps of CD 2 and CD 4. I recommend reconsidering Map L for redistricting
As part of Van Nuys affected by the proposed changes, I respectfully request that the boundaries not be changed. Our community has had a productive and positive relationship with Councilmember Krekorian's office, on
issues from park beautification to tree planting and parking, and we very much would like to maintain this relationship going forward. This is mutually beneficial, and has benefits beyond just our community's borders. When
reaching out to the councilmember whose district abuts ours, the experience has been less than ideal.
CD4
This proposed map that effectively *erases* our district in its current form. Why? What does that do to help anyone? Like damn, do you hate Nithya that much? I voted for her, why are you taking my vote and my voice
away?
Hancock Park, CD4
As a resident of CD4 I strongly oppose this new map and urge you to restore district 4. Offering a map with no clarity over which area is district 2 and which is 4 leaves constituents in the dark on how to engage on this
high stakes issue, and robs constituents of their voices — I voted for my candidate less than a year ago based on the current district map and the shared interests of our community.
District 4
You can’t just re draw the lines and take away the City council members we voted for. This is bullshit. You really put 2 or 4 on parts of the map like you’re going to dip a coin? The people mobilized and voted in Nithya
Raman to make some change in this city. Fuck this map.
Miracle mile
Restore CD4
2 and 4
We need clarity on why these districts are being changed, the people who lived there and voted for their elected officials cannot have their voice taken away by unelected commissioners
CD-4
The needs of CD-4 are unique and need their own city council member to address. This re-districting of CD4 makes no sense and doesn’t need to happen. Please leave it alone. Moreover, if you want to better peoples
livelihood, I think this map could be improved if you got a different hobby.
Los Feliz
This is horrendous. It does not reflect actual neighborhoods. It will do constituents a great deal of harm. This will split the community and smother the voices of POC & younger voters.
2&4
Preserve/restore CD4 to its original form & please stop trying to disenfranchise the hundreds of thousands of new voters who participated in our most recent election!!!!
Sherman Oaks
I am in support of the new district lines. My neighborhood identifies and associates itself more with the proposed District 3 areas than it does with the current District 4 areas. I believe that with the new districting, that my
councilperson will be more accountable to members of my community.
CD4
This map effectively erases CD4 as it currently stands for absolutely no reason. It decimates an entire district that has spent the past two years coming together as a community. Please publicly explain the reasoning
behind these changes and, if you cannot, be transparent about your methods and motives. Please Restore CD4!
Los Feliz
General support. Griffith Park should be attached to CD13 as it is a naturally associated asset to the Los Feliz community.
Council District 4
Redrawing Districts 2 and 4 is absolutely ludicrous. There has been minimal population change to these specific areas and, furthermore, it appears as if this is a pointed response to the dissatisfaction with the recent
election. This is a corruptive tactic to ensure that voters are irrevocably silenced and erased. Please consider humanity for once in your selfish and unfilled lives.
Sherman Oaks - CD4
Stop gerrymandering and leave our district alone. You are attempting to silence our voices to line your pockets- I am sick with disgust. See you at the special meeting.
current cd4
City Council wants to break up the most progressive council member's district.
CD4
restore CD4. This map feels extremely gerrymandered and these changes make no sense
sherman oaks
you fucked up CD4. what the hell? don’t most people deserve to keep their rep? minimize changes!
CD4
DON’T ERASE OUR DISTRICT YOU GODDAMN MONSTERS. RESTORE CD4.
CD4
Restore CD4! Show residents our votes matter
CD4
Please restore CD4! You’re trampling on the rights of thousands of Angelinos with this partisan remapping.
Los Feliz
Restore CD4! Please do not make changes. PLEASE. Why have the people vote if you are going to null and void them?
CD4
I’m extremely concerned about the gerrymandering happening in CD4/CD2 and hope it will be stopped. Nithya was elected by the people of her district, and it’s very troubling to think the city would use a tactic like this to
try to minimize the power of progressive politicians.
general, east
obvious gerrymandering and a slap in the face to the people of the city.
Greenwood Square shares the same zip code No
as Valley Glen. Should belong in district 2 or 4
and belong to the Valley Village, Valley Glen,
and North Hollywood area.
Los Feliz
Restore CD4 so that it is more inclusive of its current borders. While the current boundaries may feel disjointed, the K2.5 map creates a new district four that would effectively obliterate the voices of constituents who voted
in the 2020 election. Furthermore, not including Griffith Park in the same district as Los Feliz ignores the fact that the community has been a steward of the park for years and considers it an extension of its own
community.
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Jonathan Price
Joe Smith
Jessica Poter
Ryan O’Shea
Dan
Tracy
Logan Rapp
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Silver lake
Los Feliz, Silverlake
Thai Town
CD-4
CD4

Eric Krikorian
Tyson Thurston
Amy
Jose Chavez
Arianne Staples

I urge you to reconsider the boundaries of this map and create city council districts that not only make sense based on geographic and community identities, but also reflect the actual decisions and intentions expressed by
hundreds of thousands of voters who participated in the democratic process in November 2020.
As a resident of current CD4, I feel the lack of clarity on Districts 2 and 4 on Map K2.5 is frustrating. If CD4 is grey, only 29% of people I voted with in the previous election would remain in my district. If CD4 is blue, the
new boundaries effectively erase the community that was formed around city council elections in 2020.
While I respect that these boundary lines attempt to more meaningfully encompass LA's neighborhoods, Map K2.5 feels like a targeted way of disempowering my fellow constistuents of CD4, a group made of more
renters, young people, and people of color than ever before.
Furthermore, not including Griffith Park in the same district as Los Feliz ignores the fact that the neighborhood has been a steward of the park for generations. The two should be together.
I would like for North Hills remain on CD12 like currently proposed on this map.
I have just heard about the proposed plan to redistrict CD4. I vehemently oppose this redistricting as it goes against voters wishes and disenfranchises many of the voting voices in that district. This type of political
maneuvering is unacceptable. Thank you for your time and consideration.
This could erase hundreds of thousands of angelenos voices who turned out for a historic election last year and who expect to continue having their voices heard. Restore CD4. Do not make back door deals, confusing
and silencing constituents all over LA.
Proposed CD2 and CD4 districts will decimate one of the previous version of 2/4. It’s embarrassing that such an unwarranted and substantial move be allowed with no valid reasoning behind the proposal.
Don’t disenfranchise the voters of CD4 by chopping up the districts like this.
This map is unfair to Nithya Raman's D4 constituents. They voted for her and deserve to be represented by her.
Restore CD4 to reflect its current constituents
Terrible redistricting that erases multiple councilmembers from the map through gerrymandering.
want to stay in Council member Krekorian's district
It is absolutely unconscionable the way that the current CD3 has had its Latino and Asian populations systematically broken up in this proposed map. This would result in a district that is explicitly for white wealthy
homeowners, when we know that the Latino population has been moving into this region for some time and is responsible for 1/3rd of its growth. It is nothing more but an attempt to remove "undesirables" and apply
segregationist policies to the West Valley. It is disgusting, racist, and unacceptable. The commission has claimed that they want to unify neighborhoods. Magically, other neighborhoods are cut in half to apparently
accomplish this goal. The Valley is not a complicated map. The neighborhood lines are clear. Stop playing games with our votes and our lives.
Removing CD4 is unacceptable for all the reasons you’ve probably heard. It would make more sense to move 13 to the valley and concentrate 4 on the east side as a tiny fraction of voters have made their voices heard in
13 vs the recent election in 4.
It is unacceptable to change the district map so drastically for no reason regarding CD4 and CD2 when little has changed to warrant it. My elected representative I voted for only a year ago in CD4 could potentially not
represent me anymore, which is taking away the voices of myself and so many others in my district as well as the people of CD2 where same thing that could happen. An unelected commission should have no right to
change the map like this without full and public explanation, and even then should not be something I feel any unelected commission should be allowed to do.
Restore cd4
I, along with the majority of voters in CD4, voted for Nithya Raman. This proposed redistributing of our neighborhoods disenfranchises voters like me, with no solid reasoning.
Restore CD4
Yes big time. This restructuring is for no reason. We don’t want to split up CD-4, as we had record turnout. Please restore CD-4 so we can retain the majority of the district.
This is insane. Why would we not get to keep our district?! We voted for Nithya Raman and we want to keep her.
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koreatown

10/5/2021 22:52:09 Ellie Reed
10/5/2021 22:53:19 Dan Edwards

The East and the Valley (using your
language).
Hollywood

10/5/2021 22:56:55 Ian

CD4

10/5/2021 23:00:02 Joseph

Cd4

10/5/2021 23:04:03
10/5/2021 23:05:40
10/5/2021 23:07:10
10/5/2021 23:10:32

Zachary Berger
Veneza Yuzon
Jonathan Wu
Carolyn O.

CD4
CD4
Echo Park
Current Districts 2 and 4.

10/5/2021 23:10:56
10/5/2021 23:13:55
10/5/2021 23:17:02
10/5/2021 23:17:36

Sarah Schechter
Valerie Schechter
Brian Wohl
Melissa Lo

Silverlake
Los ageliz/Silverlake District 4
Hollywood
Current CD4

10/5/2021 23:18:54 John Parsons
10/5/2021 23:24:06 Lionel Mares

Silverlake
Sun Valley

10/5/2021 23:24:06 Adrian
10/5/2021 23:26:21 Elijah
10/5/2021 23:31:17 Leslie-Anne Huff

CD4
CD4
CD-4

10/5/2021 23:33:12 Brian Fireston
10/5/2021 23:37:17 Micki Boden
10/5/2021 23:38:23 Jason Goodman

Districts 2 and 4
CD4
Studio City

10/5/2021 23:38:39 Nicholas Christou

CD4

10/5/2021 23:43:20 Salmaan Rizvi

Council District 4

10/5/2021 23:43:27 Liz

Los Feliz

10/5/2021 23:51:08 Samantha
10/5/2021 23:51:39 Latora Green

Hollywood Hills
Sherman Oaks

10/5/2021 23:52:17 Bryan Rainstein
10/5/2021 23:56:19 Daniel Levin
10/5/2021 23:59:11 Aimee Williams

New districts 2 and 4
CD4
CD4

10/6/2021 0:01:49 Ryan Davis
10/6/2021 0:07:00 Julian Hicks

CD4
Carthay Square, South Carthay and CD4

10/6/2021 0:17:35
10/6/2021 0:31:07
10/6/2021 0:41:22
10/6/2021 0:42:43
10/6/2021 0:44:36

Dara Barber
adam faison
Ruthie Wyatt
Colin McCormick
Katie Orphan

District 4 Fairfax/La Brea
district 4
Los Feliz, Silverlake
Los Feliz, Griffith Park, Council District 4
Los Feliz and surrounding areas - Silverlake,
Griffith Park, etc.

10/6/2021 0:58:10
10/6/2021 1:05:36
10/6/2021 1:10:42
10/6/2021 1:13:25

Marnie Sehayek
Jeffrey Robins
Arianne Mayer
Erika gomez

Koreatown
CD4
District 2 or 4 OR District 4 or 2
Griffith park

District 2 or 4? Pick a District. Either way, the fact that this map radically changes the makeup of CD4 after they just had a historic election smells like disenfranchisement. I'm in Lincoln Heights though, most of which is
still in CD1 despite the verbiage of uniting with El Sereno and BH. That's fine by me, as I am looking forward to the CD1 vote in 2022. Finally, the idea that Watts is part of CD15 and not CD9 or CD8 is completely
ridiculous.
This map totally nullifies the voices of new voters in a historic election - one that saw more renters, more young people, and more people of color participate than ever before. It’s a blatant, un-democratic attempt to silence
new progressive voices in our city leadership, and we simply will not stand for it. This map can not be allowed to go into effect. It is a craven attempt to sneak in something that, if were understood by voters across the city,
would not be tolerated. It’s awful and needs to be thrown out, along with those who willed it into being in the hopes that the people of Los Angeles would not notice.
Restore council district 4 to its prior boundaries. We have an engaged district and should be a model for civic participation. The commission is acting egregiously with this proposed map.
I think it's a terrible idea. Why is koreatown being removed from CD 4? Seems to me that the voice of the large renter constituents in koreatown are being diluted by combining with CD 10. You want to give renters only
one voice instead of two by consolidating the two largest renter communities. What does it even mean when it says CD 2 or 4? Please explain this. Be transparent with why this is being done. The people deserve to know.
What is this gerrymandering bs?! Restore CD 4 immediately!
Improve the map by keeping District 4 as is. There is no basis for this redistribution.
This map does not appear to be based on any population shifts, and leaves a lot to be explained. CD4 needs to be restored. I JUST voted for my council member and feel like my entire vote is getting eliminated. Why did
we bother voting if it's just going to get redrawn in a nonsensical way? This map erases many new voters voices, including people of color, and especially younger renters who make up an overwhelming amount of the
population.
This map is absolute garbage. How can you gerrymander CD4 and 2 out of their own districts who voted for those representatives less than a year ago? Does the committee know we have the internet and can directly
compare the map layouts? All of them should be tried for corruption.
Don’t break up neighborhoods that have finally elected legitimate representatives for the first time in a long time. Undoing these recent elections of representatives with new nuclear districting would ruin grassroots civic
engagement that is crucial to a healthy community. And frankly looks very suspicious
Restore CD4
Restore CD4
2.5 is equivalent to gerrymandering the district. You can’t reconstitute the map this way
They are unclear, as they now say 4-or-2 in blue (causing elected officials to lose every single constituent) and 2-or-4 in grey (causing elected officials to only retain 29% of constituents). I voted in this election, that was
only less than a year ago. I am a Latina millennial, and the election had record number turnout for young, renting, people of color. To suddenly change the map without rhyme or reason, causing us to lose the elected
officials WE VOTED FOR, is completely immoral and unnecessary.
Do not reduce the size of my district. This is insulting and the opposite of democracy.
Restore District 4 to its previous perimeter.
I am deeply concerned about the proposed changes to our district. We voted for Councilwoman Raman to represent this district and the proposed changes feel like the council is not honoring our vote.
I am a current resident of CD 11 and former resident of CD 4. I want a Los Angeles that supports equity and diversity by ensuring that every citizen’s voice is heard. That’s why I am opposed to Map K2.5. The attempt to
cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. It’s byzantine rules, created in near-clandestine meetings, are thoroughly opaque and do not at all take into account the votes - and therefore the people
who cast those votes - in November 2020. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
This completely changes constituency and who voted for CMs in a district. I don’t support this radical remapping at all.
After reviewing the DRAFT MAP "K2.5", I believe that Shadow Hills in the northeast San Fernando Valley should not be a part of proposed District 2/4 but rather District 7 because it makes more rational sense. The
proposed DRAFT MAP "K2.5" proposes that District 2 or 4 extend from Los Feliz into Shadow Hills, this seems a little 'extreme' from the naked eye. I think that the 'Gray' area should be reconfigured into a smaller size not
to exceed into Shadow Hills. I do think that Sun Valley in District 6 should be strengthened and not decentralized. I hope that the proposed District 2 or 4 can be reconfigured into a manageable size.
Leave CD4 intact.
This map doesn't make any sense. It seems like you're trying to gain back power you lost.
This proposal is confusing and ultimately completely eliminates/redistributes our neighborhood CD-4. How can a section of the map be 4 or 2/2 or 4? And I’m writing to say us residents and voters want to save our district!
This plan needs to be explained and revised.
This redistricting is wrong and a slap in the face to all constituents in districts 2 and 4.
The proposed map is an absolute disgrace. I urge you to restore CD4 and not move forward with this plan. This is destroying our voices and the integrity of our vote.
I am dismayed by how Map K2.5 will completely move either CD 2 or CD 4 to completely new areas of the city. As a voter in CD 2, I think Map K2.5 disenfranchises my vote, as it is possible I will no longer be represented
by the Councilmember for whom I voted. I am also disappointed in how the map may change CD4 so drastically after the recent election for CD4's Councilmember, Nithya Raman, saw a historic turnout of low-income,
young, and voters of color. The commission should rethink this map, as it currently disenfranchises many voters.
Why are you contemplating decimating CD4? What demographic changes warrant this massive makeover? Is there any alternative explanation other than this is an undemocratic assault on Nithya Raman after a record
number of Angelenos chose her as their council member?
Leaving Council District 4 and 2 as unknowns in the redistricting map is incredibly confusing and also leaves the potential for one of the two councils being represented by a council member who was not elected by any of
those voters. That is unbelievable and silencing the voice of the constituents, especially given that is who's best interest is supposed to be considered.
There is a lack of transparency with how these district lines are being chosen, and how our representatives will change or stay the same. Will many Angelinos suddenly no longer be represented by the people they voted
for?
restore cd-4. Unelected commissioners should not get to redraw maps. This basically disenfranchises voters in the area by switching their representation
The map is horrible, unfair and unjust. I want to stay in CD4. I want equity, diversity and inclusiveness. SOHA and some other Sherman Oaks residents are bitter and upset about the recall that they failed to get enough
signatures for, so they have come together and have done back door deals. The map segregates many constituents. How dare the commissioners state that they want to keep the Jewish communities together..The
Armenian communities together and so forth. Are voice is being taken away due to the voter suppression that is being attempted. This is unacceptable and I will not accept the back door deals. Social justice should
matter…especially at a time like this!!
I see no need to redistrict, this is a foul misuse of power
The effective erasure of Nithya Ramen’s district is a corrupt act of voter disenfranchisement. We, the people, will not stand for it.
Don’t erase CD4, this smacks like blatant corruption. CD4 councilmember ran on a housing first and tenants rights platform and this BS plan is anti democratic and conveniently gives her tenant-heavy district to a
councilmember backed by real estate interests. Is LA ever going to take the homelessness and housing affordability crisis seriously??? CD-4 voted, and this plan erases that vote.
No one, no single person, believes that the redistricting in such a drastic and arbitrary way is ‘unrelated to individual council members’ and it just so happens that this councilmember, who had a historic win against an
incumbent, has her district erased. SHAME on you all.
Restore CD4. Erasing an entire district and group of constituents for political gain is wrong. Do not do this.
Currently, my neighborhood of Carthay Square is broken into two. This is unacceptable. Both South Carthay and Carthay Square have more in commons with each other than the surrounding neighborhoods, and should
be kept together. Additionally, I am disgusted at the attempt to force Nithya Raman off of council by moving her from her constituents. CD4 and CD2 should not be broken up in the way they have been.
It is unclear how my district will be structured and seems ridiculous an incomplete and unfinished map would be proposed
restore district 4!
Restore CD4
Restore CD4! The residents of CD4 elected Nithya Raman less than one year ago, and the current map obliterates the entire district. This is completely unacceptable.
I understand that it’s easiest to target the newest councilmember’s district, especially when those that council member was elected on the strength of younger residents, renters, and those with a history of less power and
wealth. To split up these neighborhoods so that those who campaigned for & voted for a progressive voice without the stain of the financial dealings of many now-disgraced former councilmembers seems to say that
maintaining the sort of status quo that leads to FBI investigations of our city councilmembers is more important than allowing citizens to retain the representation for which they voted.
Restore CD4 to previous.
The redistricting of CD2 and CD4 seems incredibly unclear and unproportional with consideration to current elected council members and their constituents
Restore CD4
Is the aerial tourist trap claiming to reduce traffic. What will happen to the compost facility

10/6/2021 1:34:30 Jamie Patterson

Cd4

10/6/2021 1:59:18 Adam Askenaizer

Sherman Oaks

10/6/2021 2:06:55 Rob W

CD 4 and 2

10/6/2021 3:13:08 Dmitrii Kuznetsov
10/6/2021 3:18:11 Brett sullivan

CD 4
CD4

10/6/2021 3:41:41 Kristin Miller

Los Feliz

10/6/2021 4:56:08 Osirus Polachart

Nithya Raman’s district

10/6/2021 5:02:33 Karen

2 and 4

10/6/2021 5:21:40 Javier Hernandez

Greenwood Square Community in Van Nuy

10/6/2021 5:48:45
10/6/2021 6:04:25
10/6/2021 6:07:14
10/6/2021 6:15:17

10/6/2021 6:15:56 Laura Campbell

CD 2 and 4
the redrawing of districts 2 and 4 in the Valley
East- silver lake and echo park
Silver Lake, East Hollywood, and CD4
generally
Historical boundaries of CD4

10/6/2021 6:21:52
10/6/2021 6:27:25
10/6/2021 6:36:01
10/6/2021 6:40:41

Hollywood/Beachwood Canyon
CD4 and CD2
Sherman Oaks CD 4
Echo Park

Liz C
ANGELA
julia hiser
David Jette

Caitlin Bertha
Rwang Pam
Hayley
Amelia Wilson

10/6/2021 6:46:22 Jess
10/6/2021 6:51:22 Zell Williams

CD4
CD4

10/6/2021 6:55:16 Lindsay B
10/6/2021 6:59:06 Bridget Hansen
10/6/2021 7:16:34 Michael Burns

Valley - CD4 - Sherman Oaks
Los Feliz, silver lake, van Nuys, canola park
CD 4 and 2

10/6/2021 7:21:06 Nicole Pasini
10/6/2021 7:30:15 Helen
10/6/2021 7:34:30 rebecca
10/6/2021 7:38:51 Kelly

Eagle Rock, Elysian Valley, silver lake,
hollywood
CD4 (I live in Los Feliz)
van nuys/sherman oaks
CD4

10/6/2021 7:40:40 Alexander Walden

CD4, CD2

10/6/2021 7:46:31 X. Hernandez
10/6/2021 7:48:07 Cordelia IStel

Valley
Cypress Park / Atwater Village

10/6/2021 7:57:23 Logan Leathem

Hollywood, Sherman Oaks

10/6/2021 8:05:34
10/6/2021 8:06:11
10/6/2021 8:06:18
10/6/2021 8:10:14

Brandon Johnston
Britta Rowings
Joseph Whitcher
Chris Widin

District 4
Los feliz/silverlake
2, 4
Sherman Oaks

10/6/2021 8:18:11
10/6/2021 8:20:44
10/6/2021 8:21:03
10/6/2021 8:23:32
10/6/2021 8:23:56

Brittney griffin
Tesia Meade
BENJAMIN LEIPZIG SCOTT
Jamie Garcia
Jeffrey White

CD4
Koreatown
CD4
Districts 2 and 4
Valley

This map is trash and makes zero sense, first off why don’t we have MORE districts and more opportunities for our unique neighborhoods to have representation, that we have such a lack of city council memebers due to
this shit is insane. We live in LOS ANGELES and the amount of district we need is more not this rearranging and wiping away of districts you’re proposing.
And what are you doing to cd4? Restore cd4!
restore cd2 Bc this map with entire huge sections of communities essentially getting wiped from their districts and moved to ???? screams amateur hour and seems really reeeeeeally sketchy.
This map is a ridiculous power grab and should be discarded immediately. I am proud to have a Councilmember Raman as my representative and this is a blatant attempt to remove her from office through underhanded
means. Please reject this map. Thank you.
It's confusing and ridiculous. This is clearly a power play. There hasn't been enough change to warrant altering the districts like this and it was working the way it was. Don't fix something that wasn't broken. We won't
stand for it.
RESTORE CD 4 !!!
It’s inappropriate to erase an entire district after they just voted in a candidate that represents them. Lots of renters and young people showed out to vote, and you are effectively telling them their voice doesn’t matter. This
is really shameful and unacceptable.
The current map plan decimates my district of CD4, disenfranchises it’s vital coalition of central city renters, and doesn’t even take care to assign a specific new district to my neighborhood! This plan is hasty, senseless,
and does not serve the needs of residents and voters. CD4 must be restored to its current boundaries.
The clear lack of respect for the voices of people of Nithya Raman’s district are evident in the “2 or 4” and “4 or 2” is a disenfranchisement of the people who elected Nithya Raman. It isn’t surprising considering that Nithya
is a clear supporter of renters, homeless people, and the most vulnerable in our communities. This is a clear attempt to undermine the election that was won through a narrow victory and for the council to continue to only
voice the politicians who are complicit in the violence, displacement, and exploitation of Angelenos. We are sick and tired of bureaucrats controlling democracy as a tool to disenfranchise the poor and to protect the assets
and property of the rich. That is not a democracy at all, that is authoritarian. We understand that it is not profitable to be on the side of us poor people, but please find it in your hearts to make the right decision. The maps
that you draw are going to have deep implications in the future of humanity in one of the largest populated areas of the world. Please let the world know that the future of humanity lies within how we treat the people
around us and if we continue the path of dehumanizing folks for not having a home due to the harsh realities of inequality, if we continue to go down the path of beating protestors for exercising their god given rights, if we
continue on a path towards hurting our own people, we will never progress as a society. We need to do better with this map and that means to leave as many of the constituents of Nithya Raman’s current district in her
new one.
Do not redraw districts 2 and 4. LA would be erasing and dismantling years of organizing efforts by community members to elevate the voices of historically underrepresented populations. This would be disastrous and a
complete betrayal of public trust.
Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
Why would you re-district 2 and 4? Did the constituents ask for that? What is the motivation other than to erase what those voters have asked for
Restore CD4 and leave it
Restore CD4
Erasing CD4 is wrong and undermines democracy.
Why would CD2 and CD4 become interchangeable districts?? Without a massive population shift, you cannot erase the voters of these districts. I assumed my vote in the last election was determining my representation in
my own district—it’s outrageous gerrymandering to attempt to redraw those lines or relabel districts without explanation.
I have issues on the proposed redistricting for CD4 and urge you to restore it.
The changes made are unlawful and CD4 must be restored to its previous placement.
This is insane to break up my district and erase our councilman who we actively elected! The people spoke and you just get change everything?! Hideous!
As a resident of a district that’s being redrawn I object to the proposed redistricting. First of all, with the map labels it’s unclear to me whether I would be in 2 or 4. While I would personally be thrilled for the chance to vote
for Nithya Raman as my city councilor, the new lines seem like a blatant attempt to push out a new and different voice in our city government. Disgusting! Chicanery! Very Karl Rove! Much McConnell! I knew LA city
council wanted her gone, but damn! Seems like they know they don’t have the votes to vote her out.
Map k2.5 has no legitimate basis for the amount of redrawing in districts 2 and 4. Restore CD4, the current proposal has clearly been made for political gain rather than community benefit.
What the city is doing to CD4 is a disgrace and the council should be ashamed for even considering it. The people in that district deserve the representation they voted for. The fact that the city of la is even entertaining
silencing their voices by breaking up their district shows that we are no better than the most partisan, reddest parts of this country. We should choose a redistrating map that strengthens the will of the people living in the
actual districts. Additionally, the black residents of Watts deserve to have equal representation amongst the city council as well and should not simply be shoved into a more wealthier district that has a different set of
concerns than them. The map being considered by the city council is embarrassment and you should honestly feel great shame for even entertaining it.
Please do NOT redraw CD4. You are attempting to negate our votes, and it is both wrong and deceitful.
I think the existing districts 2 and 4 should be left alone with their boundaries as is.
Please be forthcoming in your reasoning behind the proposed redistricting. It appears to be gerrymandering after a historic election which saw more renters, young people, and people of color coming forward and
participating. We have protested before, we can protest again, and bring many districts transportation routes to a standstill.
Why is Eagle rock in d14 and not 1 or 13? It seems disjointed. Why are 2 &4 unassigned and completely changing, breaking up voting blocks from the last election when there hasn't been population changes? Grey 2-or4 wrapping around Burbank doesn't make sense. Griffith Park should be in d13 where the major entrances are.
Please give us our district back (CD4). We worked hard to elect Nithya and need to know our votes matter.
i think y’all need to go back to the drawing board and try again - why would you ever move sherman oaks out of CD4? and you’re going to split van nuys? none of this makes sense
I don’t support the redistricting impacting CD4 and CD2. The alternate proposal provided by city council members for these districts would be preferable to keep the districts in tact. The current map is confusing as it leaves
the districts in the air and constituents unclear on where the districts stand.
The proposed map is terrible in its current state and must be revised to provide clarity in which district is which. YOU cannot just say “yeah we’ll see” and have tons of Angelenos potentially be silenced because of YOUR
incompetence. Take some responsibility and put some more effort into this map.
I currently will be negatively affected by the rezoning of Van Nuys. It will vastly decrease the safety of my family and my community. The districts should remain as is.
I'm concerned, deeply skeptical, and angry about the lack of transparency around the plan for CD 2/CD4. Feels like you are trying to silence a progressive, diverse coalition that challenges the city's status quo of
corruption, backroom dealing, and payouts that sacrifice the interests of communities for the sake of profit. If this is indeed the legacy of this commission at this critical moment in the city's history, shame on you. Do the
right thing and honor the voices and votes of the people of CD 4 and CD 2.
The substantial redrawing of districts 2 and 4 seems outlandish and without justifying shifts in population distribution. Both of these districts voted for council members last year. This redraw effectively disenfranchises
thousands of Angelenos.
Restore district 4!!!!
We can’t judge without knowing what is CD2 and CD4. Additionally, either way one district will lose all the constituents which seems likes it’s erasing voices.
Do not redraw districts 2 and 4
The map is only acceptable if Sherman Oaks remains a district for the councilmember the voters decided to elect. This whole charade is a gross misuse of power, and the only way it won't completely de-legitimize the city
council in my eyes is if I remain in the district of the councilmember I (and according to yard signs last year, almost all my neighbors) voted for. I voted for Nithya Raman. The recall attempt for her failed because most cd4
voters voted for her. And now this. This process is an embarrassment. Sherman Oaks should remain in CD4.
This is terrible. Restore CD4!
Restore CD 4
Restore CD4
Restore CD4; do NOT redraw districts 2 and 4.
My thoughts are that the redistricting seem designed to disrupt the influence and voices of voters in CD4. I am saddened to see the city so dramatically shuffling districts without any strong justification. If this plan moves
forward I will be extremely frustrated with our city government and intend to protest further. We deserve consistent, equitable districting.

10/6/2021 8:25:59 Susan Sanford, Carthay Square NA
President

Carthay Square is split in the map between 5
& 10

The joint neighborhood associations of Carthay Circle (CD 4), South Carthay (CD 5) and Carthay Square (CD 5) request that the proposed boundaries in the current version of the K 2.5 Redistricting Map which now
exclude the 1200 blocks of Carthay Square (Hayworth, Hi Point, Point View and Stearns) be mapped as they have been historically within CD5. The redistricting map breaks up an existing historic neighborhood.
Recently, the three Carthays joined together and submitted an application for approval into the California National Historic Registry based on our mutual historic neighborhood distinction, architectural integrity and historic
significance.
1-Unite Carthay Square in CD 5 only
We respectfully request the reconsideration of proposed redistricting of Carthay Square into CD 5 & CD 10 as this will severely impact the ability to maintain the unification of Carthay Square which received Historic
Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ) status in 2017 joining the other Carthay HPOZ neighborhoods. Remaining within the CD 5 district would allow the community to work more efficiently and uniformly together with one
council office.
2- Support National Historic Registry Neighborhoods
We request that the commission support areas of Historic Designation within council redistricting as a whole given the unique nature of these neighborhoods not only for the historic nature, but also to consider the social,
economic and cultural significance these unified areas represent. Dissecting Carthay Square into two separate Council Districts will create disparate impact on stakeholders within the community. Consideration should be
given to consolidation of other historic areas that are scattered within multiple council districts as well.
We thank you in advance to support the need to keep Carthay Square unified into only Council District 5.
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10/6/2021 8:26:22
10/6/2021 8:26:32
10/6/2021 8:27:13

Chevy Chen
Rachel Van Amburgh
Jennifer Rojas
Kameron Tarlow

CD4
CD 4
CD4 La Brea Hancock
CD4 & CD2

10/6/2021 8:30:22 Heather Sliwinski

Los Feliz/Silver Lake

10/6/2021 8:31:36 Shannon McCarthy
10/6/2021 8:34:28 Keaton Savage
10/6/2021 8:41:12 Krista A.

All in CD4
CD4
Park La Brea

10/6/2021 8:41:50 John Iadarola
10/6/2021 8:42:01 Bri Price

CD-4 and CD-2
CD4

10/6/2021 8:46:04 Steve McFarland
10/6/2021 8:48:23 Alina O

CD 4
CD4

10/6/2021 8:53:34 Pauletta Pierce

Chinatown CD1

10/6/2021 8:56:46 Josh
10/6/2021 8:57:04 Kirker Butler

Los Feliz
Silverlake

10/6/2021 8:57:35 Michael Heubel
10/6/2021 9:00:33 Zak Breckenridge

Sherman Oaks/Van Nuys
District 4

10/6/2021 9:04:43 Rachel Deblinger

Mid City, Larchmont, Fairfax

10/6/2021 9:04:45 Izak Rappaport
10/6/2021 9:05:50 Sophia Alice
10/6/2021 9:09:09 Adam Jacobson

Districts 2 and 4
CD 4 and Los Feliz
Mid-city

Do not change my representative in CD4, she represents all of us who voted for her, we do not want her to lose her seat and join a different representative.
It is absurd that this map effectively erases EITHER CD2 or CD4 and doesn’t clarify which?!? Thousands of constituents will lose the representation they elected which is fundamentally UN-democratic.
I adamantly OPPOSE being redistricted under a new council person. To be reassigned to someone who was not voted for by the people in this district is egregious and gross lack of respect for the democratic process.
You are callously decimating the voices of renters, millennials/Gen Z and BIPOC communities by essentially telling the aforementioned that the representatives they voted for in a historic election DO NOT MATTER and
you don't care about who we are. That you would even put forth this idea, without broad understanding of the implications, or even worse that you DID think of those things, shows how broken the established leadership
has been. Listen to the new voices we voted in. New ideas aren't scary, they're just new and the old ways have NOT been working for the people.
What is going on with CD4? How are we supposed to understand the map when it says 2 or 4?! There is no reason to have changed CD4 this drastically. Restore CD4. We voted for our council person and you’re taking
that away from us. Instead of being with my original neighborhood, I’m basically lumped in with Griffith Park, where no one lives. This is ridiculous.
RESTORE CD4!
The redrawing of CD4 absolutely erases so many voices. This is unacceptable. Restore CD 4.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
Maybe try not to disenfranchise voters that voted for a person who has their actual interest in mind. Stop letting private commissions determine electoral politics.
Restore CD4! The minimal changes to population show no basis for this static shift.
The current redistricting proposal is illogical and effectively erases all constituents who voted for them (less than a year ago!) from their district.
No gerrymandering! Preserve District 4 and others intact with minimal distortion of districts.
What is happening with the redistricting of CD4?? This screams back-room deal making and voter suppression- I STRONGLY urge this council to reverse the redistricting changes and RESTORE CD4 if they do not want
massive blowback from this horrendous decision. You should be better than this!! What are we supporting you for???
The new map proposes to relocate the boundary of CD1 in Chinatown from Cesar Chavez Ave & Alameda St. to Hill & Ord St. This splits our historic community into two. The new boundary separates the iconic gateway
statue, as well as many of our residents from the rest of Chinatown. Are you saying that the entrance to Chinatown is not part of the rest of the community? How can that be? Please respect Chinatown and our
community members and keep Chintown whole and in one Council District.
What is going on with the gerrymandering of Nithya’s district? It’s absurd and people are not happy about it.
You’ve eliminated my district. I worked hard to get Nithya elected and with this map I don’t even think she’d be my rep. It’s this kind of shady stuff that makes people lose faith in government. But maybe that’s the point. No
one who created this map was elected. I would be very interested to know where their allegiances, both politically and financially, lie. Restore CD4.
I would like to stay in CD4 with Nithya! I voted for her and don't want it redrawn to cancel out my vote.
The de facto dissolution of CD4 is blatant power grab intended to oust Councilwoman Raman. The lack of clarity around the redistricting of CD2 and 4 threatens to disenfranchise thousands of voters. I urge you to
reconsider the boundaries of CD4.
As a resident in Mid-city LA, my daily life crosses multiple district borders - traversing district 10, 5 and 4 on a daily basis to access school, grocery stores, after school activities, restaurants, banks, etc. I believe this area
of the city should keep many of its current boundaries to sustain its diversity and reflect the shifting voter demographic that elected current city councilmen. In particular, there seems to be no justification for decimating
district 4 and removing that district from the mid-city area completely. Connecting Bel Air to Larchmont seems to favor heavily white, single family home regions and undermine the voices of more socially, economically and
racially diverse residents in the area.
Please maintain the current boundaries of district 4 to honor the changing demographics of the city and further momentum for economic equity in this part of the city.
Horrible. The redrawing of district 2/4 is based on minimal changes in population in LA and I think it’s absurd to be redrawn. There’s no real clarity on which district is which. Fix this now!!
Why are the majority constituents who voted for Nithya Raman just one year ago no longer in her district?! Also why is Griffith Park in a different district than Los Feliz?
I live in mid-city LA and my personal, professional and family life touch upon district 10, 5 and 4 on a daily basis. From my daughter's school at Melrose Elementary, to grocery stores, after school activities, restaurants,
banks, etc. I believe this area of the city should keep many of its current boundaries to sustain its diversity and reflect the shifting voter demographic that elected current city councilpersons.
I'm most concerned by the apparent erasure district 4 as it currently stands, and removing that district from the mid-city area completely. That district represents a diverse and energized cross section of Angelenos who
turned out in record numbers to push for a new vision for the city. There's no excuse for dismantleing that. This new plan seems to connect Bel Air to Larchmont, favoring heavily white, single family home regions and
undermining the voices of more socially, economically and racially diverse residents in the area.

10/6/2021 9:12:48 Marilyn
10/6/2021 9:19:14 Terry Briggs
10/6/2021 9:19:25 Sara B
10/6/2021 9:20:07 Andrea

10/6/2021 9:24:29 Christopher Chang

Westside Neighborhood Council
Whatever TF you're referring to as 4 or 2 and
2 or 4
Echopark/silverlake/hollywood/koreatown
CD7 - Shadow Hills, Lake View Terrace,
Sylmar, Kagel Canyon, La Tuna Canyon,
Sunland, Tujunga
CD4 - Hollywood

I implore you to reconsider your plans and maintain the current boundaries of district 4 to honor the changing demographics of the city and further momentum for economic equity in this part of the city.
I want the Westside Neighborhood Council all be grouped together under a single Councilmember
It's a predictable lay-out of gerrymandering politics from unelected bureaucrats. You should all be ashamed of yourselves but you people are shameless, shifty con-artists. I'm going to be at every city function along with
others to make sure you understand you're stomping all over peoples rights.
Don't destroy CD4! There is no reason to essentially reject the results of the last election in electing one of the most progressive candidates in the cities history to city counsel. The people have spoken and ripping this
district apart appears to be a politically motivated effort to slow that progress. Please reconsider the version that just adds the rest of Koreatown to CD4!
The map, just like the other proposed maps, is a travesty. These areas are exceptionally unique based on our horse and farm animal keeping, as well as the high fire danger. We need one person to work as the voice for
our communities, one district. Splitting up these communities will present a great many logistical challenges, extra layers of bureaucracy and red tape virtually no one needs.
This does not make sense…this essentially impedes democracy. It is backdoorsy and sneaky to make it look like an official way of lessening to jurisdiction of CD4 and CD2 officials. They won fair and square and we voted
for them. Essentially you are removing areas that voted these officials into office…how is this democratic? What useful purpose does this serve???

10/6/2021 9:26:35 Paul Waters

San Fernando Valley

I support Plan K2.5 for the following reasons.
The San Fernando Valley has long been poorly represented by having an excessive number of Council Districts crossing Mulholland. It was three. The 2001 redistricting reduced this to two. The time has finally come to
make this one, and only one.
Correcting for this longstanding inequity will be the cause of disruption. So be it. The long-term gain is more than worth the short-term pain.
It was painful when “crossing Mulholland” was reduced from three to two during the 2001 redistricting. The long-term gain was more than worth the short-term pain when more of the San Fernando Valley was then
represented by San Fernando Valley residents.
It will be painful when “crossing Mulholland” is reduced from two to one during the 2021 redistricting. The long-term gain is more than worth the short-term pain when more of the San Fernando Valley will then be
represented by San Fernando Valley residents.
ONE CROSSING --- One, and only one Council District should cross Mulholland. K2.5 does this.
CAHUENGA PASS CROSSING --- The only place where a Mulholland crossing contains contiguous “communities of interest’ is the Cahuenga Pass. K2.5 does this.
LONG TERM STABILITY --- Once a “One Crosses Mulholland” redistricting has been implemented, redistricting “short-term pain” will become a thing of past. As future redistrictings will only need to adjust the boundaries
here and there to accommodate population changes. Taking the “short-term pain” now will preclude future redistrictings from having to make such disruptive changes again.
LONG-TERM STABILITY, CAHUENGA PASS --- The Council District that crosses Mulholland at the Cahuenga Pass will easily accommodate future population shifts between the San Fernando Valley and the rest of the
City. The Cahuenga Pass will always remain part of the district, while changing the ratio between the parts located north and south of Mulholland being sufficient to accommodate the shift. With some redistrictings being
more Valley, and others being more Basin. Short of major population shifts, these will be adjustments rather than wholesale changes. Thereby fostering stability.
COMPACT DISTRICTS --- The Council Districts in K2.5 are quite compact. Much more than the other options which have oddly shaped districts.
VOTING RIGHTS ACT, COMUNITIES OF INTEREST --- The proposed mid-Valley Council District contains many Latino communities of interest, with 55.7% Latino being more than enough to elect one of their own. It is
more than appropriate to create another Council District in the San Fernando Valley with this demographic.
100% MOVE, PAST PRECIDENT --- When “crossing Mulholland” was reduced in the 2001 redistricting from three to two, this triggered having a Council District move across the city. Namely, when CD-6 was moved from
the Westside to the San Fernando Valley. In short, this has happened in recent history. There’s no reason the same thing can’t happen again.
100% MOVE, REPRESENT WELL --- The mid-Valley district will need to be represented by a sitting Councilmember who does not currently represent this area. So be it. The long-term gain is more than worth the shortterm pain. When CD-6 was moved to the San Fernando Valley from the Westside in 2001, Councilmember Ruth Galanter served the new CD-6 and served it well. As was the case with Councilmember Galanter, no doubt
either Councilmember Krekorian or Raman would certainly represent this area, and represent it well.

10/6/2021 9:29:14 Jake Barker

CD 4

10/6/2021 9:31:30 Kristen Kovaletz

2 or 4

10/6/2021 9:35:59 Emily
10/6/2021 9:44:23 Courtney Davis

10/6/2021 9:46:11 Samuel Goldstein
10/6/2021 9:47:09 Russell Saladin

CD-2 vs. CD-4, COUNCIL DECISION --- My recommendation is to present map K2.5 to the City Council without making a recommendation for which district is CD-2 or CD-4. Then allowing our elected representatives to
make the determination as to which is which. This is how the decision was made in 2001 to determine whether it would be CD-6 or CD-11 that moved to the San Fernando Valley.
This map is an unacceptable and nakedly political attempt to silence voters who want compassionate, real solutions to the root problems of homelessness in LA and not to just shove the unhoused from one block to the
next to appease wealthy homeowners. Shrinking and moving CD-4 disenfranchises voters who want change. More people voted for Nithya Raman than any other LA council member in history and you want to take away
the council member they chose.

Why is it that the people in big, comfortable houses are the ones who are sleeping on the street? Why are the people who are so fortunate so mad at the unfortunate? Do they really not have enough? Why are you so
determined to shut out the people who actually care about our unhoused citizens?
The redrawing and failure to distinguish districts 2 and 4 on the map is heinous, and for what reason? Both redrawings have disenfranchised tens of thousands of voters-- Los Angeles citizens, who are now being told, by
your map, that their vote didn't really count. If they vote someone in that the political elite do not like, that the map will simply be redrawn, the rules changes, the goalposts moved. How does that motivate these people to
come vote for your candidates in the future? How does that demonstrate trust to constituents? It simply doesn't. The map can be greatly improved by not disenfranchising the tens of thousands of voters in CD2 who came
out in a historic landslide in favor of progress under Nithya Raman. By unifying her previous district, and unifying the vast Armenian population within Krekorian's district.
Proposed districts 2 & 4
I do not support the redistricting efforts that would restructure 2-4 and erase the wants of current constituents. Do not redistrict
Los Feliz/Silver Lake/Hollywood/Koreatown
I disagree with draft plan K2.5 because of how it leaves Paul Krekorian and Nithya Raman's districts unassigned, and potentially erases their entire current constituency. The dramatic redesign of their districts will
disenfranchise the voters who elected them last year, many of whom were new voters, renters, young people, and people of color. There are ways to achieve the panel's goals (e.g. placing Koreatown into one district,
consolidating some of the city’s most heavily Jewish neighborhoods) without disenfranchising the voters in Raman and Krekorian's districts. Clearly this needs to be further researched. For now, I urge you to RESTORE
CD4.
Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Larchmont, Koreatown, Collapsing or eliminating district 4 is absurd, and seems intended to change the political landscape rather than represent the voters.
Mid-City, Miracle Mile, Hollywood
Los Feliz
This map is a travesty and blatant attempt to erase the voices of voters in CD2 and CD4. After an historic election, unelected commissioners are attempting to undo the democratic process. The map may need updates,
but consolidating areas will be an erasure of voices. Keep the current number of areas to maintain the will of the people from the last election.
Secondly, do not rezone Griffith Park to allow development. Anyone eyeing that area for development is a vampire who should be removed from this city. Griffith Park is a treasure that must be protected.
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2,4

10/6/2021 9:49:16 Callie Maxson

CD4 & 2

10/6/2021 9:51:43 Tom Ceraulo

District 4
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Tamir Nadborny
Malia Schilling
David Bernstein
Tad Brown
Fred Mandel
Amy Yanow
Allyson Saunders

10/6/2021 10:10:09 Rachel Smith

Cheviot Hills HOA
Council district 4
CD-2 and CD-4
Los Feliz Oaks CD4
Encino
Hollywood Hills / Los Feliz Oaks
CD5/California Country Club Homes
Association
All

10/6/2021 10:19:01 Chase Torrence

CD4

Shame on you all for this nefarious and transparent attempt at undermining the votes of Angelenos and the desperate clawing away at our social fabric for the sake of private profit.
Gerrymandering is a partisan process to suppress the votes of minorities and it is a disgusting practice. Doesn’t seem like there’s any reason to change the districts so why not just leave them as they were? That way the
people who voted for their reps will actually get the reps they voted for, duuuuhhh that’s why they voted for them.
There were minimal changes to our population so I don't understand why such a dramatic change in our districts is happening. Seems incredibly unwarranted. It is imperative that we restore CD4 to ensure that our citizens
voices are accurately represented and heard.
CD4 needs to be restored. CM Raman received more votes than any council candidate in history, and these redistricting plans would put most if not all of her voters in a different district, which is absurd and quite frankly
unacceptable.
We would like to remain in our current group
This map is a regressive gerrymander. Voters who overwhelmingly elected a CD4 council person last year should be able to keep their elected representative. Please advance an alternative that restores CD4.
Not only is this map exceedingly confusing, either configuration effectively disenfranchises an entire district. Shameful
We need to be the voice of Griffith Park. Excluding our voice would be detrimental to our neighborhood. Griffith Park is our back yard. Literally. This map does not make any sense if you do not include Griffith Park. Thanks
I am delighted to see a new map with Sherman Oaks, Encino, Tarzana and Woodland Hills together. We Valleyites deserve to be heard as one. I hope it stays that way. Thank You!!
Breaking up Griffith Park and it's adjacent neighborhoods is a disservice to its residents and the park.
Leave CD5 as is
Stop redistricting as a way to hide your redlining tactics. PLEASE ensure all changes do not affect the people power and voting power of black and brown communities, and those with not the same income as Beverly
Hills.
Restore CD4!!!!
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General

10/6/2021 10:19:42 John Kavadas
10/6/2021 10:20:35 Emily Roberts

CD4
Silverlake, Atwater Village, Historic
Filipinotown
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CD4 Western Canyon Road
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CD 4

10/6/2021 10:23:43 Barbara Hines
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Griffith Park
East

10/6/2021 10:30:48 Brad
10/6/2021 10:32:08 Amanda Lashser

Hollywood, Runyon Canyon area
04
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Andrew
Beth
Max Craddock
Martha Haight

CD 4
Restore CD4
Valley
Cd4
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Tracy Stone
Marsh Drucker
Koko Lee
Sarah Perry

Elysian Valley
Shadow Hills
Los Feliz/current CD4
Sherman oaks
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The Valley and the LA Basin
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Loz Feliz Hills

10/6/2021 10:56:16 Kyle Parulski

Griffith Park/Silver Lake, primarily
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CD 2 and 4
CD 4
Lake Balboa
Los Feliz

Sara Reihani
Gerald Jupitter-Larsen
Natalie Jackson
Jessica Day
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Valley Glen
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CD4
Silver Lake
Valley - Lake Balboa
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CD 4
CD4

10/6/2021 11:22:56 Sean Keller
10/6/2021 11:23:02 Georgia Stahl
10/6/2021 11:23:40 Robert Krauss

2-or-4
CD4
Beachwood Drive
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CD4 (Sherman Oaks)
CD4
Silver Lake

10/6/2021 11:35:10 John H. Welborne

CDs 5, 8, 10, 11, and 13. SWAPS NEEDED.

10/6/2021 11:35:36 J. Keith van STraaten

Mid City West

This is an EGREGIOUS to eliminate progressive districts by gerrymandering them out of existence entirely and it's done in the most undemocratic way -- by unelected officials operating out of a backroom. You would think
that in a modern city such as Los Angeles they wouldn't resort to the tactics of the Texas republicans who just banned abortion but clearly the same tactics appear to be tantalizing to these people who seek to undermine
the voices of the Angelenos who voted in the last city council election. To completely eliminate CD-4 with no reason other than to undermine the power of Nithya Raman, a woman who could not be recalled legally so you
attempt to do so behind closed doors is just another way that the conservatives that ran this city government are desperately trying to cling to power and widen the inequality gap that already plagues this city. This isn't just
undemocratic, it's morally shameful.
Restore CD4! Don't destroy such an important district! This is silencing the voter and further suppressing leftist voices.
I dislike this map very strongly. I would like to restore CD-4 to its previous district status. Creating so much confusion around CD2 and CD4 keeps us constituents in the dark on this very high stakes issue. Every voter in
these distracts is being affected and you are clearly trying to jam through something that fundamentally alters our city and these districts. This is indeed a sad exercise in back room dealmaking and I urge the commission
to reconsider this drastic and confusing map. This has consequences and we reject what you are trying to do. Please restore CD2 and CD4 to their previous/current districts and STOP being so confusing.
My property line is against Griffith Park and Western Canyon Road. I have reported many fires from my property and my property is where police and fire departments make a stand in the Oaks neighborhood to fend off
fire before it hits this CD4 neighborhood. They literally park in my driveway until park fires on this side have been extinguished. I have lived in this property over 50 years. Griffith Park is part of our neighborhood and our
voices need to be heard on everything park related. Wildlife, Fire, Traffic control, Observatory, concerts at the Theatre to name a few. Please add the park back into CD4.
Restore CD 4! Are you kidding me? You’re going to take a representative away from nearly everyone—or possibly EVERYONE—who voted for her? This is not democracy. Are we Texas? Do we aspire to be? No. So do
the right thing, stop acting like Republicans and restore CD4 to its current form!
Griffith Park and the east end of Los Feliz should be in Council District 13, not 2. Residents in 13 are most impacted by the decisions made pertaining to the Park.
The current redistricting map effectively erases my district in it's current form. It's confusing and leaves the district unassigned. These new maps decimate the voices of new voters in a historic election - one that saw more
renters, young voters and folks of color use their voice. This is unacceptable and needs to be addressed.
It is far too confusing to see the district that I live in (CD4) be labeled 4-or2, and then possibly grouped with 2-or4 to the east. Can we just have CD4 restored?
Restore CD4. This is INSANE. We see what you are doing. This is full on gerrymandering. Stop it. You will be taking this rep away from the people who voted for her. Seriously, focus on real problems and stop this
garbage.
Simply put, restore CD 4! It is unfair to the thousands of Angelenos if they were to lose their voice.
Restore CD4
It is anti-democratic and morally that you are removing entire constituencies from districts 2 and 4 with little to no basis.
The redistricting of our council district four is unacceptable. How did this map even get this far? How did this map even come to pass? We just elected a new representative and now your plan is to redistrict her into non
existence?
I am very happy with the proposed map and with Elysian Valley's continued placement in CD13 with the other river-centric communities
The communities of La Tuna Canyon, Lake. View Terrace an Shadow Hills share a rural lifestyle and should be kept together
RESTORE CD4. This redistricting proposal is egregious and ignores the wills of the voters in this district.
This map is absolutely ridiculous and such blatant gerrymandering. Stop fucking with people and make the districts actually make sense. How can you essentially destroy an entire district and break it up into little pieces
like this? You’re supposed to serve the people but all you’re doing is manipulating the system
I'm firmly against K2.5 and the extreme redistricting of CM's Krekorian and Raman. This map so feels horribly undemocratic, it's the sort of textbook biased gerrymandering I read about in high school (which I went to in the
valley!).
Last week's proposed map, Map L, was much better and closer to a fair representation of the city, at least in the LA basin and the SFV. It was very frustrating to see it be tabled in committee when there were quite a few
members that didn't understand that they were voting to table it. This should be an inclusive process, and this felt intentionally and strategically opaque.
Please reconsider L and at the very least please throw k2.5 in the trash where it belongs. Not saying which district is 2 or 4 is proof this map is extreme and confusing.
Please listen to what your city has to say about this map. Vote no on it, and bring back L.
Thank you.
The residents of Los Feliz, including the hills which are adjacent to Griffith Park, are the citizens who must deal first-hand with the challenges that this landmark presents. In addition to the fire danger, which is literally in
our back yard, but also the traffic and congestion as the neighborhood through which all all vehicles must travel to enter the park via Vermont Avenue or Fern Dell Road. To exclude the park from our district, and as a
result our voice, is a glaring oversight and one that must be rectified by the decision makers.
The map that you've proposed is simply awful. How can you possibly justify taking away elected officials from the citizens who elected them? In one way or another, this would be the result of what you've proposed. Doing
so benefits no one - not the elected official, not the citizens, and not the greater public good. Surely, you're in the position where you are because you care deeply about Los Angeles and want for it to be as great as it can
be. I urge you to reconsider this plan and come up with something that serves our lovely city.
The redistricting of CD 4 makes no sense and is extremely confusing. Why split this district?
Leave CD 4 as is. There should be NO changes whatsoever.
This map is bogus. Improve it back removing this new proposed map and sticking with what already exists. Stop trying to erase our voices.
I do like that CD 13 is more compact and don't include non-neighboring communities like Sherman Oaks and Korean Town, that may have different needs. But, I think that the district should include Eastern Los Feliz and
Griffith Park. How most of Los Feliz can fall into one district but one small piece does not doesn't make sense to me. I also understand that Griffith Park borders many different neighborhoods but Los Feliz is a huge part
of the park and I think that is should either be treated as it's own entity or included in CD 13.
There is no way that my Valley Glen neighborhood, near Victory & Hazeltine has anything in common with Sun Valley or Panorama City. We should be included with Sherman Oaks, so I am in complete opposition to this
redistricting. I don't know who came up with these maps, but they make no sense.
Restore CD4. Restore CD4! This is against the will of the voters.
It is very confusing and I don't see why changes would be made at all. I would like to see CD4 restored.
We live in Lake Balboa and are very upset at the prospect of loosing our representation! We are against this redistricting map! We deserve to keep our voices and our district!!! Please do not take away our district and our
voices! Sincerely yours- The Jackson Family from Lake Balboa
Restore CD 4
I am very concerned with the proposed redistricting- it screams gerrymandering to me since it attempts to decimate a progressive community that elected a woman of color in a landslide victory who is fighting to represent
the people of our communities. I see no rationale behind the proposed changes other than to redistribute power away from what the community clearly wants and has vocalized.
It seems deliberately designed to disenfranchise voters, particularly from District 4.
Restore CD4
I am a member of district 4 and I don’t want my voice erased. I think Nithya is the right representative for our district and this is undemocratic. The reasoning needs to be clear as to why district 4 is not specified. You are
disenfranchising us with this decision
I would like to stay in Nithya's distract, as I purposefully placed my vote for her. Thank you.
It is completely unacceptable to make the proposed changes to CD4. We demand transparency around these changes and for CD4 to remain as close to its old designation as possible.
This is a blatant gerrymandering attempt by moderates like Mitch O'Farrell to take over parts of Silver Lake that have spoken clearly about wanting a progressive City Council leader. It is despicable that the city thinks they
can just redistrict after a historic voter turnout last year in which change was clearly requested by voters.
K2.5 is excellent. The proposed changes (with the ones marked "a" and "b" along internal N.C. zone boundaries allow the area below West Hollywood to remain in new CD 5 and the remainder of the Miracle Mile HPOZ to
be added to new CD5. CD 8 gets its numbers up. I'll attempt to upload three relevant PDFs.
As a member of the Neighborhood Council, I know how important it is that our community stays unified.
Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.

10/6/2021 11:35:41 Brendan Coyle

CD 4

10/6/2021 11:35:47 Cory Hunter

2-4/4-2

This map is horseshit and erases the voices of thousands of Angelenos who showed up in an historic election to vote in Nithya. You all know what you're doing and it's disgusting. Give a platform back to the people or we
will take it by force and it won't be pretty. You want another Summer 2020? Keep pulling shit like this, you soulless cretins.
This map is an indictment of the entire process and shows the need for transparency and reform. How dare unelected commissioners erase the voices of so many people. We see you. We see what you are doing.
This is, plain and simple, gerrymandering away a district that voted in a way that the commissioners didn’t like and should have no place in an open democracy. In a sane society, this level of corruption would be highly
illegal. Shame on you.
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La Brea; Melrose

10/6/2021 11:37:54 Richard Pink

CD13

I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
•Thank you for keeping the Hollywood Walk of Fame / regional center / historic core / business district intact in CD13.
•Please keep our community intact in CD-13. The communities of CD13 - like Hollywood, East Hollywood, the Sunset corridor, Silver Lake, Echo Park, the LA River communities and Atwater Village - have been together
for decades.

10/6/2021 11:38:02 Patricia Gavigan

Melrose

I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
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North Hollywood

10/6/2021 11:39:17 S Ryan

Silver Lake
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Mid-City West
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Silverlake / CD 4
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North hills cd 7 currently
Mid City West

10/6/2021 11:48:50 David Gordon

Hollywood

I'm sort of map-challenged but I understand that, for some reason, people are trying to remove all or a great many of the voters from both Districts 2 (where I live) and District 4 (where many of my area friends and
colleagues live). This is ridiculous and unneccessary as, I understand, there was no great change in the last census. I don't know whether people feel threatened by a rising star like Nithya Raman or what, but this smells
very bad.
Keep all of Silver Lake intact and do not exclude the streets north of the reservoir from the surrounding streets. This is a close-knit neighborhood that is being dissected and will affect a large portion of the population at
Ivanhoe Elementary School. It would exclude residents who are not immediately surrounding the reservoir, and create an even more insular focus on those with the highest incomes.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you
I think it's terrible. The redrawing of district 4 would eliminate the voices of an entire community - hundreds of thousands of people - that just voted last year to make changes to our district with new representation and
priorities. Restore CD 4 to it's previous map boundaries!
What is the point of splitting north hills into 3 council districts. Please make it 1 district. Please keep it the same cd7
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it will add yet another council district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It will also negatively impact the
Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street, and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and
west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
I want to thank the commission for keeping Hollywood's commercial and historic core intact and in CD 13. This will really make a difference in helping Hollywood continue its revitalization efforts. Similarly, please
consider using Franklin Ave. as the northern boundary, west of Western Ave., as this is a natural dividing line and is the current northern boundary for CD13 in this area.
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The new unclear and prejudice maps that are being proposed are terrible and will cost a lot of people to lose their voices. It is confusing and completely unnecessary. A clear power grab that is being done in the dark,
without the knowledge of most of the constituents. The proposed map should not move forward.
your attempts to erase nithya raman’s district are shocking but not surprising. if this map is approved it will just be further evidence of how corrupt and illegitimate this process and entire city government has become. this
map is an affront to representative democracy and is so blatant in its motives it’s astounding. whoever proposed this should have no place in city government. this shameless attempt to silence progressive voices will not
work.
I am very upset with this proposed map. CD4 was completely erased, and with it thousands of voters voices and input. This is extremely frustrating and clearly biased. I implore you to restore CD4.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
You are erasing the effectiveness of the vote in our district, but listing no reasons why this must be redrawn at this point. We’re also finally getting our voices heard with action and not just placated to in our district.
Keep the neighborhoods north and south of melrose in one district.
This map effectively erases CD4 which is the district I live in. This would erase the voices of thousands of Angelenos which is completely unacceptable. I would like to see CD4 restored to its original boundaries ASAP.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
The changes made to districts 2 and 4 are incredibly drastic, sudden, and undemocratic. To move a representative, who was elected by the people of certain neighborhoods, across town to instead represent people who
didn't elect them makes the Commission look stupid, morally bankrupt, and untrustworthy. And you're doing it with two councilmembers. Come back with a serious proposal.
Any of the proposed maps which all seem to separate Los Feliz and Silver Lake are out of touch with our communities. The two communities are tied at the hip and have very similar outlook/concerns in addition to being
completely contiguous. Tacking Silver Lake onto a different district doesn't make any sense geographically. We are naturally hemmed in by the geographic boundary of the park to the north and the river to the east.
Splitting the district on any other boundary doesn't make any sense at all unless you are expressly trying to diminish the voting power of a group of citizens with shared outlooks and progressive agendas.
Also, a map without explanation of the reasoning behind why lines are moving is confusing. If you could present the reasoning behind why a boundary is being moved that might help provide context for those of us
bewildered at the carving up of our home neighborhood. I understand the broader concepts behind the changes, but would appreciate the detail you are dealing with that leads you to a particular choice. We can handle
data and complexity. What we can't deal with is behind the scenes back room deals and gerrymandering. Without any additional context, none of the proposed maps pass the smell test.
Thanks for your time,
Dan Seta
2677 Locksley Place
L.A. Ca 90039
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Sherman Oaks
CD4

I'm very worried that the new CD3 does not have enough representation from higher density zoned areas. I live in an apartment complex, not a single family house, and I want my district to encompass that.
I find it incredibly suspicious that CD4 is being split into other neighborhoods when a progressive councilmember currently holds the seat, especially when you folks are asking for public comment with a map that is clearly
not finished. I strongly urge the redistricting commission to keep CD4s current borders.
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CD7 Shadow Hills

1. Shadow Hills cannot be divided up into different districts as is shown in the Redistricting map K2.5. Our community has been a recognized rural, horse keeping community for well over 50 years. The Shadow Hills
Property Owners Association (SHPOA) was founded in 1964. We have a recognized trail system throughout the community: our own Equestrian Trails Inc (ETI) Corral 20. There are numerous horse and rescue groups
located in our community. Shadow Hills has a K District overlay zone throughout, which gives added protections for horses and animal keeping lifestyles. All new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must provide trails in the
public access easements in lieu of sidewalks. Any new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must provide horse keeping set asides for the housing of horses along with wide access to those horse keeping areas. Our common
interests of Shadow Hills are those of a historically rural, animal oriented, horse keeping community. We are a diversified community with common objectives and goals.
The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
The 210 Freeway on the EAST
The Ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST
The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. This boundary does not sever off Stonehurst Ave. and the residential streets west of Stonehurst (Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Peoria, Elinda,
Hershey, and the ends of Art, Wicks, and N. Clybourne) which have historically been considered part of Shadow Hills.
2. The three (3) foothill communities (abutting the Verdugo Mountains, the Angeles National Forest and the Big Tujunga Wash) of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon must remain in one district, as they
currently are in CD7. All three rural communities have an equestrian heritage and agrarian lifestyles. All 3 communities are located in Mountain Fire districts and high fire zones. Over the years, these three communities
have developed fire protection and evacuation plans which have helped save human and animal lives and properties during our various wildfires (ie. La Tuna Canyon and Creek fires). During major floods of the Big
Tujunga Wash Lake View Terrace and Shadow Hills have worked together to provide shelter to flood victims and protect neighborhoods from flooding. There is a historical cooperation between these three communities
due to their common interests and goals. If they were to be separated into different communities, their unified voice and actions would be muted.
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3. The Foothill District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) was specifically created to represent the equestrian and agrarian lifestyles of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon. If it is split up, as is shown on
Map K2.5, the FTDNC would no longer have a unified voice in its representation of these communities. It would become irrelevant. The Commission has stated that keeping Neighborhood Councils together one of their
goals.
I'm rather confused about the possibility that my district may change completely and the fact that it's still undecided. How are there HUGE stretches on this map that may or or may not be District 2 OR 4? The fact that an
ENTIRE district may be completely eliminated and we don't even know yet is preposterous. I'm not a fan of Krekorian, but the fact that whole districts could all of a sudden be represented by council members that they
didn't even vote for is absolutely ridiculous. And the fact that a council member may just be taken out of city council because their district may not longer exist? BONKERS. Absolutely not. I do not at all approve of this
map created by people that WE DIDN'T VOTE FOR. No.
Council district 11 needs to be broken up. Our current CD person is ineffective.
BAD for Northeast Los Angeles.
ALL of Highland Park, Eagle Rock, Glassell Park, Cypress Park, Arroyo Seco should stay as one district, along with Boyle Heights, Lincoln Heights and El Sereno. This is what I and ALL my neighbors want. We do NOT
want to be lumped in with downtown which has many different, sometimes diametrically opposing, views from us including on land use, homelessness, climate change and aboriginal rights.
MUCH as the CMs may want egregiously manipulated district lines - stretching from contiguous areas in the NE that have far more in common and then looping down to ensure they each have part of downtown - that is
NOT what their stakeholders want, need and deserve.
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District 4
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Since both Councilmembers seem to be married to downtown interests, and one now wants to leave to become Mayor, let the other have downtown and give the northeast someone who will represent our current and
future interests.
Leave CDs 2 and 4. The redistributing disenfranchises thousands of Angelenos.
I'm a resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4, and I do not support the proposed map, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out
70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Silver Lake and the northern reaches of the city share almost nothing in common.
It feels like you’re attacking certain newer council members and trying to have politicians “choose” their voters
Restore CD4 and CD2, do not erase any districts.
Restore CD 4 & CD 2. Don’t erase any districts
I am constituent in the Hollywood area of Council District 4, a renter and I do not support this plan. Council Districts 2 & 4 as drawn in Draft Map Plan K2.5 will disenfranchise at least one entire district of constituents, as
they will no longer be represented by the official they elected less than 1 year ago. If CD4 is redistricted to the grey area shown it will retain 29% of its constituents, and CD2 will retain none. If CD2 is redistricted to this
grey area, then CD will retain none of its current constituents. There has been no reason or precedent given to make major geographical shifts of these two districts. This is also following the historical defeat of an
incumbent in CD4 by Nithya Raman, who now stands to have her district erased. I also would like to point out that given this unreasonable and unasked for gigantic shift in the council districts, my immediate neighbors
and myself will be given an extra chance to vote in the 2022 elections if we are redistricted to CD13. While at the same time, others in the city will lose their chance to participate in the 2022 elections if, for example, they
are redrawn into CD2 or 4, they will need to wait an additional 2 years. That means from the time that this unelected commission has made this decision, it will be almost 3 years for them to have the opportunity to have
fair representation again. This part of the Hollywood area of CD4 consists of large groups of renters, rent-stabilized units, affordable housing, Latinx families who will be denied representation at the hands of this unelected
commission. I do not support K2.5, and encourage the commission to reconsider the treatment of Council Districts 2 & 4, the elected officials of those districts, and the constituents who participated in the process to elect
them as their representatives.
I am really disappointed and outraged by this map, which effectively *erases* CD4 (Los Feliz) in its current form. It disenfranchises so many people in my neighborhood for no real reason, with no drastic change in
population growth. I urge you to restore CD4 in order to retain a majority of the district I love so deeply. If CD4 is grey, we retain only 29% of our current constituents. If CD4 is blue, we lose every single one of them. If CD2
is blue and CD4 is grey, then CD2 loses every one of their constituents. Either way one district loses *EVERY PERSON* who voted for them less than a year ago FOR NO REASON! This is unacceptable. You work for
Los Angelenos and we deserve an explanation.
The map is completely irrational in its allocation of the eastern side of Los Feliz to District 2-04-4 rather than District 13. Griffith Park separates that area from every other occupied part of District 2-04-4, resulting in no
geographic, economic, or social cohesion to the District, and causing my residence, among others, to lose any ability to have any say in those type of issues. Please be advised we will bring a class action to challenge the
redistricting as being without a reasonable basis, as is required by every legislative and quasi-legislative act, should this boundary problem not be rectified.
This map is an embarrassment. In what world does it make sense to do this to 4 and 2 and not name them? You're only offering such a ridiculous option so that the 29% of CD4 that could remain feels like a win. You're not
slick. It's pretty cool that in a notoriously vile and racist practice you all bravely decided to be vile and racist. K2.5 was illegally created and shouldn't even be on the table. And then y'all had the nerve to toss out L which
was created by the community you're trying to ignore.
Map K2.5 is completely unacceptable. As a member of CD4, less than a year ago I voted for Nithya Raman's leadership. She won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This draft
map is a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman of Color from office. It is so transparent, the council should be ashamed they are even entertaining this map. As a resident of the
Hollywood Dell area, don't cut us off from Los Feliz! We are a community. Make CD5 the bridge to the valley!
You need to so more outreach to low-income communities, especially communities of color - LA is made up of renters! Our voices should not be stifled. I support this community produced map: https://districtr.
org/plan/52876

I do not support the K2.5 plan because this is gerrymandering and either CD 2 and 4 will retain none of their constituents. CD 2 and 4 elections were less than a year ago of the residents who voted for their councilmember
will lose representation.
Map K2.5 is a hideous and anti-democratic disaster that must be rejected. It is completely incompatible with electoral fairness and would leave hundreds of thousands of Angelenos without democratically elected
representation. Substantial portions of the city would find themselves with new representatives who are totally unfamiliar with their local needs and issues, and productive relationships would be destroyed. This is truly
disgusting.
Additionally: map K2.5 splits the Melrose commercial corridor between 13 and 5 along Melrose! One of the most active shopping and tourism areas in the city would be represented by different districts on each side of the
street! That’s… like, really? How can the interests of residents and businesses in that area be handled in a situation like that?
Restore CD4 - taking away a lot of people’s voting voice is not okay
I'm a resident of Miracle Mile / Mid Wilshire in Council District 4, and I do not support the proposed map, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The
attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable.
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Koreatown, CD4

Don’t redistrict erasing constituents
The proposed redistricting map is a gross overreach by a group of unelected officials to try to disenfranchise hundreds of thousands of LA voters for what is undeniably political motivations. Not only did I vote for my CD4
city councilwoman, I canvassed for her for months and personally spoke with hundreds of her constituents to make local politics more accessible to every Angeleno and empower my neighbors to realize their voice
matters. To unilaterally decide that these thousands and THOUSANDS of voters cannot vote for their incumbent based not on justifiable demographic changes but instead on partisan politics is a disgusting authoritarianlevel exploitation of your appointments. Either explain how this poorly veiled power-grab makes any sense with concrete, relevant justification or leave the civic fate of CD4 to its constituents and walk away.
This is a shameful attempt to gerrymander Nithya Raman out of her seat. There is no meaningful population shift to justify this. Restore CD4 in its current form and start this process from the beginning, with insights from
the residents of Los Angeles and CD4 FROM THE BEGINNING. That this map was made in a shady backroom deal is unconscionable. YOU WORK FOR US, NOT THE OTHER WAY AROUND.
Do not divide Melrose by north and south; west of La Brea should be district 5 not connected to the east with district 13
Restore cd4...this is voter suppression if not. You are erasing the voices of an entire neighborhood who voted for a Candidate with these redistricting maps. You don't change the rules after you lose, that's childish and
unethical.
You can restore CD4! It doesn’t make any sense to remove constituents from a council member in this egregious way with such minimal population shifts. And I don’t know how you’re proceeding with a map that has two
vast swaths left up in the air! Unbelievable. This Council continues to let the city down.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
As it stands, the map seemingly either greatly reduces or eliminates CD 4. Is is untenable. CD 4 and it's representative extent must be preserved.
Restore district 4 to previous
You are disenfranchising my vote with this obscene and corrupt map. I demand an end to backroom deals, and the resignations or removals of Chair Fred Ali and Richard Katz from this committee. Your actions to
destroy CD4, and to perpetrate a backroom recall of our council member Nithya Raman, duly elected by the citizens of CD4, is disgusting. This committee, made up of un-elected members, should not have the ability to
destroy council districts and communities like this. Get these corrupt clowns out of here. The people of Los Angeles have no confidence in this redistricting committee. We need a transparent committee that isn't trying to
recall council members by drawing their voters out of their districts. Map K2.5 is a complete disaster and a non-starter. Shame on Chair Fred Ali and Richard Katz. We see what you are trying to do and it won't stand.
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA."
"Support diversity and equity."
"Don't wipe out the current District 4.
The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need Diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4! Nithya
Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This draft map is a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman of Color from office.
Make CD5 the bridge to the valley!
Do more outreach to low-income communities, especially communities of color!
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CD4
Shadow Hills

I like the diversity represented in CD4 and CD13 in this community produced map https://districtr.org/plan/52876
This map seems like an abuse of power. Why is this happening? Why is this necessary? Keep CD4 the way that it is. We elected Nithya Raman and we want our voices heard.
Hello,
I LOUDLY AND FIRMLY object to the current redistricting map that splits up my beloved community of Shadow Hills. It seems that the needs of the neighborhood councils are being totally ignored in the several ways that
Shadow Hills has been carved apart in most of the previous
You are attempting to dilute our voices and ignore the unique needs of this tight knit community!
KEEP SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON in the same CD!!!

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes in the Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on
these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Really, you must not tear apart the voices in the communities of Shadow Hills and Lake View Terrace.
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District 4
Sherman Oaks

Terri Mando
10525 Ormond St
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
The redistributing of CD4 reads as a blatant attempt to remove and silence progressive councilmembers, and to divide and diminish the impact of progressive voices living in those areas. I strongly protest this proposed
redistricting.
The POSITIVE is that K2.5 includes Los Feliz with our nearby communities of interest (Atwater, Silver Lake, East Hollywood, Hollywood). The NEGATIVES are that a large portion on the east side of our neighborhood
(near Riverside Drive and Rowena Reservoir) have been excluded from the new district, AND since Los Feliz residents are the most highly impacted by Griffith Park, the Park MUST be included in a district with Los Feliz.
This map seems strange at best and nefarious at worst. I’d like to keep my council member and this map would prevent that. I’m strongly opposed to it.
The proposed map inexplicably severs Griffith Park and a portion of Los Feliz from CD13 and includes it into District 6. While I appreciate Los Feliz being grouped with adjacent neighborhoods such as Silver Lake and
East Hollywood, placing Griffith Park and portions of Los Feliz into another district would be an absolute mistake and simply doesn't make sense from geographic and community advocacy standpoints. The primary entry
points to the points and surrounding infrastructure to the park are geographically in Los Feliz and its interests are advocated for and represented by the Los Feliz Neighborhood Council and Los Feliz stakeholders. We
should continue to be a part of this decision-making process. I strongly encourage planning to redraw the map to reflect Griffith Park's inclusion with the community of Los Feliz. Thank you!
Bad! STOP REDISTRICTING TO GET RID OF PROGRESSIVE CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS
This is truly horrible and makes no sense! You are completely uprooting Nithya Raman’s district- MY council member who I voted for. She had a historic level of voters and not you want to take away all of her
constituents??? Where is the logic? Nithya is the first candidate who made me follow local politics. I volunteered for her campaign because I believe in HER. Please do not take that away from us.
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I am a Los Angeles native and current citizen. This map draft is RIDICULOUS! How could you draft a map where CD4 either loses 70% or 100% of its current constituents?! This is an affront on our democracy. The people
of Los Angeles deserve to have their voices heard. Please RESTORE CD4 so it retains a majority of the constituents it currently represents. Anything less would be a disgrace.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
CD4
Whether intentional or not, the redrawing of the majority of CD4 is a blatant gerrymander that completely erases the voices of residents who elected Councilmember Raman who earned more votes than any councilmember in Los Angeles history. In addition the failure to draw CD4 with a compact boundary that includes intact neighborhoods is another huge failure of the process that yielded this monstrous shaped district. Logically
speaking, anyone can see the shape of this district in particular, but others as well, do not keep with principles outlined by the lanes governing redistricting. The outcome of this process is a disservice to residents of CD4
by reducing the collective power of residents to advocate for their neighborhoods. As someone living in 90046, I have little awareness or camaraderie with residents of Shadow Hills. I imagine they feel the same about me.
CD5/CD10 boundary (Faircrest Heights, South I am a Los Angeles stakeholder who is closely following the redistricting process. I have detected what appears to be an error in the map lines going from Map K Corrected to Map K2. The error is along the CD5/CD10
boundary between Crescent Heights and Cochran. There are a number of differences between the two maps. Between Crescent Heights and Fairfax the boundary moved from Pico to Packard. The Wilshire Vista
Carthay, Carthay Square, Wilshire Vista,
neighborhood east of Little Ethiopia is split in a different way. And the line between Olympic and San Vicente shifts from Hauser to Cochran.
Miracle Mile)
None of these changes are reflected in the video of the 9/27 meeting. You can see the commission making other changes assisted by consultant Paul Mitchell, like moving the Westside Village area of the Mar Vista
Community Council into CD11, but there is no trace of this CD5/CD10 border edit.

10/6/2021 13:27:17 Elizabeth Thurmond
10/6/2021 13:27:29 Joshua Richmond
10/6/2021 13:27:42 luke kim

Miracle Mile, Park La Brea, Larchmont,
Hancock Park, Koreatown
CD4
The current neighborhoods within Council
District 2 and 4

10/6/2021 13:29:33 Jefferson Saylor

District 4

10/6/2021 13:30:57 Hazel Chun
10/6/2021 13:32:10 Tanya Ward Goodman

Koreatown
Los Feliz

10/6/2021 13:34:22 Jennie Kress

Silverlake, Los Feliz

10/6/2021 13:35:31
10/6/2021 13:39:24
10/6/2021 13:40:45
10/6/2021 13:53:17

Los Feliz
Los Feliz
CD 4
Melrose Village

Michelle Stockwell
Jean Ho
Jenna
Bonnie Pastor

10/6/2021 13:57:57 Brandy Barber

10/6/2021 13:58:05 Claire
10/6/2021 13:59:52 Anne-Marie Johnson

I'm speaking specifically on the East
neighborhoods, where I am a resident and a
voter. However I am concerned about the
entire plan.
Los Feliz
Silver Lake

10/6/2021 14:04:07 Dan Arrigo

Mid-City / Fairfax / Melrose

10/6/2021 14:07:12 Jack McCurley

Fairfax District

10/6/2021 14:11:05 Mariel Sena
10/6/2021 14:12:24 Lisa-Beth Harris

CD4
CD5

10/6/2021 14:17:37 Jacob Reed
10/6/2021 14:19:41 Craig Rich

CD4
West Los Angeles

10/6/2021 14:23:12 Alisa Finsten

Jewish community

I spoke with Tanea Ysaguirre, staff member with the Commission yesterday, and walked her through these differences, which she acknowledged. She also acknowledged that if a change wasn't made at the 9/27 meeting,
that it should not have been incorporated into the K2 map. She further acknowledged that assuming I'm correct, the map would need to be corrected prior to the public hearings starting tonight.
The map can be improved by maintaining Council District 4 as it is currently drawn, so that our communities — economically and culturally diverse communities — can be represented fairly as we voted for in the most
recent City Council election.
Please don't redraw CD4, it will disenfranchise everyone who just elected a new representative. Leave it intact with the current community of voters
It is patently odd to create a map that only drastically changes two council districts’ boundaries and demographics, despite the fact that numerous other current council districts were more affected by population count and
undercounts. Not only that, but to subject hundreds of thousands of current constituents into completely new districts, and to have a new councilmember that has never worked within their neighborhoods is disorienting
and chaotic. The positive moves of uniting certain constituencies and neighborhoods into their own districts should not have the distraction of a completely detrimental redistricting that displaces so many and creates a
white-dominated district in CD3. We need a different map.
You can improve this map by setting it on fire and starting over. In case you are somehow unaware of this fact, most politically active Angelenos under the age of 40 view the City Council as a corrupt institution that
prioritizes self-interest, wealth, corporate priorities, and political power above the "care of human life and happiness" – which Thomas Jefferson called the first and only object of good governance. Counsel Member
Raman, who the current map baldly attempts to sabotage, is the one bright spot among you. She is the lone person who seems to be in touch with and advocating for the common person who has no particular political
leverage. It is one thing to disagree with her, but is quite another to pretend that her voice does not speak for a large portion of the L.A. population. The entire point of democracy is to make policy by let competing interests
interact and compromise. This does NOT mean silencing the opposition through political gamesmanship or disenfranchising voters. To the contrary, City Council should be a place where as many Angelenos as possible
have someone advocating for their viewpoint. This is the only path to regaining the public trust in this beleaguered institution.
And to the extent you actually, genuinely believe that it is a good counterargument to say "you are making something our nothing, we didn't intend to sabotage Ms. Raman," I think you need to take a moment of sober
reflection and consider the possibility that perhaps you have slowly become wildly out of touch and staggeringly tone deaf.
Please restore cd4. Eliminating cd4 would silence the voices of everyone in that district who voted last year. This redistricting has felt secretive and very confusing (by design) to constituents.
I believe it is urgent to include Griffith Park within the Los Feliz boundary of the newly drawn district map. The Los Feliz community, including the LFIA and other community groups have long been active stewards of the
park and worked hard to preserve and protect this treasured open space. In addition, I am quite perplexed to find my own property in the small section sliced from greater Los Feliz and extending west to the Hollywood
hills and north into the valley. While I'm grateful to be connected in this way to my beloved Griffith Park, I find it unsettling to be referred to as "either 2 or 4" and dislike the uncertainty over whether my elected
representative will, indeed, still represent my interests once the dust has settled on this redistricting. I would very much appreciate a period of greater deliberation on this project. Griffith Park is a treasure and its protection
and preservation should not be taken lightly.
This is disenfranchisement and invalidates the results of a recent election. We deserve clarity on which district is which (2 and 4). We also deserve more clarity from our Commission on the data that was used to support
these changes.
We want Griffith Park and the small portion of Los Feliz containing Rowena Reservoir to REMAIN in the same district as Los Feliz.
I voted for Nithya, to represent district 4 — I would like more clarity for redrawing the district lines.
CD4 needs to be restored.
Keep Melrose Ave. between LaCienega and LaBrea in same district. It should be part of the district from the West Hollywood City border on the north going south to be part of the Beverly/Fairfax neighborhood. There are
many sound reasons for this. Some of my neighbors are going to share the many reasons to do this.
I am strongly opposed to this redistricting. It is being rushed and it does not seem to make sense. I feel this is an effort to split up voters in districts that place value on progressive politics to better allow those that what to
profit off of explorative real estate expansion. This reeks of backroom politics and I'm concerned that it will further strip the rights of working class voters like myself who live in this city.

Restore the map as it was.
The confusion of which district would cover Griffith Park needs to be clarified. I strongly recommend that the boundary of CD13 and CD4 in Silver Lake be clarified. The north east/west boundary should be determined by
Rowena Ave. Anything south of Rowena and east of south/east of Griffith Park Blvd should be in CD13. (Angus, W. Silver Lake Drive, Shawdowlawn, etc) Please take note: Silver Lake is two words. Not one word. Please
correct the spelling on all of your correspondence.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
Restore CD4
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
Restore CD4
Efforts to “tweak” Map K2.5 should not remove our area from the greater Westwood community to our north. We are and have always been joined as a single community. Map K2.5 preserves the unique histories,
experiences, and interests of Westside communities, and provides the greatest probability of our community being effectively served and represented by elected officials.
We strongly support a map that keeps the Jewish community together on the westside including the neighborhoods of Fairfax, Beverly grove, Pico Robertson, Beverlywood, Cheviot Hills, rancho park and specifically will
unite the orthodox community in Hancock Park with the rest of the community on the city side of the hill in CD 5. This has been the historic core of the Los Angeles Jewish community since WW II and should continue to
be and in one Council district.
The Jewish community including our communal and cultural institutions have common social and economic interests and unique needs including in security and religious observances and therefore should be united.
We understand that there may be modifications to this map to address concerns in other districts and communities. We urge this Commission to avoid dispersing any community of interests to the extent possible in this
process. We support a transparent and equitable redistricting process for all.

10/6/2021 14:27:03 Lindsay Leaver

Westwood South of Santa Monica (WSSM)
Boulevard HOA and Westside Neighborhood
Council (WNC).

I live in West LA and am a member of Westwood South of Santa Monica (WSSM) Boulevard HOA and Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC).
Following the Commission's meeting last week I wanted to offer my further opinions following the discussions at that meeting. I favor Map K2.5 which would keep our existing WSSM and WNC areas in one council district
and respect current boundaries. It is so important that since our community functions so well at present because of our many shared interests that we should preserve this relationship and boundaries; thus honor the
Commission's Core Purpose and Criteria. I would not wish to see any alterations to map K2.5 which would divide the current close greater Westwood community and separate us from our neighbors to the North. Map K2.5
respects the greater Westwood community past and present and preserves our future as a close community which would allow all our interests to be best served.
Thank you for your time and consideration. I know this can't be an easy task for the Commission to undertake and I do hope the opinions of residents who live in the community and whom will be affected by the changes
are given sufficient weighting in the consideration process.
Warm regards

10/6/2021 14:28:36 C.R. Campbell

CD2/CD4

10/6/2021 14:28:46 Peter B Ellis

Hollywood Hills/The Oaks/Los Feliz Oaks

10/6/2021 14:34:02 Julie McClure

Shadow Hills/Sunland

10/6/2021 14:35:04 Caroline
10/6/2021 14:35:08 Kevin Burnside
10/6/2021 14:40:19 Meghan Choi

All of them
CD4
The current council district 4

10/6/2021 14:42:50 Austin Melrose

10/6/2021 14:43:31 Samantha
10/6/2021 14:45:10 Jonathan Matz

Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose
and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood
Border, so the entire neighborhood council
stays unified.
Restore CD4
Reseda, Silver Lake, Los Feliz,

10/6/2021 14:45:19
10/6/2021 14:46:47
10/6/2021 14:53:12
10/6/2021 14:55:57

CD4/Koreatown
Valley
Los Feliz
District 4

Naomi Lew
Cerise Castle
Jenna Perlstein
Jennifer Ho

10/6/2021 14:58:29 Maija

CD 2-or-4, CD 4-or-3 and CD 13

10/6/2021 15:00:07 Carter Moon

Council District 4

10/6/2021 15:02:05 Gracen Armendariz
10/6/2021 15:03:19 Vini Marques

Restore CD4
Mid-City West

10/6/2021 15:06:26 Melody K.

Los Feliz

Lindsay Leaver
To quote Kerkorian this map is a “sad exercise in backroom deal-making.” Democrats must hold themselves to the highest standards and object to gerrymandering. This map effectively erases the voices of voters who just
a year ago voted in either CD2 or CD4 depending on the final map.
The map as presently drawn splits our community, "The Oaks", between two council districts, a terrible design and not in the neighborhood's interests. As drawn the boundary between CD4 and CD13 is along Foothill,
Briarcliff and Verde Oak drives, and splits "The Oaks" into two. Our neighborhood association, The Oaks Homeowners Association, boundaries of Ferndell to the west and Canyon Drive to the east, has been recognized
since the late 1980s by council offices, and later the neighborhood council as the representative group for our community. Ours is a very small, and uniquely close knit community, with years of history of community events
like our annual Halloween walk, end of year party, and summer picnic. As a neighborhood we've worked with our local council office for successful measures like The Oaks Hillside Ordinance, the building of a second,
updated playground in the Bronson Canyon entrance to Griffith Park, and the installation of a traffic circle at the intersection of Canyon and Bronson drives. Our trash pick up is on Friday, different from Los Feliz, but lined
up with the rest of Hollywood. Further, the post office itself acknowledges us as a singular community, drawing the line for our zip code and delivery service to keep us an intact community. Please follow the lead of of LA
Sanitation and the USPS, and adjust the boundary so that CD4 will continue along Franklin to Western, then up Western to Ferndell Drive, to keep our community from having to constantly call to different council districts
for whatever help we need, and to ensure our community concerns are clearly heard.
Please keep Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon kept together in one district, preferrably CD7.
The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon and Sylmar, currently in CD7.
Our entire area shares common interests, history, horsekeeping, and rural lifestyles. We also work together to address our existence in a high fire zone.
The Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council(FTDNC) has been highly effective in helping to balance our local needs with political needs, if CD7 changes, our ability to work together as a cohesive community with
common interests will be diminished.
Please reconsider the K2.5 map and replace the entire community of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD-7.
Thank you for your time and attention.
The map is fine how it is
This map proposal is awful! You must restore cd4!
I am passionate about civic engagement and spent hundreds of hours talking to voters in district 4. They democratically chose and elected councilmember Nithya Raman to represent them. It is appalling that the
commission is looking at single-handedly disenfranchising these voters of their elected official. Council district 4 vastly expanded the electorate in 2020. This move to pull most constituents out of her district is wildy
undemocratic and shameful.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea!

Restore CD4, stop gerrymandering
This is a horrible map. It disenfranchies 100% of the residents of either CD 2 or CD 4, and 75% of the residents in the other. Keep Los Feliz whole with the Hollywood area and Hollywood hills, and do not disenfranchise
Armenians in the East Valley. Further, this map goes out of the way to create a district that is more than 70% white for Bob Blumenfield, demonstrating racist intent.
The arbitrary reassignment of Koreatown out of CD4 and the gray unknown sections of the map are absolutely unacceptable.
This is a terrible map that will gerrymander out the voices of low income people and renters. I reject this map.
The Rowena reservoir and Griffith Park should remain as part of Los Feliz district.
Why does the map say District 2 or 4? This proposed map essentially erases District 4 in its current form. I ask that you restore District 4 in order to retain a majority of the district that is already in place and whose elected
leader Nithya Raman has been doing fantastic work.
1) How can you put this map forward for approval when there are two districts that don't even have their final number attached to them? 2) Why, given the relatively minor change in population totals after the most recent
census, has the existing CD4 been pieced apart in this current map? Please offer a thorough public explanation for this because otherwise, it looks merely like political gerrymandering.
I do not want to see Nithya Raman gerrymandered out of her district. The renters and diverse communities of color that swept her into the council with the most of votes in city council history deserve to be represented by
her at least until the end of her term. This is a craven, political backstabbing to neutralize a councilmember for having the audacity to suggest that the city council could work for the benefit of all Angelenos and not just the
wealthy. Shame on this body for so brazenly using this opportunity to crush an elected official representing the interests of so many working people.
The map is confusing and splits up CD4 unnecessarily. Nithya Raman was JUST elected by that district. The district needs to be restored.
I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council district to Mid City West
Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street, and one on the south side
of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
Thank you for selecting Map K2.5 instead of Map L. I would like to submit the following change requests:
1. PLEASE keep Griffith Park with Los Feliz in the proposed District 13; this request would not impact either population numbers or diversity numbers, but simply keep a community together. Griffith Park is an integral part
of our neighborhood, and many of us consider ourselves the park’s caretakers. Many residents volunteer with the various charitable organizations that work with the park. We derive some of our community income directly
from the park’s activities, but we also feel the impact of negative activity in the park. We are the ones that deal with the fire risk, we deal with the increased traffic and old infrastructure, and we deal with the sick and injured
wildlife that come down into our community. Removing Griffith Park from Los Feliz would be like removing a limb.

2. Please keep our community together. Map K2.5 has an odd tail on the southeast corner that puts a few of our residents into a district where they live miles from anyone else in that district. I am hopeful that if we keep
Griffith Park with us, this issue will also be resolved.

3. Please do not allow political games to affect your decisions. You have repeatedly stated that your goals are not political. Now council members are playing politics with the map to undo the work that you have done by
creating representative districts that aren’t gerrymandered in one politician’s favor. You will never make everyone happy; please do what is best for the city and the communities within it.
10/6/2021 15:08:15 Nancy and Richard Marks
10/6/2021 15:09:47 Inga Stanelun

MAP K2.5 WSSM and WNC in one council
district
Studio City

10/6/2021 15:12:04 Chris Cohen

Los Feliz

Please do not split our district!
I voted for Paul Krekorian less than a year ago..... The proposed action to move Studio City into Ms. Raman's district right after an election is essentially nulling voters' choices for who represents them. I did not vote for
Nithya Raman. I do not support moving Paul Krekorian out of Studio City, and I do NOT support moving Studio City out of it's current district.
Restore district 4! This new map is trying erase a district that spoke out loudly in favor of renters’ rights and supporting our unhoused citizens. I do not accept this new zoning proposal which erases Nithya Raman’s
district!

10/6/2021 15:17:24 Jesse Alson-Milkman

Koreatown, Los Feliz, Hollywood

10/6/2021 15:17:52 Thomas Strauser
10/6/2021 15:21:59 Sarah Lance
10/6/2021 15:22:01 Jeff Borden

Hollywood
Council district 4
CD-2 and CD-4

10/6/2021 15:23:25 Jackie A
10/6/2021 15:28:05 Suzanne Wenzlaff
10/6/2021 15:30:50 Diana Chang

Los Feliz/ Griffith Park
Los Feliz
Los Feliz

Map 2.5 is horrendous. It removes my part of Koreatown (one block west of Western, just north of 8th Street) from the rest of the neighborhood while pretending it's keeping Koreatown together. It keeps us with the rich,
white neighborhoods to our west (and adds us to more such white neighborhoods in CD5) while removing us or continuing to keep us separate from the neighborhoods we have the most in common with--KTown proper,
Hollywood, East Hollywood, Thai Town, Filipinotown, Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Echo Park. It unites the bulk of Koreatown, yes, but it keeps it in a separate district from Filipinotown and Thai Town. It removes Griffith Park
from having the same representation as Los Feliz despite the fact that everything that effects Griffith Park effects Los Feliz as well. It carves off a completely arbitrary chunk of Los Feliz and Silverlake to put into CD4 solely
to keep the current councilperson in district while still excluding from CD4 the vast majority of the 70,000 people who voted for that councilperson. It puts the part of what is currently CD3 that is not well off and is not white
in a new area that will not get to vote for another seven years, while keeping the rich and white parts of CD3 in the district, allowing them to vote next year. It was approved in a an hoc meeting a chunk of the
commissioners didn't even know existed. It is undemocratic in creation and in form, and needs to be replaced with a map that actually keeps the like-minded communities of central LA together.
Terrible. Why are you changing districts despite minimal population changes? This should not move forward - it seems like a brazen attempt to subvert the will of voters by crooked back room officials.
I do not support the gerrymandering of Council District 4 and stripping councilwoman Raman of her constituency.
This map represents an undemocratic, back room, corrupt process meant to eliminate the constituency of Nithya Raman. It disenfranchises members of CD-4 and destroys the confidence in our government to act based
the will of the people. Do not pass this map. Re-draw it without this massive discrimination.
Griffith Park and the area around Rowena Resevoir should NOT be excluded from Los Feliz/Silverlake
Include the small piece of Los Feliz East and Griffith Park including Griffith Park Community Center on Riverside Drive
I do not support the proposed map draft map that removes my neighborhood, Los Feliz, from CD4 and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park.
Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This draft map is a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman of Color from office.
The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need Diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4!
I like the diversity represented in CD4 and CD13 in this community produced map https://districtr.org/plan/52876 This is your chance to do more outreach to low-income communities, especially communities of color!

10/6/2021 15:34:35 Nicholas

CD4

10/6/2021 15:39:01 Susan Klein

Franklin Canyon

10/6/2021 15:39:37 Arturo Gomez
10/6/2021 15:43:30 Cecily Jackson-Zapata

10/6/2021 15:44:11 Amelie Cherlin
10/6/2021 15:44:49 Jessie Rushing
10/6/2021 15:44:56 Eric Dern
10/6/2021 15:47:35 Nick H.

The gerrymandering of CD4 that's happening must stop. The makeup of the district hasn't changed much in 10 years yet the changes being proposed just happen to COMPLETELY divide rich from poor, renters from
owners, and Councilmember Raman from the record number of constituents who turned to to vote for her.
Council District 5/Area J on map 2.5 should be extended to include Franklin Canyon so it can remain in the same district as its Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with which it shares
community interests -- fire risk, land use issues and public services such as fire and police. Area O on map K2.5 connects Franklin Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with Franklin Canyon.
Unlike much of District O, Franklin Canyon does not contain businesses but rather only canyon dwellers confronting fire and Santa Mountain and hillside issues.
Too many to list, confined to current CDs 1, 2, K2.5 is a terrible gerrymander which dilutes minority votes in general in CD 13 and Asian votes in the bridge district centered in North Hollywood CD 2 or 4. Map L should be the draft map, not K2.5.
4, and 13
Mid City West/Melrose BID
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
Los Feliz
As a resident of Los Feliz, I don't support this map. This map displaces 70% of my current district in a blatant attempt to undermine a progressive councilmember.
CD4
What do you mean 2 or 4? You don't get to eliminate CD4 because you don't like how that district is voting. Putting chatsworth and silver lake in the same district is stupid, sure separate the valley if they want to be their
own, but you don't get to just eliminate 4, wtf?
Los Feliz
I do not support map K2.5, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown
As a long-time Asian resident/voter living near Thai Town and Filipinotown, I strongly object to any redistricting that would divide up the city council representations of these 2 historic Asian American communities, making
it much more difficult for these highly marginalized and economicly-challenged communities to have a collective voice with their city council representative.
The Thai and Filipino communities historically have been culturally-enriching members of Los Angeles' wonderful diversity. Please take this into consideration and don't implement any actions to dilute their political voice
and contribution when redistricting.
Thank you.

10/6/2021 15:48:22 Benjamin Wilson

CD 4

10/6/2021 15:48:55 Charles Jensen

The ambiguity of districts 2 and 4

10/6/2021 15:52:14 Grace

CD4

10/6/2021 15:52:50 Kylie Sparks

CD4/Sherman Oaks

10/6/2021 15:56:38 DAN GORDON

North Hollywood

10/6/2021 15:59:17 Donald Duckworth

Melrose Avenue between La Brea & Fairfax

10/6/2021 16:01:48 Shakeh Boghoskhanian
10/6/2021 16:03:16 Stephanie Cervantes

The redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4
USC area - mid city (Washington and union)

10/6/2021 16:04:39 Arlet Shirvanian

Current Districts 2 and 4, North Hollywood

10/6/2021 16:04:42 Debi Graboff

Jewish Community

10/6/2021 16:04:52 Angel Zapata

Mid City West/Melrose BID

--Nick H.
Do not redistrict CD 4. There is absolutely no reason for this change and it ends up splitting communities in unnecessary ways. Sherman Oaks and the neighborhood that is currently represented by CD 4 is very
geographically unique and infrastructurally distinct. It makes perfect sense why it was formed. Do not alter CD 4. And I'll ask that you spend a great deal of time in that neighborhood to try and understand the wisdom
behind why it was created, as such.
These changes acting on districts 2 and 4 do not make sense, and they disenfranchise a majority of voters who selected their council member. While some drift in direct lines is reasonable and expected, there is no
justification for such a drastic impact on a si game council district.
As a resident of CD4, I do not support the chopping-up of our district into an unrecognizable new district despite demographics having not changed. Los Angeles people need and deserve diverse, balanced, representative
districts. The maps seem to keep getting more and more nonsensical when it comes to CD4. Stop the disenfranchisement. Stop the gerrymandering.
As someone who is a tenant in Sherman Oaks, The fact there is essentially a backdoor recall of Nithya Raman to erase tenants from CD4 is appalling. I want our districts to actually protect tenants, and Map K2.5 is not it.
The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4. Nithya
Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This draft map is a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman of Color from office.
If you are to remove Sherman Oaks from CD4, Make CD5 the bridge to the valley, but do more outreach to low-income communities, especially communities of color!
We like the diversity represented in CD4 and CD13 in this community produced map https://districtr.org/plan/52876
Removing a district is anti-democratic. I'm incredibly disheartened by this attempt to reduce the current city council districts. Already, the districts are too large for council members to reasonably represent and respond to
constituent requests and needs. We need more council districts, not less.
The Melrose Avenue business improvement district should NOT be split down the middle of Melrose Avenue, which would place 2 sides of the same street in different council districts. Make the boundary at Waring or
Willoughby or another less negatively impactful location.
CD2 should not be put in different districts to avoid disenfranchising the Armenian community, specifically of North East Valley
It is unacceptable to create a map and leave two areas “grey” or by providing a CD2/CD4 assignment to Mid City. Making the proposed changes would leave our area without the constituents that were voted for, and by
the people!
CD2 should NOT be put into different districts. Armenian Americans represent a large minority in LA and would like to make sure that communities like North Hollywood remain intact and our voices are represented
properly, specifically in North Hollywood. I'm against the redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4.
We strongly support a map that keeps the Jewish community together on the west side including the neighborhoods of Fairfax, Beverly Grove, Pico Robertson, Beverlywood, Cheviot Hills, Rancho Park and will unite the
orthodox community in Hancock Park with the rest of the community on the city side of the hill in CD5. This has been the historic core of the LA Jewish community since WW II wen should continue to be in one Council
District. The community has common social, economic, and security issues and should be United. We urge the Commission to avoid dispersing any community of interests.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.

10/6/2021 16:07:23 Nanci Ellis

The Oaks

10/6/2021 16:08:04 Jill A

North Hills East

10/6/2021 16:08:47 Annette Damadian

Districts 2 and 4

10/6/2021 16:09:53 Ryan Egan

Toluca Lake

The proposed map would split our community, "The Oaks", between two council districts (between CD4 and CD13). What's the big deal about this? The big deal is that our neighborhood has had many joint efforts in order
to handle traffic, quality-of-life, and safety issues that affect the neighborhood as a whole. The idea that we would have to reach out to two different districts to accomplish one thing is horrendous. Let's take our
neighborhood Halloween walk as an example. It travels through a large swath of the neighborhood, the streets are closed to traffic and neighborhood volunteers assure safety (I can't remember if a police department is
involved). Now, what if one council district decides to put in place different rules for this from the other council district? What if they say we can't shut the street and the other district says we can? Does half the Halloween
walk have kids dodging cars and the other half doesn't? Does it get moved so that it's fully in a district that allows the streets to close? Does that mean suddenly that one half of the neighborhood is favored by better or
different rules? Or is it just that our neighborhood volunteers have TWICE the work when they want to get anything done because they have to call two separate offices and speak to two different office representatives who
might not know what the other wants? The proposed boundary between CD4 and CD13 is along Foothill, Briarcliff and Verde Oak drives, and splits "The Oaks" into two. Our neighborhood association, The Oaks
Homeowners Association, boundaries of Ferndell to the west and Canyon Drive to the east, has been recognized since the late 1980s by council offices, and later the neighborhood council as the representative group for
our community. This sounds like a nightmare of beaurocratic red tape being heaped on us for no good reason.
North Hills West in its entirety should be included in CD12, a small sliver along Aqueduct going to CD7 makes no sense whatsoever. The 405 should be and is a logical boundary between CD12 and CD6/CD7. The
boundary between CD6 and CD7 in North Hills East should remain as it currently is, the portions of this community that are currently in CD6 and CD7 respectively are very different from each other are more similar with
the adjacent communities of Panorama City and Mission Hills. Each area has spent many years developing good working relationships with each of its Council Districts and to have to start over would be a set back for
each of the areas affected.
I'm very concerned as an Armenian about the redrawing of North Hollywood/Valley districts. I'm concerned that the voices of Armenians will not be represented in North Hollywood if this is redrawn. Our community is very
important to us and a large part of our culture.
I am a resident of Council District 4 and I do not support the proposed map. The proposed changes removed neighborhoods from the diacritic and cuts off several communities. I’m confused and frustrated to see that there
is an attempt to cut out 70% of current District 4 and fail to see how such a large change can be motivated by a desire to look out for the actual people in this district.
I was a district that protects the tenants of LA, and supports the diversity here. The proposed draft consolidates the power of homeowners at the expense of the working-class. This is a city that desperately needs to
protect renters, especially people of color. We need a district that reflects diversity of race, income, and tenant representation for CD4.
Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of an LA City Council election of a platform of helping renters. This draft map looks to disenfranchise her district and remove her from office - or at the very least severally
impact the power and influence she can have over CD4.
This entire process is confusing and hard for regular people to weigh in on. I am only aware of these changes and the details that go into this process because of the hard work of outside organizations. You need to do
more to reach out to low-income communities, especially communities of color, to get their feedback and hear their concerns.

10/6/2021 16:13:15 Denise von Held

Silver Lake / Los Feliz

10/6/2021 16:14:53 Maria Gritsch TenHouten

Council District 4

10/6/2021 16:15:24 Jessie Petrick
10/6/2021 16:16:42 Caroline Christ
10/6/2021 16:21:32 Andrea Schmitt

CD4
Neighborhoods in the “unassigned” 4 or 2 and
2 or 4 areas
Greater Valley Glen

10/6/2021 16:23:14 Sarah Bender
10/6/2021 16:24:22 Munson Kwok

CD4
CD 1/14: Chinatown

10/6/2021 16:25:58 Erinn O'Dear

All of them. I live in Silverlake, work all over
the city, and worship in Baldwin Hills.

10/6/2021 16:29:47 Gregory Irwin
10/6/2021 16:31:56 Cynthia

CD4
Greenwood Square located on the northwest
corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave

10/6/2021 16:32:06 Debra Carnow

CD 5 and the Melrose shopping area

10/6/2021 16:32:44 Chase
10/6/2021 16:35:39 Teresa Bernau

CD4
The gray peninsula you created between
Atwater and Silverlake.

10/6/2021 16:38:02 Aziz

Wilshire Center west of Western

10/6/2021 16:40:45 Phil

CD “4 or 2”, 13

10/6/2021 16:43:04 Linda Schwering

Lake Balboa & Sepulveda Basin

10/6/2021 16:44:10 Angry CD4 resident

The redrawing of current districts 2-4

10/6/2021 16:45:58 Lauren Marikon

Silver Lake/Los Feliz/Echo park

It makes absolutely NO SENSE that this small part of Silver Lake would be separated from the surrounding neighborhood. LA has historically included Griffith Park as Los Feliz and this takes away from that. My address
falls into this narrow portion and my councilmember would represent the Valley and wouldn't be motivated to take our unique needs into consideration. My neighbors wouldn't have the same representation! This is the kind
of gerrymandering that makes no sense. Keep Los Feliz, Atwater, Silver Lake and Echo Park together. We are ONE. And it makes sense that we be represented together. And include the section of Griffith Park with the
community it serves. There are no access points to the Park from any community more that Los Feliz.
General: Please Re-draw District O to make sure the Hillside neighborhoods are united.
This latest Draft K2.5 Map for District O makes sense for Laurel Canyon. A Unified Hillside District is crucial. Common issues. Common Goals.
Together the Hillsides can better prepare for emergencies; fight over-development; protect the character of our neighborhoods, open space, and wildlife.
I do NOT support the proposed map. The attempt to cut out 70% of CD4 is unacceptable.
I urge you all to restore CD4 as the current map erases the voices of thousands of people who voted just over a year ago in a historic election, many for the first time. I do not support the proposed map. The attempt to cut
out 70% of CD4 is unacceptable!
I don't understand why Greater Valley Glen is broken up into 3 districts, that reach south to the Los Angeles Basin, west to Hidden Hills, and north to Sun Valley respectively. You are disenfranchising our constituents who
voted for councilmember Paul Krekorian, and you are breaking up a bloc of Armenian-Americans into three separate districts, therefore lessening their political influence. This part of the valley, and the Armenian-American
community, is already invisible to much of City Hall and will be even more so if this map is approved. Forcing individuals who have never voted for Nithya Raman to suddenly have her appointed as their councilmember is
the opposite of good governance. The East Valley has a unique community of Latino, Armenian, Russian and Orthodox Jewish members, who share an outlook with our neighbors to the immediate south in Valley Village
and Sherman Oaks, and to the east in North Hollywood, which this map disallows. The cavalier carving up of the San Fernando Valley, which is more diverse and politically active than City Hall cares to admit, is shameful
and will lead to more stakeholders seeking to secede from the City. The Neighborhood Council system was established to address the concerns of Valley stakeholders after the secession movement failed in 2000, but
carving up individual NC districts in this manner forfeits any goodwill that was established by the NC program.
Restore CD4!!!!! This is outrageous.
Am concerned that to keep population balance, Chinatown Gate at Broadway and Chavez is now moved out of CD1 and isolated from its use as destination entry icon and focus on its maintenance. Suggest CD1 run
down Chavez to Broadway to include Gate.
My feedback is that this map is racist, classist, and dictionary definition white supremacist. There is no way around it. You are splitting up black and Latine neighborhoods that socialize and work together, splitting up
Koreatown - again, and destroying at least one district in its entirety. There is no reason almost 100% of a region would have a completely different CM when there have not been that many demographic changes in the
city. This is a mess. It's insulting, and these kind of tactics are exhausting. I will not give up, but it is exhausting. An insult to Angelenos. You cannot go forward with this map. Why would you have even gotten to the
proposal stage? Were there any people of color, any renters on this committee?
Don’t eliminate or reduce CD4 or CD2. Stop erasing communities, and don’t you dare punish CD4 for its historic election of Nithya Raman last November.
We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are
more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map
be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
The north side of Melrose Ave should remain attached to the south side in CD 5. Both the north and the south side have the same problems with increased crime and need to be addressed by the same CD and
neighborhood council. CD 5 knows about the issues with murders, robberies, illegal vending, etc that is occurring along Melrose Ave
What is this? 2 or 4? It makes zero sense and does not represent the constituents. To be honest this feels like some corrupt shady backroom deals. Stop this nonsense.
Why on earth would one create that gray area peninsula adding that portion of Silverlake to the Valleys and areas no where near it. I live and own 2621 Glendale Blvd and am extremely active in the Los Feliz and
Silverlake communities—so now my leaders and majority of persons covered would be located no where near me in Los Angeles. Why are we being carved out? This makes no sense. This area should all be grouped
together. This is very concerning.
Not a fan. I was previously in Council District 4, and my neighborhood is now being added into the more conservative and whiter Council District 5. Councilmember Raman won a historic victory against an incumbent with
voters from my district, and other voters south of the San Fernando Valley. Taking away our representation erases the work that the people did to elect someone who holds our values. Having Koreatown as one district is
great, but CM Raman’s boundaries south of the Valley must be largely maintained.
It is becoming increasingly clear that the committee is using this opportunity to try to eliminate current CD4 voters, probably for political reasons. Meanwhile CD13 is oddly shaped in order to ensure Mitch OFarrell’s house
is still included. This map doesn’t represent Angelenos, it represents the political aspirations of those involved. Redistricting like this will only ensure that voters in Los Angeles will lose faith in our voting system.
I do not approve of Draft K2.5. It will not best serve my area, as well as the negative changes in CD2 and CD5. K2.5 does not represent the interests and needs of our community. I DO support Draft Map Plan L keeping
Lake Balboa and the Sepulveda Basin together in CD6 (District M).
the commissioners should go back to Map L. Specifically, it looks like they're trying to force Nithya Raman out of her district. Whether you are in her district or not, whether you voted for her or not, she was elected by her
District with more votes than any LA City Council candidate has ever received.
But when it comes time to draw new districts, they are trying to assign her to a district in the Valley that barely overlaps with hers, or into one that doesn't overlap with it at all. They are trying to put Mr. Krekorian in a
similar position. Adjustments to District lines after a census are necessary, but the manipulation in this case is outrageous.
Los Feliz serves as the primary entry-points to Griffith Park and for all its history, has been considered a part of Los Feliz. Why are these small portions of Los Feliz and Silverlake being included in another district? From a
community advocacy perspective, my voice as a stakeholder will be absolutely diminished. Will my new council member be compelled to advocate for my needs specifically with so little population to represent in this
narrow sliver? Also, our hyper local governmental advocacy groups: Los Feliz NC and Silver Lake NC would be directly advising a different council member and their deputy. It’s best we stay grouped with Los Feliz, Silver
Lake, Atwater and Echo Park.

10/6/2021 16:46:03 Jeannette Bronson

Ladera

We are a small neighborhood, but we are important. my single street is part of the logic that connects Los Angeles to LAX! We don't require much maintenance, however... we are much better served being part of
Westchester than we would be being shifted to South LA. If we are moved, our police and fire would be shifted to other stations, and although the distance is only a bit longer, the traffic is significantly increased, and we'll
be attached to stations that are already under resourced for the communities that they serve.
As I mentioned, our area is quite small... so we were overlooked constantly before we became part of Westchester. We've been here before. Now, we've had attention paid to our streets and sidewalks, LADWP is more
responsive, and we even got new street signs, and even a neighborhood designation... these things were not of high importance in our previous CD, as other areas required significantly more assistance.
We participate with Westchester in our neighborhood councils, we utilize the same parks, we are the same community.
We really don't ask for much. We work hard to maintain our neighborhood and our community. Just leave us where we were, where we can continue what we started.

10/6/2021 16:50:14 Howard Welinsky

Jewish Community

10/6/2021 16:53:21 Callie Rogers
10/6/2021 16:54:14 Horses-and-History-Need-to-StayUnited!

All
Stonehurst & Shadow Hills for a united LVT.

10/6/2021 16:57:58 Molly

The Valley/CD4

10/6/2021 16:59:02 Warren D. TenHouten

District O in Map K2.5 (District 4 aka District
O)

Thank you.

I support Plan K 2.5 because it is based on sound regional principles and serves the broad public interest. This plan among other things unites then Jewish Community particularly its historic core dating back to World War
II. Please stay to your principles and reject the alternative Plan L which serves narrow limited interests and slices the Jewish Community like a half a pound of Pastrami.
The map is not representative of racial and ethnic diversity.
Zero thought in the map has been given to: the equestrian community, the Stonehurst Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ), and our historic Foothills District Neighborhood Council. The map chops up our horse community
and our history into tiny pieces for no reason. You cannot chop up the City's HPOZ zone; that would go against the HPOZ and Historic Preservation Act spirit and guidelines for management and protection. Please look at
Shadow Hills and Stonehurst and realize we must be united with the Foothill and Hansen Dam communities of Sunland/Tujunga, Lake View Terrace, Pacoima, and Kagel Canyon. We are one community. Our Foothill
District Neighborhood Council has been operating for decades as one community. Just look at East Valley Feed and Tack; it is the central point of our entire horse community.
I'm concerned with the redrawing of District 4. This draft map version serves to consolidate power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. Additionally, Nithya Raman won the most votes in
the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This draft map would remove a woman of color from office and disenfranchise her district. This map could be an alternative for its diversity: https://districtr.
org/plan/52876
Please re-draw District O (I assume this is District 4). Please keep the hillside communities united in one district.
Please create a Hillside District. Please make sure that Laurel Canyon is not divided.
The latest Draft K2.5 Map for District O makes sense for Laurel Canyon. It keeps Laurel Canyon, Beverly Crest, the Hollywood Hills East and West united in a cohesive district O.
A Unified Hillside District is crucial.

10/6/2021 16:59:33 Gabrielle

Council District 4, specifically Los Feliz

10/6/2021 16:59:48
10/6/2021 17:02:03
10/6/2021 17:02:14
10/6/2021 17:03:13
10/6/2021 17:03:52
10/6/2021 17:04:31
10/6/2021 17:04:51

Los Angeles
Carthay Square
Los Angeles
Carthay Square
Los Feliz
Carthay
Highland Park

M Levine
Stephanie Adams
M Levine
Toni Dimiceli
Janine Knapp
Olympia A.
Rudy Becerra

10/6/2021 17:07:33 Paulina Slater
10/6/2021 17:08:32 Ying Liu
10/6/2021 17:08:46 Joaquin Alentin Hernandez Solis

Hollywood
Carthay
Highland Park

10/6/2021 17:11:04 Jeffrey Hernandez

Highland Park, Eagle Rock , El Sereno,
Lincoln Heights, and Downtown

10/6/2021 17:11:14 Rudy Becerra

Highland Park

10/6/2021 17:13:45 Samantha Chaffin

CD4

10/6/2021 17:15:08 Neal Collier
10/6/2021 17:15:31 Ben S.

Carthay Square
Mid City

10/6/2021 17:16:54 helen eigenberg
10/6/2021 17:17:03 PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE
CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY
COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL
OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5,
WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND
SOUTH CARTHAY.
10/6/2021 17:19:44 Stephanie Vendig

greater wilshire neighborhood
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY
SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL
DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY
SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE
AND SOUTH CARTHAY.

10/6/2021 17:19:48 Gidian Mellk

Carthay Square

10/6/2021 17:20:10 Ami Adini
10/6/2021 17:20:18 Michael EVans

Los Feliz
Miracle Mile/melrose/mid city west

10/6/2021 17:21:05 Krista Stroever

Revised 2 or 4, Current 13

Griffith Park, Los Feliz, Atwater, Silver Lake

Hillside communities have common issues. Common Goals. Common concerns. When united together, the Hillsides can better prepare for emergencies; fight over-development; protect the character of our
neighborhoods, open space, and wildlife.
I disagree with the redrawing of Council District 4. It would primarily include the Valley/Hollywood, as well as Griffith Park, and the edge of Los Feliz/Silver Lake. However, Griffith Park and entirety of Los Feliz should
always remain in the same Council District. In particular, the large section of Los Feliz that would be severed from Griffith Park is the section that runs the DASH buses that run through Griffith Park, while the edge of Los
Feliz/Silver Lake that would remain in the same district as Griffith Park has no such transportation. It would be much more intuitive to have Griffith Park, Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Echo Park, and Hollywood linked together in
Council District 4, while the Valley could feasibly be placed in a separate district. Frankly, this entire redrawing seems suspiciously skewed against Council District 4, which has always had a strong neighborhood identity.
Disgusting gerrymandering
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
Disgusting attempt at gerrymandering
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
Do not redraw CD4.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
I am opposed to Map K2.5. The parts of Highland Park that were moved from CD 14 to CD 1 should be returned. Keep Highland Park’s boundaries as they are now. Leave the Senior Center, the businesses on both
sides of York and the Tiny Homes project in CD 14. Residents of Highland Park currently in CD 14 want to remain in CD 14. We belong together with Garvanza, Hermon, El Sereno and Boyle Heights.

I think it’s great that cd4 is being broken up into smaller parts
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
I oppose what Map 2.5 does to Highland Park. I have lived in Highland Park my whole life. Leave Highland Park’s boundaries as they are now. Leave the Senior Center in CD 14. Don’t split our businesses on York.
Leave the businesses on York in CD 14. Leave the Tiny Homes Project in CD 14. Our council member Kevin de Leon helped create the Tiny Homes project in Highland Park. Our community volunteered to paint them.
We need Council member de Leon to continue to work on this project for the unhoused.
This isn't fair. Why do other communities matter to you more than our community? Don't mess up Highland Park to accommodate other communities. Be fair. We are a majority Latinx community. We aren't your tool.
Highland Park should be placed in same district with other neighborhoods in the Northeast Area Plan, i.e., Eagle Rock, El Sereno, and Lincoln Heights. The fundamental flaw with Map K2.5 is that it attempts to unite all of
Downtown with all of Eagle Rock. Based on communities of interest and contiguity, the downtown areas should be included with neighborhoods close to it, not Eagle Rock. This can be down and still advance civil rights
goals. K2.5 appears to design the 1st and 14th district to meet political or personal favoritism, which is illegal.
I have been a resident of Highland Park for over 50 years. I am opposed to Map K 2.5. Leave Highland Park’s boundaries as they are now. Leave the Senior Center in CD 14. Don’t split our businesses on York. Leave
the businesses on York in CD 14. Leave the Tiny Homes Project in CD 14.
I am appalled at this map and the redrawing of District 4. There is no basis for such a drastic redrawing in terms of population growth, and constituents are being left in the dark as to how to engage on this issue. If the
Council moves forward with this map in its current state, they will be leaving behind the renters, young people, and constituents of color who elected a progressive Councilmember in District 4 for a reason - this proposal is
obviously a gerrymandering effort by the (unelected!) Redistricting Commission. I urge you to restore CD4.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
Not sure I understand the reason why, in spite of little to no change in the demographics of the district, that my neighborhood is getting sliced off and stuck to another district, with a council member I did not vote for.
Please keep the Greater Wilshire area united under CD 4. Thanks.
very support of map k2.5. i think its important to keep greater wilshire NC together and with communities of interest to our west.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.

Griffith Park should be connected to the neighborhoods of Los Feliz as shown in District 13. The activities of the Park, including the area south of Los Feliz Blvd impact these neighborhoods in a definitive way, particularly
relating to recreation. Griffith Park Adult Community Center, for example, mainly serves the local neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Atwater, Silver Lake, Echo Park, Elysian Valley. We needs the services of the council
member who also serve our patrons.
Carthay Square must not be divided into separate Council Districts. Being an HPOZ, the entire neighborhood has a common cause. It makes no sense whatsoever for 1/3 of the neighborhood to be redistricted with its nonHPOZ neighbors.
I support Map K2.5
The proposed map is completely awful because it ignores the current sense of community by dividing neighborhoods in a way that is ignorant of both historical, and current communities, and a blatant attempt to silence the
voice of the people because some city council members are entirely too afraid of actually having to put in work to keep their seats. Everyone involved in this should be ashamed of themselves.
Please keep Ivanhoe Elementary in the same district (13) as its residents and attending students. District 13 can end at Los Feliz Blvd. This is gerrymandering to an absurd level. You should be ashamed.

10/6/2021 17:23:53 Ayo Edebiri
10/6/2021 17:24:06 Christopher Wong

CD 4
SFV: CD2, CD3, CD4

RESTORE CD-4. The redrawing is confusing at best and deliberately undemocratic and disenfranchising at worst.
I wanted to express my concern and opposition regarding Map K.2.
This map proposed by this unelected group of commissioners places the assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a district which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates a new CD2 or CD4 - a
mostly Black and Brown district without cultural landmarks or community assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5% of CD3’s current population.

10/6/2021 17:24:15 Trenton Szewczyk
10/6/2021 17:24:18 Leah Stone
10/6/2021 17:25:32 Cheryl Pickens
10/6/2021 17:26:43 June H.
10/6/2021 17:27:27 ryan
10/6/2021 17:28:56 Whitney
10/6/2021 17:35:25 Laurie
10/6/2021 17:35:59 Peter Haderlein

I emphatically urge the Commission to oppose this deeply problematic map that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners. Please
keep CD3 whole, and do not disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.
The map would be improved if you didn’t disenfranchise the votes of Nithya Raman’s constituents
Cd 4 should be retained as it was. New proposed redistricting should not take place
I believe Carthay Square should remain one entity and not be broken up into two different sections. We are currently being applying for inclusion as a Neighborhood Historic District with Carthay Circle and South Carthay.
Four blocks of the current 12 blocks comprising South Carthay should not be separated out. Please keep us together.
Los Feliz CD13
You really must, must include Griffith Park with Los Feliz. They have always been together based on a lot of historical affiliation. Also, the eastern boundary should extend eastward past Griffith Park Blvd. and go up to the
5 freeway.
areas represented by councilmember Raman gerrymandering reduces the impact of marginalized and low-income voters. do not move forward with redistricting
Los Feliz
Nithya Raman's current district should stay in tact.These suggested changes make no sense, and her constituents' votes matter. Changing these district lines for no discernable reason (and in such a confusing and most
likely harmful way) suggests the city is trying to exclude voters and hurt those in the area. Please do not favor developers over constituents.
Carthay Square
Yes, do NOT break up Carthay Square neighborhood, north from south
It needs to stay one historic neighborhood and remain in the same district.
Los Feliz, North Hollywood, Glassell Park
I am very disappointed in Map K2.5 and preferred previously disclosed draft maps such as Map L.
CD’s 2-or4 and 4-or-2
CITY DISTRICT 4
Carthay Square

It's not right or sensible to create an entire new district to nullify a previous years' election such that a representative (Nithya Raman) has to move and can no longer represent ANY of their present constituents. This end
result would be anti-democratic and ridiculous. I also think it's irresponsible at this point not to assign CD 2&4 to a specific number (i.e. instead of "2 or 4"). Ultimately, IF this map does go through it will make more sense
for Krekorian to represent a part of the Central/West Valley and for Raman to represent Hollywood/North Hollywood than vice versa given their present geographical base. So why not say so now?
I live in Glassell Park and went to school in Eagle Rock and I can say with confidence that District 13, as presently constructed, fractures the voting power of East LA communities. . Glassell Park/Highland Park and
Atwater Village are East Side enclaves with many essential workers and do not possess the public transit and commercial retail/tourist venues of Hollywood that get more upkeep and investment from elected officials. My
neighborhood already loses out due to councilmembers (Huizar/ De Leon) caring more about the developer interests of DTLA. Swapping Downtown for Hollywood will be more of the same. Much better to let
Glassell/Highland Park(s) stay with Eagle Rock and even the Elysian Valley.

10/6/2021 17:39:55 Sharon Williams
10/6/2021 17:39:58 Shyla Lefner

Carthay Square South of Packard
District 2 and 4

10/6/2021 17:41:49 Kris Thorpe

CD 2 and 4

10/6/2021 17:42:08 Joe Rehfeld

Hollywood

10/6/2021 17:43:09 Lael Johnson

Carthay Circle, Carthay Square and South
Carthay
North Hollywood
CD4
Los feliz
Highland Park

10/6/2021 17:43:10
10/6/2021 17:46:22
10/6/2021 17:47:30
10/6/2021 17:49:34

Alicia Jones
Daniel
Jeff
Sylvia Bedell

10/6/2021 17:52:37 Ross
10/6/2021 17:53:39 Miriam Kramer

CD4/CD2
Carthay Square 90035

10/6/2021 17:54:43 Kira Morrison

San Fernando Valley, Sherman Oaks

10/6/2021 17:55:17 Pearl Leeka

Los Feliz/Griffith Park

10/6/2021 17:55:17 Jocelyn Hanc
10/6/2021 18:01:33 George Reasner

Mid City West
Mid City West - Melrose - Zone 5

I grew up in North Hollywood and lived there as an adult and served on the NoHo Neighborhood Council. I do like that Toluca Lake would now be part of the same council district as NoHo. Growing up on the boundary of
Toluca Lake by the Lankershim/Vineland/Camarillo 6-way intersection it struck me as odd that we didn't vote with out neighbors across the street when we used all the same public amenities and shopped at the same
stores. NoHo, Studio City, and Toluca Lake make sense together and there is already some overlap in communication between their neighborhood councils. But you should also be including Valley Village in this district
and not include Shadow Hills (the present carve-out on the map is particularly egregious). The SE Valley does not share the same governance needs as the foothill communities in the NE, which are more spread out and
are not pedestrian-friendly, as well as having different wildfire vulnerabilities. District "2 or 4" encompasses too large of an area to have a hope of creating efficient governance feedback (the needs of one inset
neighborhood will be in stark contrast to another).
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
Why are these areas being redistricted when there has been no real significant population demo change to warrant such a huge change to these areas? People that voted for their representatives a year ago will not have
the council person who they chose to represent their voices after this change- for no reason...
The lack of clarity in the proposed map regarding CDs 2 and 4 is not transparent and both options effectively disenfranchise voters - whichever district is blue, that district loses all of their constitutents. Based on recent
actions and statements by the City Council and its individual members, it's clear this is being done to effectively sideline Nithya Raman and to limit the influence of progressive voices on the Council.
Thank you to the commission for listening to our feedback and keeping Hollywood’s commercial and historic core intact, and in CD13.
Please consider using Franklin Ave. as the northern boundary, west of Western Ave., as this is a natural dividing line and is the current northern boundary for CD13 in this area.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
I am very opposed to how Districts 2 / 4 have been redrawn. There doesn’t seem to be any benefit to my community from this redistricting. I would like to keep the rep I voted for.
RESTORE CD4
Restore CD4!
I am opposed to Map K2.5. It will dilute the ability of our neighborhood to have any influence on our council member. We want our boundaries to remain the same as they are now. Keep the Tiny Homes, York Blvd
businesses and the Highland Park Senior Center in CD 14. It relegates us to being only 25 percent of Highland Park. Do not use us to balance the population needs of other districts. We are a community that counts.
We are a majority Latino community that has deep roots in the Chicano movement. Our interests should not be put beneath communities like Eagle Rock and Elysian Park.
This map is terrible. It completely redistricts CD4 and CD2 in a way that removes their past constituents.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
I strongly oppose Map K2.5. The results of this map will have devastating effects on the San Fernando Valley, particularly working-class residents and people of color. As a person of color born and raised in SFV, seeing
how this new redistricting could segregate the place I grew up in is absolutely horrifying to me. Most the of the strong cultural landmarks and community assets will belong to a district that is predominantly wealthy and
white, while the new CD4 will be predominantly people of color, now without much of the power and resources they need. Voices of renters, people of color, and working class folks who voted for Councilmember Raman
and worked tirelessly for changes in CD4 will be erased - these voices must be heard and respected. I strongly disapprove of this redistricting solution that promotes segregation and disenfranchisement on a massive
scale.
Thank you for recent revisions however Map K2.5 still does not include Griffith Park with Los Feliz in the newly drawn Council District 13. It makes no sense to separate these historic areas from each other. No one lives in
Griffith Park. There should be zero concern about fair distribution of voters in this vast and beautiful parkland where only wildlife reside. Griffith Park has always been an integral part of the Los Feliz neighborhood and
landscape. To sever this special relationship would be strongly opposed by ALL Los Feliz residents. The care and welfare of Griffith Park have long been the responsibility of my fellow neighbors and I who volunteer and
support organizations associated with this magnificent park. I continue to urge all members of the Redistricting Commission to keep Griffith Park and Los Feliz in the same council district. Thank you. Sincerely, Pearl
Leeka, 2678 Glendower Avenue
Do not divide the Jewish community into separate districts. That is harmful. Do not make CD13 go west of La Brea. Do not put profit and politics over people.
I have lived in Beverly Grove/Miracle Mile North/Fairfax District on Gardner & Beverly for 26 years. There has been great change and growth in those years, not all of it good.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going West of La Brea Avenue.
If CD13 moves West of La Brea, it will chop up the Jewish community in the area which lives both North and South of Melrose, and adds yet another unnecessary Council District to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s
borders. It will negatively impact the Melrose Business Improvement District, as they would now have 2 council offices to deal with, one for each side of the street.
Please have CD5 continue North of Melrose Avenue and West of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays UNIFIED.
Thank you.
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Don't gerrymander Councilmember Raman out of her district!
This unelected commission will be creating massive disenfranchisement of voters shifted from CD3 to CD4. These voters will have been unable to vote in a City Council Election for 7 years. That is almost two full election
cycles without participation.
This map disenfranchises the vote of Hollywood renters like me by redrawing district boundaries in order to kick Nithya Raman off the Los Angeles city council. This cynical ploy is an attack on our Democracy and an
affront to the majority of voters who elected Nithya Raman as our representative.
While I think that map K2.5 is a much better map - as it keeps Los Feliz together - than predecessor map L, I am confused about the decision to split our neighborhood of the Oaks in two? My neighbors across the street
are in another district now? It will be a consideration as well for our HOA ( of which I am a board member) because our neighborhood will be in 2 separate districts with 2 separate City Council members. Why? Can
someone explain the reasons behind this? I'd also like to add that I believe most of the citizens in the area around Griffith park feel the Park should be included with Los Feliz, as it was originally gifted to that community.
The most active part of the park impacts the community of Los Feliz the most (traffic, park entry, venues) as well.
I am against the redistricting of CD3. I live south of the boulevard, but my child goes to school on the other side of the 101. I also volunteer in the area and my locations cross the 101.
The current CD 4 map (NOT K2.5) has what I believe is the entirety of Los Feliz in tact. On the new map only a small residential area - including where I live - is outside the boundaries of the rest of Los Feliz. I believe it is
important that the part of Los Feliz carved out from the rest be integrated into the new CD13. We belong with the rest of Los Feliz, Atwater Village, Hollywood, Elysian Valley, Echo Park and Silver Lake. The new CD 2 or 4
district stretches up to Shadow Hills. I don't understand how that makes more sense than including us in our own neighborhood. We, along with the other areas I listed, are a community and it makes sense for us to be in
the same council district as our neighbors. Continuity of community interests is imperative. We want our neighborhood council and city council in the same district. All of Los Feliz including Griffith Park must remain under
one council district umbrella. To separate Los Feliz from Griffith Park doesn't make sense. The park doesn't effect diversity numbers as there are no residents. Neighbors are stewards of the park we love so much. We are
the ones impacted by events and activities in the park. It's a source of community pride, it's in our backyards, it's part of our daily lives. We worry with every fire, every injured hiker, every sick animal or bird. We pick up
trash, we participate in the annual raptor survey, we raise funds for the zoo. We spent years taking the night train to Santa, driving through the DWP holiday light show, riding the ponies, hiking to the Hollywood sign,
watching sunsets from the Observatory, walking through Fern Dell to have breakfast at Trails Cafe. We golf at Roosevelt, see concerts at the Greek, watch the red-tailed hawks at the Old Zoo, ride the live steamers, have
parties at Travel Town, and hike to Tom LaBonge Summit. No one loves the park as much as the locals. Please don't separate us from our community and from our park.
The map breaks up Carthay Square into two districts. That’s a terrible idea. It’s a matter of five blocks between Pico and Packard. Keep ALL of Carthay Square in CD5 with Carthay Circle and South Carthay.
Restore CD4!
This map proposed by this unelected group of commissioners places the assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a district which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates a new CD2 or CD4 - a
mostly Black and Brown district without cultural landmarks or community assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5% of CD3’s current population.
I emphatically urge the Commission to oppose this deeply problematic map that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners. Please
keep CD3 whole, and do not disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.

10/6/2021 18:16:12 Clara S. Solis, Senior 93 years old

Highland Park

10/6/2021 18:18:12 Weiss Hamid

Valley

10/6/2021 18:23:25
10/6/2021 18:28:40
10/6/2021 18:29:15
10/6/2021 18:32:52

CD 4
CD4
Carthay Square
Highland Park

David Hannum
Scott David
Judy Patterson
Rachel Davies

10/6/2021 18:33:57 Tara Bokman

Carthay Square, CD5

10/6/2021 18:35:07 Estefany
10/6/2021 18:37:04 Michael Bokman
10/6/2021 18:40:02 PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE
CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY
COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL
OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5,
WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND
SOUTH CARTHAY.
10/6/2021 18:40:19 Margarita Lopez-Pelayo

CD4
Carthay Square, CD5
South Carthay

10/6/2021 18:49:09 Dean Robertson
10/6/2021 18:49:17 Lily Connors

CD4
Valley Village/The Valley

10/6/2021 18:51:48 Anna Charney
10/6/2021 18:53:01 Maria Dolman
10/6/2021 18:54:31 Sophie

CD4
Hollywood
CD4 and CD2

10/6/2021 18:56:15 Heather
10/6/2021 19:03:58 noor
10/6/2021 19:04:15 Tyler Samples

Los Angeles
silverlake
Silver Lake

San Fernando Valley

I oppose Map K2.5. It will ruin our community. We will have no influence. It is corrupt as was our former politician. Please change this map to keep our Highland Park boundaries the same as they are now. Please keep
the Highland Park Senior Center, the York Blvd businesses and the Tiny Homes in CD 14. We are a Latino community. Why do you listen to the wealthy communities and do what they want but ignore what we want?
Why do you move our boundaries to satisfy Elysian Park. That is not fair.
I oppose the commission, which was developed to take away representational and political power from communities or color in a completely undemocratic fashion. CD4 is a strong renter community, and the commission
is re-districting in a way to dilute these renter's rights and voting power to disenfranchise them. It is incredibly disappointing that this undemocratic commission is creating an erasure of these communities with a level of
secrecy. It is wrong and I oppose.
Follow logical geographic boundaries instead of gerrymandering so hard that North Carolina turns green with jealousy
CD4 should be restored. The change isn't warranted given the small population shifts. And removing the representative goes against the will of the residents of that area.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
I am opposed to Map K2.5. The parts of Highland Park that were moved from CD 14 to CD 1 should be returned. Keep Highland Park’s boundaries as they are now. Leave the Senior Center, the businesses on both
sides of York and the Tiny Homes project in CD 14. Residents of Highland Park currently in CD 14 want to remain in CD 14. We belong together with Garvanza, Hermon, El Sereno and Boyle Heights.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY. It does not make sense to split
up several blocks of our small neighborhood.
I think it is a horrible way of gerrymandering and it only serves to silence people. I do NOT support this
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.

Good evening. My name is Margarita Lopez-Pelayo. I migrated to Pacoima at the age of six. Since then the San Fernando Valley has been my home and community. I been a community organizer for the last 20 years. I
am also a mother of a smart and beautiful 5 year old girl. The San Fernando Valley is a nest of organizers and creative minds that work hard together. We have a closed nit community that helps each other not matter
what side of the valley we are in. Most recently we have tackled together the covid-19 pandemic and closure of the Sun Valley gas plant together. We ask that you reconsider the draft map K2.5 which would split our fellow
community members from the Sun Valley and North Hollywood community. We ask that the San Fernando Valley remains together.
I urge you to restore CD4 to ensure the people of that district’s voices can be heard. With minimal changes in the district’s population, there is no basis for this shift.
You cannot divide huge swaths of the Valley into a vague "2 or 4" districts with no clear (or valid) reasoning. Also, to propose a map that hasn't been clearly and distinctly drawn to specify its boundaries and the necessity
behind those redraws is amateurish, unprofessional, and frankly laughable. Every person who approved this map getting a public release should be ashamed of themselves.
Restore CD4
Yes, in favor of redistricting
It’s absolutely ridiculous and undemocratic to propose, let alone possibly approve, a gerrymandered district map that leaves two CMs with their constituent and voter bases from a very recent election totally decimated. To
have a map that leaves either Krekorian or Nithya with zero of their current constituents is irresponsible, undemocratic, and shameful. Especially since last election had some of the highest voter turnout for CMs in history.
To draw all those voters out of the district and representation they JUST voted for should be illegal.
My feedback is that 15 council persons is too small to adequately represent Angelenos. What does Watts and San Pedro have in common? La City Council should have twice as many representatives.
FOR WHAT PURPOSES?? I URGE YOU TO RESTORE CD4
The proposed changes to District 4 are openly anti-democratic, nullifying the votes of countless Angelenos who voted for a council member that this map removes from her own district.
Additionally, Watts should be merged with District 8 rather than tied to neighborhoods that hold no common identity with it.
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Be better and give power to the voters, not political interests and financiers.
You MUST MUST MUST keep Shadow Hills intact and not split it up. In addition, you need to keep our equestrian communities of Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon together. We are all represented by the Foothill
Trails Neighborhood Council. The Redistricting Commission is concerned about keeping the Korean communities, Jewish communities, Latino communities, etc intact. Please take the same consideration to keep our
equestrian communities intact and in the same district.
Restore cd4!!! Please!!!!
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Keep Carthay Square in CD #5. Do not split at Packard. We are a historic district partnered with Carthay Circle
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I'm a resident of CD-4 as it currently stands, living in Los Feliz. I moved to Los Feliz from Downtown Los Angeles in February of 2021. My rent increased and I have fewer amenities in my new apartment, but I made this
move specifically because I wanted to be a resident of Council District 4 -- not just the city of Los Feliz. I campaigned for Councilwoman Raman's campaign prior to living in CD4, and moved to it because I believe in what
she's building here. However, it's not just being a supporter of the current Councilwoman that gives me serious concern about the new redistricting map. CD4 has built communities and resources over recent years. By
arbitrarily cleaving these communities into new, disorganized regions, it ruins the community building efforts that were happening in these regions. Community organization doesn't happen overnight and by spreading
these communities to the winds without listening to input from those affected is antithetical to the democracy and decisions made by the residents of Council District 4 not less than a year ago.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
This entire map is awful for Studio City. Please consider Map L. We do not want to lose our district and our connectivity to the San Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood does not serve our
interests. Consider Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7 Sunland/Tujunga.
Restore CD4 - I would like Nithya do continue to have the opportunity to represent district 4 and all who voted for her. I think she is extremely important in dealing with the house less communities and more.
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We should be District 5 not District 13.
I feel if you do this I/we will be disenfranchised. I don’t know the rational of a thin sliver of population in a harmonious voting community. I feel we will be ignored as some faraway place. Please consider otherwise.
We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence
and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Del Quinn, owner and business owner
Interior Plantscapes
7308 Willoughby Ave,
Los Angeles, CA 90046
323.930.0280
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This map is ridiculous and it is unprecedented to draw a sitting councilmember (who is not termed out) out of their district. After the recall attempt it is clear that the motivation behind this map is subverting the will of voters
to attempt to prevent Raman’s re election. This is dirty, corrupt politics that will make me work hard to see every centrist Democrat lose in the June primaries. Map L is clearly the superior choice. This type of
gerrymandering belongs to republicans in texas, not democrats in los angeles.
I am opposed to Map K 2.5. The parts of Highland Park that were moved from CD 14 to CD 1 should be returned. Keep Highland Park’s boundaries as they are now. Leave the Senior Center, the businesses on both
sides of York and the Tiny Homes project in CD 14. Residents of Highland Park currently in CD 14 want to remain in CD 14. We belong together with Garvanza, Hermon, El Sereno and Boyle Heights.
It is a terrible idea, I own a building on the North Side and this will negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
Fine if you want to give that area to Councilman Krekorian, [and remove from Ramen] but do not shift his district to the West Valley, please. Thank you.
I disagree with excluding parts of Silver Lake and Los Feliz from the district that includes the majority of these neighborhoods. These communities have active neighborhood councils and should be kept in intact districts so
the councils can advocate with district leaders. It makes no sense from a community perspective for a sliver of Silverlake to be in a separate district from the rest of the community and neighboring Atwater Village.
The small sliver of Silverlake and Los Feliz being grouped with the valley is ridiculous.. we need to stay with Los Feliz, Atwater, etc…the valley has no idea of our issues nor us of theirs.
Please leave us where we are.
Please restore CD4
It makes no sense to have a portion of Silver Lake in another district from the rest of the neighborhood. For purposes of community advocacy, Silver Lake needs to remain one district.
The communities of Reseda, Canoga Park and Winnetka are poor areas socioeconomically. Not as well off as their neighbors to the north or south. Areas of need more than Tarzana, Woodland Hills and Encino. And yet
in this map those three communities are provided Council representation from members who are vastly unfamiliar with the poor already under served areas of Reseda, Canoga Park and Winnetka. Neither represents one
inch of the newly drawn district. Neither within 5 miles of these unknown territories for these Council people and as importantly their Council offices. Child Abuse, Hunger and Poverty are higher in these areas than those
to the north or south. Why are you burdening these poorer, undeserved districts with unfamiliar Council representation ? Someone has to care about these people. If not the government, the Who ???
We just bought our first house as a married couple in the area northeast of silverlake. As new constituents, we moved here because we were going to be a part of the silverlake community. This is the identity of the
neighborhood we bought a house and where we will pay taxes. This proposed map moves us out of zone 13 and into 2/4. We moved here for the businesses, schools, restaurants, parks, and neighbors in Atwater Village
and Echo Park. These areas are more aligned with our views and ideals. We request our neighborhood to be kept zoned with the community we thought we were buying a house in.
I do not like this map! I would like the committee to go forward revising Map L. Map K2.5 removes Los Feliz from the district and takes away several of the communities I am a part of from our neighborhood. Additionally,
the move to cut out so much of the district (70%) is outrageous and serves to make this community less racially and economically diverse and hand it over to conservative property-owners.
I demand you untable Map L. The claims that redistricting councilmembers out of their districts isn’t disenfranchisement are disingenuous. You didn’t even assign Nithya a district on Map K2.5—which is an indefensible
political attack and illustrates this commission’s failure to execute its most basic function. The head of this commission weaponized complicated procedural rules to make this process so opaque and inaccessible that even
other commission members didn’t understand what they were voting on when you forced the tabling of Map L. This is corruption. Period. So I demand again that you untable Map L, keep CD4 together, keep Griffith Park in
Los Feliz.
I don’t support map K2.5. It takes away several of the communities I value from our district and makes our area less racially and socioeconomically diverse, which gives people on the margins a fractured voice.
Los Feliz serves as the primary entry-points to Griffith Park and for all its history, has been considered a part of Los Feliz. Additionally, why is a small silver of the eastern section of Los Feliz being included in another
district? From a community advocacy perspective, residents of this sliver of Los Feliz’s voices as stakeholders will be absolutely diminished. This neighborhood has no connections to Hollywood Hills and the Valley and
do not consider that to be part of the same community. Los Feliz absolutely should not be split and Griffith Park should remain in the Los Feliz district.
RESTORE CD 4
I think this map is a blatantly undemocratic attempt to illegally rid of Councilmember Nithya Raman and disenfranchise the people who voted for her. The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy
homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color and of the unhoused. Councilmember Raman has been an outspoken advocate for those the city powers that be would rather pretend don't exist. She was one
of two people who spoke up against the abusive treatment of the unhoused by LASD and LAPD. This draft map is a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman of Color from office. We
Angelenos want and deserve a fair and just democracy. Not this farce of a map.
Yes. It’s idiotic. Why are district 2 and 4 ignored/excluded?
Carthay Square should not be subdivided. It will lose its voice snd agency if it can’t act as one. All of Carthay Square should stay with CD5, with Carthay Circle and Carthay Square. We share the same interests.
1/3 of Carthay Square should not be removed from the rest of Carthay Square. It needs to be kept with the whole area (which is small) and with South Carthay and Carthay Circle. Carthay PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE
CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
I think it is absolutely absurd to try and redraw district 2 and 4 after we already held an election for these districts. It’s a blatant obstruction to our rights as constituents of these districts, and none of us have had a chance
to vote for or against its redrawing. On top of this, it’s unelected individuals making these changes underhandedly for their own agenda without us even knowing it. How is this okay? How is it even allowed? I’m so tired of
a small few affecting the larger whole. This needs to stop now!
I strongly disagree with breaking up CD 4. You are robbing citizens of their voice.
RESTORE CD4
Why are two districts completely moved? We voted for our reps and now they will no longer represent us? That seems problematic!
I have lived and worked in Silver Lake for 25 years. My kids go to public school in Silver Lake. My office as a realtor is in Los Feliz, and I work primarily in the Los Feliz/Atwater and Silver Lake/Echo Park neighborhoods. I
eat, shop, socialize in our neighborhood. I've chosen to specifically raise my family here. I've supported my council members, met them and have fundraised for them...often in neighbors' homes. Friends and co-workers
have served on the LFNC and SLNC. I do NOT want to be separated from my home, my community, my people. With just a tiny sliver of our community assigned to a new district, my council member will not be compelled
to advocate for me and my neighbors. Our needs and wants differ from the general population of the Hollywood Hills and Valley communities you are proposing to have us join. Please do NOT separate us from the rest
of our community. It makes no sense to so many of us, so many of us who are active in our communities, neighborhood councils and local government.

10/6/2021 20:53:09 Meredith Wick

Silver Lake

10/6/2021 20:59:02 Amanda Berrill
10/6/2021 21:00:21 Michael Santos

Windsor Square
Greenwood Square

10/6/2021 21:00:31
10/6/2021 21:08:34
10/6/2021 21:18:24
10/6/2021 21:26:05

Los Feliz
Sherman Oaks
Los Feliz
Carthay Square

Megan Shuham
Kyla Garcia
Luke Field
Tori Silvera Bush

10/6/2021 21:27:47 Jennifer Buscher

Westchester

10/6/2021 21:28:39 Jennifer Lazo

Los Feliz

10/6/2021 21:28:56 Ruby Soho
10/6/2021 21:29:28 Dollie Silvera
10/6/2021 21:30:34 John Bush

CD4
Carthay Square
Carthay Square

10/6/2021 21:31:38 Dan Kuffel
10/6/2021 21:37:52 Joseph Roth

Carthay Square
Westwood South HOA / Westside
Neighborhood Council

10/6/2021 21:46:20 Ld. Cody A. Morley

Hollywood/ East Hollywood/ Los Feliz

10/6/2021 21:49:42 Jordan

Hollywood/CD4

10/6/2021 22:00:42 Diego Hernandez Solis

Highland Park

10/6/2021 22:03:02 Frank Greer

Los Feliz

10/6/2021 22:25:25 Stephanie Kent
10/6/2021 22:25:51 Stephanie Kent
10/6/2021 23:01:38 Augusta Johnson

Los feliz
Los feliz
East : currently CD4 - future districts 2 or 4

I have lived and worked in Silver Lake for 25 years. My kids go to public school in Silver Lake. My office as a realtor is in Los Feliz, and I work primarily in the Los Feliz/Atwater and Silver Lake/Echo Park neighborhoods. I
eat, shop, socialize in our neighborhood. I've chosen to specifically raise my family here. I've supported my council members, met them and have fundraised for them...often in neighbors' homes. Friends and co-workers
have served on the LFNC and SLNC. I do NOT want to be separated from my home, my community, my people. With just a tiny sliver of our community assigned to a new district, my council member will not be compelled
to advocate for me and my neighbors. Our needs and wants differ from the general population of the Hollywood Hills and Valley communities you are proposing to have us join. Please do NOT separate us from the rest
of our community. It makes no sense to so many of us, so many of us who are active in our communities, neighborhood councils and local government.
Restore CD4!!!
Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
You are dismantling CD4. I do not approve of Map K2.5. Map L was a better attempt at redistricting. Try again.
DO NOT CHANGE SHERMAN OAKS OR SPLIT UP VAN NUYS — DO BETTER.
Your map sucks ass! You are taking away from my community that I love and making it less racially and economically diverse.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY. This would destroy our
neighborhood, the charm and our unity.
I do not think that the triangle area between Centinela, La Cienega, & the 405 should be removed from CD11 and moved into CD8. That neighborhood is part of Westchester (same zip code = 90045) and it would be a
disservice to our community to split our neighborhood across two council districts.
I am also disappointed by how CD4 is being dismantled via this redistricting process. This looks like a blatant retaliation against a progressive woman of color who was so recently voted into her position (and won by such
a significant margin!).
I am a 20+ year renter in Los Feliz. Due to the hard work of many people in Los Feliz, Griffith Park was saved from developers many years ago. In other words: we saved it from becoming another Americana, and it
therefore remains the amazing place it is today. The main entrances to the park are all via Los Feliz. Residents of Los Feliz are all impacted by everything that happens in Griffith. That it is not included with Los Feliz on
the new map is exceedingly shady & suspicious. There is no reason whatsoever to remove it from our neighborhood.

Restore CD4
Don't ruin our neighborhood. PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY. THIS WOULD RUIN WHAT WE
HAVE WORKED SO HARD FOR.
Keep Carthay Square Unified in CD 5. Why in G*ds name would you divide a historic, neighborhood between 2 council districts. We are a community, DO NOT DIVIDE US!
My name is Joseph Roth, and I am on the board the Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd Homeowners Association and the Westside Neighborhood Council.
We previously submitted letters and voiced support for keeping the entirety of the Westside Neighborhood Council and our HOA within one City Council District.
I want to commend and thank the Commission for its work and for advancing Map K2.5, which keeps the Westside Neighborhood Council wholly in one City Council District, respects the boundaries of encompassing
Homeowners Associations, and continues the historical relationship of Westside communities of interest.
While everyone should want the best possible map, political special interests should not undermine the Commission’s principles and decisions.
Thank you for your maintaining the integrity of the Westside and this redistricting process with Map K2.5.
I think this map addresses many of the district issues we face right now in Los Angeles. It certainly makes great work of reducing the strangeness of obviously gerrymandered districts like council district 4, where I live; and
could help residents get more local help with our serious local problems.
The current map essentially destroys CD4, where I live and voted to put council member Raman into office. It's an outrage to essebtially erase the votes of so many constituents, and stinks of corruption. I encourage the
redistricting commission to restore CD4.
I oppose Map K2.5. It is unfair to the people of Highland Park. Restore Highland Park boundaries to what they are now. This K2.5 map shrinks the CD 14 portion of Highland Park to less than a quarter. This dilutes our
political influence on our Council Member. While listening to wealthier communities you ignored communities of color. Listening to tonight's hearing wealthier communities and DTLA were happy, but resident's from poor
working class communities were unhappy. What does that tell you?
Keep the Highland Park Senior Center, businesses on York and the Tiny Homes in CD 14.
I live in the Northeast portion of Los Feliz (Los Feliz Hills). I think that the new map is very detrimental to my immediate neighbors and I because it separates us from the rest of Los Feliz by having a TINY finger of the
district above snake down and incorporate us. To give an idea of how isolated we truly are from the rest of the proposed district 4 or 2, it would take me walking 5 miles (1.5 hours) to reach the closest store of any kind in
my new district. That's because I would have to walk through the ENTIRE PARK and under the 134 in order to reach any store of any kind. All of the people we know and all of the establishments we go to are in the
district that actually surrounds us. We go to The Morrison in Atwater (currently in our district, but not in the new map) as well as Alcove or Messhall (currently in our district, but not in the new map). This new map is
absurd because it completely isolates us from our friends and everything we do. Please put us together with the rest of Los Feliz. Lastly, please unite Los Feliz with Griffith Park. The park is a critical part of Los Feliz (and
can only be reached on foot from the Los Feliz side). Please please please.
This is complete and utter horseshit. Give nithya her constituency back
Restore CD4
Please keep Hollywoodland, tract 6450 ( residential and open space) aka Beachwood Canyon, in the same district as our neighborhoods of common interest ( per map “K2.5 “). These geographically adjacent
neighborhoods include the following: Los Feliz, The Oaks, The Dell, Lake Hollywood Estates, and the Hollywood Knolls. If district alternatives are necessary, removal of the San Fernando Valley areas of Valley Glen to
Shadow Hills should be strongly considered. Councilwoman Ramen's concerns that these latter constitutents were not included in the process to elect her are indeed valid, and these areas should be excluded from the
district, currently named "2 or 4", that is primarily designated as the Hollywood Hills.
Our adjacent common neighborhoods also share historic boundaries observed from the original Rancho Los Feliz ( the Oaks, Los Feliz) and Providencia Rancho (Hollywoodland, Lake Hollywood Estates, Hollywood
Knolls, Hollywood Dell, Beachwood Canyon). This is yet another historic and geographic element that should be preserved in the district maps. Bronson Canyon and neighborhoods just east of it should most definitely not
be in CD13 and belong with those in the current CD4. We are one hillside neighborhood, and should be treated as such.

10/7/2021 0:16:02 Paulina Jones
10/7/2021 0:53:50 Taylor H

Hollywood
CD-4, Los Feliz

10/7/2021 5:31:57 Greg Murnion

Los Felix, Laurel Canyon, mid-Wiltshire,
KoreaTown

Thank you for your consideration.
I lagged lived in Carthay Square for over 21 years. I fought to help and encourage becoming an HPOZ and cherish the integrity of our neighborhood as it sits. My parents grew up in Carthay and went to Carthay
elementary school in 1950. PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY. The
Carthay’s work together beautiful and benefit from being a unit. We watch out for each other, walk each others dogs, trade fruita and veggies and share holidays together. Our homes value will drop drastically if you take
us out of the Carthay’s and no one can afford that in these times. We have donated tons of money to the HPOZ and neighborhood council. We don’t want any of this to go to waste. Please consider this all and do not split
up Carthay Square from its sister Carthay’s. Thank you.
I’m concerned that my small part of eastern Los Feliz is being separated from the neighbor hood to which we identify, socialize, and join in schools. This appears to be in violation of the voting rights act. Waverly heights
has nothing geographically in common with the neighborhoods of The Valley and Hollywood hills that would become our new council district. Please justify this action or return Waverly heights to CD13 with the rest of Los
Feliz.
The map is great and I think the way the Valley is now divided makes more sense and is a better distribution of similarly situated communities.
This is a pitiful ploy to erase the will of entire constituents.
I do not support this map. It takes away from crucial neighborhood diversity and robs people of their community investments and support from recent elections. It is detrimental and an inappropriate, misuse of
resdistricting.
Highly approve thank you!!
I do not support map K2.5. This map silences so many much needed voices in the community. We all got out and voted because our voices matter and yet you are taking that away in how map K2.5 is currently drawn. It is
a disgrace and needs to be revisited.
I'm a resident of Laurel Canyon in Council District 4, and I do not support the proposed map, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable.

10/7/2021 6:13:01 Rachel Evey

Cathay Square

PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.

10/6/2021 23:05:45 Tamara Silvera

Carthay Square

10/6/2021 23:11:40 Ariel Creagh

Lox Feliz (Waverly Heights)

10/6/2021 23:13:15 Vartanoush Hindoyan
10/6/2021 23:18:12 Diego
10/6/2021 23:21:35 Marika Z

District 3/Sherman Oaks/Encino
CD2 and CD4
CD 4

10/7/2021 6:32:49 V. HIll

10/7/2021 6:41:31 Troy Mullins
10/7/2021 6:45:36 Terry Villines
10/7/2021 7:46:01 Wendy Ludd

10/7/2021 7:49:03 Lukas Kanter
10/7/2021 7:49:57 Darcy
10/7/2021 7:56:33 Eric Feinberg

10/7/2021 7:57:41 Alison Greene

10/7/2021 8:04:04 Eric Jay Feinberg
10/7/2021 8:04:31 Ferris Wehbe
10/7/2021 8:06:08 Raymond Goldstone

CD8 - Harbor Gateway North

The Shoestring strip located from 111th Place at Grand Avenue to Imperial Highway (West of 110 FWY) should be returned to District 15 as it once was. This strip is definitely the GATEWAY to the south, It is
residential, centrally located with the best transportation hub in the City. Also, great strides were made and Buscaino including his team members were always quick to respond to matters to improve the neighborhood.
It is sad, but CD 8 is quickly deteriorating and it is sad that hard-working people who purchased properties are facing issues that others fear to tackle. The area at 111th Place at Grand Avenue runs parallell to 110
Freeway with an onramp and off ramp at Imperial Highway = as a Transportation Corridor, there are already some established name brand fast food places to get a cup of coffee while walking to the Harbor Gateway
Station (less than 5 minute walk).
CD4/Hollywood
This is ridiculous and a backroom deal to undermine the almost 60,000 people who voted for council member Raman because an unelected committee disagrees with her politics.
Carthay Square
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
LA Ladera
Please leave LA Ladera in its current district. This is so unfair and our community has been kicked around for years which is so upsetting. Please do not displace our community and keep LA Ladera unified with
Westchester. I’ve lived in this community for 23 years and I’m proud of our small community.. Please don’t displace our community which will be a detriment to our community threatening lives for 911 calls, and decreased
property values.. Leave our community as is please.
East Hollywood
Restore CD 4.
Council district 4
Disappointed in the change to CD-4 and the removal of many existing constituents who voted for Nithya Raman.
Carthay Square
Please DO NOT divide Carthay Square across city council districts. PLEASE keep all of Carthay Square in Council District 5 (CD5). Carthay Square and Carthay Circle and South Carthay belong together. My home is
specifically impacted by this. I live on the 1200 block of Point View and if you have ever actually been in our neighborhood, you will see clearly and obviously that we belong TOGETHER. Only someone who has never
been in the neighborhood would draw it this way. Please use common sense here and PLEASE keep this together.
Carthay Square
Please DO NOT divide Carthay Square across city council districts. PLEASE keep all of Carthay Square in Council District 5 (CD5). Carthay Square and Carthay Circle and South Carthay belong together. My home is
specifically impacted by this. I live on the 1200 block of Point View and if you have ever actually been in our neighborhood, you will see clearly and obviously that we belong TOGETHER. Only someone who has never
been in the neighborhood would draw it this way. Please use common sense here and PLEASE keep this together.
Carthay Square
Please use Pico as the marker line, if you want to split district. PLEASE keep my neighborhood together. We are part of an HPOZ, please do NOT split up Carthay Square. We are a WHOLE neighborhood. Please respect
L.A.'s history and heritage.
CD13 Central Hollywood
I agree and support Draft Map Plan K2.5
My communities/neighborhoods of interest:
My name is Raymond Goldstone. For the past 45 years, I have lived in my home at 10535 Missouri Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90025. For many years I have been an active member of my community; I have worked with the
Those covered by the Westside Neighborhood Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC); and I have served as a member of the Westwood South of Santa Monica Boulevard Homeowners Association (WSSM).
Council (WNC); the Westwood South of Santa
Monica Boulevard Homeowners Association
I have recently reviewed MAP K2.5. I strongly urge the Commission to recommend MAP K2.5 to the Los Angeles City Council. In short, MAP K2.5 keeps the WNC, the WSSM, and Westwood communities of interest
(WSSM); and Westwood.
within a single Council District. Additionally, MAP K2.5 respects the boundaries of our communities; represents the wisdom of retaining the historical relationships of Westside communities; and, as I believe is necessary,
reflects the 2020 census data.
I am mindful of the continuing efforts of those who supported MAP L to make “adjustments” to Map K2.5 that would remove our neighborhoods from the Westwood community. I strongly urge you NOT to “adjust” MAP K2.
5 to uncouple our communities from that of Westwood. We are part of a single history, a single community of interest. As it is, MAP K2.5 offers our Westside communities a District that will provide us with the best
opportunity to be represented productively and equitably.

10/7/2021 8:10:28 Annie Porter

Carthage Square

10/7/2021 8:11:06 Laura Shumate

Los Feliz

10/7/2021 8:14:23 Sar Mears
10/7/2021 8:18:07 Sammy Smart

2-4
CD2, CD4

10/7/2021 8:32:39 Lorraine Sarles

Silverlake and Los Feliz

10/7/2021 8:39:09 David Abud

CD4

10/7/2021 8:54:54 Alycia Lourim

Koreatown/ Restore CD4

10/7/2021 9:09:30 Arie Levine
10/7/2021 9:14:01 NoMelMadness

CD4
Melrose District

10/7/2021 9:24:28 Peggy Jacobson
10/7/2021 9:30:21 Gina Viola

Carthay Square
CD4 and CD2

10/7/2021 9:36:17 Mary

Cd2 and cd4

10/7/2021 9:41:16 Paul Sutton Dewey
10/7/2021 9:43:33 Alex Fischer

CD4
Los Feliz (cd4)

10/7/2021 9:45:26 Jenny Oppenheimer

CD 4

I wrote the following:
Please DO NOT divide Carthay Square across city council districts. PLEASE keep all of Carthay Square in Council District 5 (CD5). Carthay Square and Carthay Circle and South Carthay belong together. Our home is
specifically impacted by this. We live on the 1200 block of Point View and if you have ever actually been in our neighborhood, you will see clearly and obviously that we belong TOGETHER. Only someone who has never
been in the neighborhood would draw it this way. Please use common sense here and PLEASE keep this together.
The intent to shift - and without specification - the government districts at the will of the politicians is an abuse of power and not acting in any way at all by the role of city government. It is overstepping and removing
residents from receiving the support and goods they require to live healthfully in their communities. It is a 100% representation of "backroom" activity and a disrespect to the people.
By going back to how it was before you clearly singled out areas with a higher population of youth of color.
This map is infuriating and dangerous. To erase the majority of not entirety of districts 2 and 4 is something that should absolutely be illegal. The nerve to even propose this is outrageous and undemocratic given that
hundreds of thousands of LA residents voted on their council members just last year! You should be ashamed of yourselves.
The gray 2 or 4 district has an absurd tiny area that snakes down to capture a tiny sliver of Silverlake, isolating it from the entire rest of Silverlake. It is offensive. Was it drawn solely so Raman's house is still in the
boundary? Because that is wildly inappropriate. You are cutting of those constituents from their neighbors, and lumping them with people that live over an hour away in Shadow Glen? Is defies common sense. Put that
sliver back with the rest of Silverlake and Los Feliz, where it should be, and while you are at it, put Griffith Park back with Los Feliz as well.
This map completely erases CD4 and the councilmember we fought to elect. The commission must and is unacceptable. The commission must reintroduce map L or ensure that CD4 represents the majority of the district
it was meant to represent. I would like to see a version of this map that keeps Koreatown whole and puts it within CD4, such as map L. By choosing this map, however, the commission is disenfranchising the hundreds of
thousands of voters in CD4, and imposing a candidate over other voters who were historically never in the district.
You’re literally blocking EVERYONE that helped vote in Nithya Raman because she actually cares about the people and wants to help the community rather than be a corrupt politician. This map blocks out young voters,
people of color, and renters. Please restore CD4.
Restore CD4
It makes NO SENSE to split the Melrose district between districts 5 and 13! Why would merchants and residents in the area have to deal with two different councilmembers? With the increase in crime along the Melrose
corridor, residents shouldn't need to decide which councilmember applies to their issue. Who thinks this stuff up?
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
Racism! This new plan for CD4 is payback for unseating Ryu and it’s wrong. I am a homeowner in CD4 who proudly voted for Nithya and my neighbors did the same. Being punished for wanting change is white
supremacy. Nithya was not a one off, or the end of that change, rather it is the beginning of what is to come. Your desperation to cling to white supremacy is on full color display in this 2.5 map. You have made it
abundantly clear that The city of Los Angeles cannot appoint commissions with any sort of integrity. This commission is as corrupt as the Board of Police Commissioners is. You may slow progress down, but you will not
stop it nor change its course. My only regret is that I didn’t pay more attention when you were fucking with our districts in south and downtown LA. But I’m here now with a whole ass movement of people committed to
exposing your racism and corruption. Those of you carrying water for white supremacy should resign immediately and demand an independent process. Those of you who don’t believe you are carrying that water need to
call out those who are, then resign and demand an independent process. START OVER…THIS AINT IT!!!!
You have successfully obliterated CD2 and CD4 where counsel members will lose a majority or all of the constituents that voted for them. Restore CD 4. Restore both districts. Why are both district unassigned and why
are these maps used to change voting rights when drawn by unelected officials. This sucks. The city of la sucks.
Do not break up my neighborhood and CD4, that is absolutely ridiculous
I spent about 2 years volunteering and spreading the word about Nithya Raman. I've never been more engaged in local politics than on her campaign because I truly believed in what she stands for. Now, less than a year
into her first term, the map k2.5 changes CD4 so that she likely won't represent many or ANY of the people who, not only voted for her in record turnout, but also spent their personal time getting involved in a local
campaign. It seems to be a totally arbitrary decision by the commission, or worse, an intentional maneuver to remove someone from the office they were elected to. The record number of voters who turned out for Nithya
and her campaign will obviously be fighting this. It's wild that this is even under consideration, let alone became THE recommendation from the commission while there were much more sensible options available. The
process seemed to be intentionally confusing, even for some of the commissioners who voted for the map!
Spliting east CD4 (Silver Lake/Los Feliz/Griffith Park/etc.) into the west valley (CD2) serves neither neighborhood. The proposed map is too vast, too dissimilar, and too disjointed to govern effectively. The current
representation in each district (Krekorian and Raman) would never be voted to represent each other's current council district. This is a slap in the face to the represented neighborhoods.

10/7/2021 9:45:54 Logan

Woodland Hills/west valley

Dear Esteemed Commission,
I hope this finds you well. I wanted to express my concern and opposition regarding Map K.2.
This map proposed by this unelected group of commissioners places the assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a district which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates a new CD2 or CD4 - a
mostly Black and Brown district without cultural landmarks or community assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5% of CD3’s current population.
I emphatically urge the Commission to oppose this deeply problematic map that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners. Please
keep CD3 whole, and do not disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.
Thank you for your time and consideration.

10/7/2021 9:51:40 AR

10/7/2021 9:57:52 Mark and Janet
10/7/2021 10:08:08 Allison Gingold

Pico Robertson, North Hollywood, Valley
Village

WLA
Jewish Community

10/7/2021 10:14:38 Amy Reed
10/7/2021 10:26:30 Donna H
10/7/2021 10:27:43 Leni Gerber

CD 4
Cd 4 and cd 2
Carthay Square

10/7/2021 10:44:27 Michael Levin

CD-4

10/7/2021 10:51:13 Dr John Walker

Studio City

10/7/2021 11:01:27 William Viola Peake

CD4 & CD2

10/7/2021 11:05:55 Carv
10/7/2021 11:22:59 Susan Smith

CD4
Franklin canyon

10/7/2021 11:25:25 Madeline Schilder
10/7/2021 11:28:38 Drew Steinberg

CD 5
Jewish community

10/7/2021 12:22:42 Jazmine Hernandez

10/7/2021 12:41:41 Kristen Studard
10/7/2021 12:42:46 Kevin Ramlal
10/7/2021 13:08:19 Mitchell Collins
10/7/2021 13:20:00 Billy Burgess

10/7/2021 13:25:25 Austin Chase
10/7/2021 13:34:32 Adam G Linder

Sincerely,
Logan
- Valley Village & North Hollywood have a large Orthodox Jewish community. The rest of that community is in CD 5. It would be best for the community to be in one district. North Hollywood and Valley Village should move
to CD 5.
- South Robertson Neighborhoods Council is almost all CD 5 with some CD 10. It would be best if the NC boundaries had only one CD. The parts of CD 10 in the NC boundaries should be switched to CD 5.
- There are neighborhoods in CD 5 that be moved into adjacent CDs to compensate for the additions to CD 5 that I am suggesting above. Specifically everything South of the 10 freeway should not be in CD 5. Windsor
Square and Larchmont can be moved to CD 10. Bel-Air could be moved to CD 3.
Map K2.5 is important!
We strongly support a map that keeps the Jewish community together on the westside including the neighborhoods of Fairfax, Beverly grove, Pico Robertson, Beverlywood, Cheviot Hills, Rancho Park and specifically will
unite the orthodox community in Hancock Park with the rest of the community on the city side of the hill in CD 5. This has been the historic core of the Los Angeles Jewish community since WW II and should continue to
be and in one Council district.
The Jewish community including our communal and cultural institutions have common social and economic interests and unique needs including in security and religious observances and therefore should be united. We
understand that there may be modifications to this map to address concerns in other districts and communities. We urge this Commission to avoid dispersing any community of interests to the extent possible in this
process. We support a transparent and equitable redistricting process for all.
Restore CD 4
The way the map deals with cd4 and 2 makes no sense. For every constituent in one of the districts to lose their current rep is strange and nonsensical.
K2.5 is a disaster as it would split our Historic Carthay Square neighborhood into two council districts 5 and 10. That would also mean that we would be split into two neighborhood councils which would be very
ineffective. Using Packard as a boundary makes no sense; Pico is the obvious and natural southern boundary for our neighborhood.
I urge you to reconsider this proposal and keep all of Carthay Square in Council District 5 along with South Carthay.
We voted for Councilmember Raman in historic numbers, and you are effectively removing all or most of her voters from her district. This is RIDICULOUS and a complete subversion of democracy. Voters elected her and
those voters should be her constituents. CHANGE THE MAP.
I NEED to know the REASON for this suggested division? It's very easy to simply say THIS IS TOTALLY UNFAIR TO THE THOUSANDS OF STAKEHOLDERS WHO VOTED FOR OUR COUNCIL-MEMBER, TO STRIP
US OF ALL THE HARD WORK AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS WE HAVE MADE WORKING IN TANDEM TO MAKE ALL THE CHANGES THAT HAVE MADE STUDIO CITY AND CD2 ON THAT HAS ATTRACTED
HUNDRED OF WRITTEN COMMENTS IN THE NEWS MEDIAL AND THOUSANDS OF EMAILS OF HOW PLEASED WE ARE WITH OUR CURRENT REPRESENTATION. I DO NOT SEE ANY FINANCIAL GAIN - SO
AGAIN, I WOULD APPRECIATE A WRITTEN EXPLANATION WHY THIS SPLIT SERVES ANY OF US
Terrible for CD4. In some vendetta for Nithya winning you are proposing to take away the people that elected her and they want her representing them. Cut the partizan crap we are better than this. We are supposed to
be a liberal city and you all are doing what the republicans do,
Restore CD4, don’t separate people from who they voted for
I have lived for the past 25 years in this neighborhood. If you physically come and see this neighborhood you will see it’s a canyon surrounded by hills and brush. Our main concern are fire issues which we share with our
neighbor district bel air/beverly crest. We share NOTHING in common with redistricted neighborhood
the redistricting splits up the Carthay Square neighborhood into 2 districts, the neighborhood which is also a HPOZ should remain all in one CD as it has been historically.
We strongly support a map that keeps the Jewish community together on the westside including the neighborhoods of Fairfax, Beverly grove, Pico Robertson, Beverlywood, Cheviot Hills, Rancho Park and specifically will
unite the orthodox community in Hancock Park with the rest of the community on the city side of the hill in CD 5. This has been the historic core of the Los Angeles Jewish community since WW II and should continue to
be and in one Council district.

The Jewish community including our communal and cultural institutions have common social and economic interests and unique needs including in security and religious observances and therefore should be united. We
understand that there may be modifications to this map to address concerns in other districts and communities. We urge this Commission to avoid dispersing any community of interests to the extent possible in this
process. We support a transparent and equitable redistricting process for all.
District 2, with proposed K2 and K2.5 Districts. Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
Los Feliz and Koreatown
This map does a great disservice to CD4 AND CD2. It should not be the base map used for making districts. Diverse communities should be encouraged and empowered, not cordoned off and underrepresented.
Especially in light of the recent election.
WeHo
I do not support it
All neighborhoods within the current CD4.
I do not support Map K2.5. The redrawing makes our district far, far less racially and socioeconomically diverse and, frankly, appears to be a blatant attempt to minimize the voices of new and/or progressive voters. The
fact that there is little to no rationale provided in the redrawing of this district is telling in and of itself. And ultimately it is just wildly confusing, nonsensical, and disappointing to see this from my city.
Melrose Village
The idea of splitting Melrose village into two districts is ridiculous. Though I live north of Melrose by a block, I very much think of Melrose Avenue as my neighborhood. North of me becomes West Hollywood, which I can
not even vote on issues. removing us from District 5 and lumping us up with district 13 makes no sense. The issues of that district will relate to Hollywood , East Hollywood and areas that have nothing to do with where I
live. Clearly when you look at the map, it makes far more sense for the small slither of blocks between la Cienega and La Brea north of Melrose should remain in 5. Further more, creating the divide of districts literally on
Melrose has to be one of the dumbest ideas. Melrose is the hub of a neighborhood. This map means issues related to melrose, and businesses, will have to deal with 2 districts? how is that practical? Dealing with crime
on Melrose, as the neighborhood is trying to do, will require dealing with two police captains? two council people? DO NOT SPLIT MELROSE and ALLOW THOSE OF US JUST NORTH OF MELROSE TO REMAIN IN
OUR NEIGHBORHOOD'S DISTRICT!
The Valley
The redrawing of districts 2 and 4 is not motivated by any relevant demographic changes, and is inherently undemocratic. Consistent and fair districting empowers constituents to participate in their local governments, and
allows them to feel represented instead of alienated from the local law-making process. Representation of constituents always needs to be the highest priority in our community.
Hollywood
I believe that the process of releasing the maps has been unequal and politically tampered with. It's evident that Map G was a compromise of the previous three lettered proposals, and a balance of the requests. Then Map
K-2 comes out and not only drastically changes from the previous map, but is so blatantly an attack on renters by wealthy homeowners in districts who do not approve of their current Councilmember. One of the main
objectives in redistricting was to create a "Hollywood Entertainment Zone," a bullet point conveniently left off your list above. The request was to have the Cahuenga Pass District connect the Universal/Studio City area into
the Hollywood Basin... The new proposal's attack isn't even well-planned out, it's as transparent as those CMs and homeowner's attacks on our Unhoused and must be dealt with before K-2 is solidified. K-2 must not
become land of the law when it's so horribly gerrymandered. Map L MUST be reconsidered, if G is no longer up for debate.
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District 4 or 2 (both gray and blue sections on
the map)
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CD 13 and 4
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Silver Lake / CD 4
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Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown, Koreatown,
Little Armenia, Little Bangladesh, Los Feliz,
Elysian Valley and Atwater Village
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Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown, Koreatown,
Little Armenia, Little Bangladesh, Los Feliz,
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Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown, Koreatown,
Little Armenia, Little Bangladesh, Los Feliz,
Elysian Valley and Atwater Village.
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Carthay Square

This map effectively erases districts 4 and 2!!! the small changes in the population in LA show no basis whatsoever for such drastic shifts. If CD4 is gray it retains only 29% of its current constituents. If CD4 is blue it loses
every single one of them. If CD2 is blue and CD4 is gray then CD2 loses EVERY PERSON who voted for them less than a year ago. We are being left in the dark on how to engage this high stakes issue because of the
lack of clarity regarding which district is which! This is backroom deal-making and it completely erases the voices of new voters in this last historic election with more renters, young people, and people of color than ever
before. STOP ERASING OUR VOICES. THEY MATTER.
I live in Silver Lake, and I don't like how the proposed map splits up the neighborhood. Most of the neighborhood is getting moved into CD 13, which is fine, but a tiny sliver is put in CD2/4 and connected to places way out
in the Valley with no relationship to us. I don't like splitting up our neighborhood like this. For example, our local elementary school would wind up in CD2 or 4, but my house just a few blocks away along with the middle
school and high school would be in CD 13. This is not consistent with the requirement that you not split up neighborhoods, and the tiny slice of Silver Lake that you are putting into 2/4 can't possibly have so many people
in it that you can't fit them into CD13, which is a more natural fit, particularly if you gave CD 2/4 some of north Atwater, which is closer to the valley than Silver Lake. There are practical issues, like connecting the bike lane
on Rowena (which would be in CD2/4) to Hyperion and Glendale Blvd (which would be in CD 13). These are the streets everyone in the neighborhood uses, and as a practical matter the Commissioners have outsize
influence over how develop in their district happens, so it will make planning in the neighborhood much more difficult if it is arbitrarily sliced into two different districts like this. Thank you for your consideration.
Please do not split Carthy Square, an HPOZ into 2 Districts. Carthay Square, Carthay Circle and South Carthay are 3 contiguous HPOZs sharing the common interest of maintaining a historic area within Central Los
Angeles. As "communities" we have worked hard to work together and are in process of applying for National Recognition of our historic significance.
Excluding the small group south of Packard into a different district weakens their voices locally....it's an arbitrary border you've created. At the least, please move it South of Pico.
It looks as if the map keeps Hancock Park, Windsor Square and the GWNC area in the same district, which makes far more sense than putting Hancock Park with Koreatown.
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.
The neighborhood in which I reside is Carthay Square, bounded on the south by the Pico Blvd alleyway. Map K2.5 cuts off four blocks of our Historic Preservation Overlay Zone, (HPOZ) on South Stearns Drive, South
Point View, South HiPoint and South Hayworth between Pico Blvd and Packard. The division along this line is offensive after years of organizing and advocating for this zone overlay achieved only in 2017. And now we
have applications in place at the state level for recognition on the National Historic Register. We live in a neighborhood of single family and duplex residences, ethnically diverse, that makes up a third of the three Carthay
neighborhoods: Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay. Keep these three neighborhoods as an integral piece by including the four blocks of Carthay Square as a part of CD5. The toothed borderline between
CD10 and CD5 seems totally arbitrary from my point of view. Please think this through.
I do not support the proposed map. The attempt to cut out 70% of CD4 is unacceptable.
Map K2.5 is a travesty and an outrage. It's been less than a year since I voted for Nithya Raman and now you are showing me a map where my house in now in District 13 and there's a gray box labeled 2 or 4!?!? What on
earth are you doing? I voted for a City Council person to represent me. You cannot just take her away and give me a different random person who I did not vote for.
Attempts to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable.
I represent the Thai community and I would like to suggest adjustments to Map K2.5 as it includes Los Feliz in Council District 13, which does not make sense demographically. This is because Los Feliz is not a
commercial district and comprises mostly affluent homeowners whose interests are very different from the majority of the immigrant constituents and stakeholders in the district such as those in Thai Town, Historic
Filipinotown, Little Armenia, and other ethnic enclaves who are, on the contrary, mostly renters, low-income workers, and small mom and pop store owners. The addition of the Los Feliz neighborhood to CD13 in Map K2.5
would potentially gentrify Thai Town and Little Armenia as well. Ultimately, the inclusion of Los Feliz in CD13 would dilute the voice and representation of immigrants and ethnic enclaves in CD13, which we cannot allow to
happen. For these reasons, the Commission should not include the neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater Village in CD13 but should instead extend the boundaries southward to include all of Koreatown
in CD13 to unite the API community and create a pan-Asian district. Therefore, we urge the Redistricting Commission to exclude Los Feliz, Atwater Village, and Elysian Valley from CD13 and include Koreatown in CD13
instead in Map K2.5 while keeping Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown and Little Armenia whole and intact.
I represent the Thai community and I would like to suggest adjustments to Map K2.5 as it includes Los Feliz in Council District 13, which does not make sense demographically. This is because Los Feliz is not a
commercial district and comprises mostly affluent homeowners whose interests are very different from the majority of the immigrant constituents and stakeholders in the district such as those in Thai Town, Historic
Filipinotown, Little Armenia, and other ethnic enclaves who are, on the contrary, mostly renters, low-income workers, and small mom and pop store owners. The addition of the Los Feliz neighborhood to CD13 in Map K2.5
would potentially gentrify Thai Town and Little Armenia as well. Ultimately, the inclusion of Los Feliz in CD13 would dilute the voice and representation of immigrants and ethnic enclaves in CD13, which we cannot allow to
happen. For these reasons, the Commission should not include the neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater Village in CD13 but should instead extend the boundaries southward to include all of Koreatown
in CD13 to unite the API community and create a pan-Asian district. Therefore, we urge the Redistricting Commission to exclude Los Feliz, Atwater Village, and Elysian Valley from CD13 and include Koreatown in CD13
instead in Map K2.5 while keeping Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown and Little Armenia whole and intact.
I represent the Thai community and I would like to suggest adjustments to Map K2.5 as it includes Los Feliz in Council District 13, which does not make sense demographically. This is because Los Feliz is not a
commercial district and comprises mostly affluent homeowners whose interests are very different from the majority of the immigrant constituents and stakeholders in the district such as those in Thai Town, Historic
Filipinotown, Little Armenia, and other ethnic enclaves who are, on the contrary, mostly renters, low-income workers, and small mom and pop store owners. The addition of the Los Feliz neighborhood to CD13 in Map K2.5
would potentially gentrify Thai Town and Little Armenia as well. Ultimately, the inclusion of Los Feliz in CD13 would dilute the voice and representation of immigrants and ethnic enclaves in CD13, which we cannot allow to
happen. For these reasons, the Commission should not include the neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater Village in CD13 but should instead extend the boundaries southward to include all of Koreatown
in CD13 to unite the API community and create a pan-Asian district. Therefore, we urge the Redistricting Commission to exclude Los Feliz, Atwater Village, and Elysian Valley from CD13 and include Koreatown in CD13
instead in Map K2.5 while keeping Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown and Little Armenia whole and intact.
Carthay Square is unique and very special neighborhood, not just by virtue of location, history and architecture but by what is felt by all of us who live here about our great luck in having our homes here. It's a friendly,
diverse neighborhood where smiles, waves and "hello's!" are the norm, neighbors soon become friends, people help one another and everyone cares deeply about the future of this exceptional place.
Dividing Carthay Square not only doesn't make sense it would cause real harm to the neighborhood's goals and interests. We'd no longer have a single city council office to represent our interests downtown. One third of
historic Carthay Square would be separated from the Carthay Neighborhoods Historic District that we hope will soon be recognized by the state. Please keep all of Carthay Square in CD5 with Carthay Ciecle and South
Carthay
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Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown, Koreatown,
Little Armenia, Little Bangladesh, Los Feliz,
Elysian Valley and Atwater Village.
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Silverlake
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Carthay Square
Chinatown

I represent the Thai community and I would like to suggest adjustments to Map K2.5 as it includes Los Feliz in Council District 13, which does not make sense demographically. This is because Los Feliz is not a
commercial district and comprises mostly affluent homeowners whose interests are very different from the majority of the immigrant constituents and stakeholders in the district such as those in Thai Town, Historic
Filipinotown, Little Armenia, and other ethnic enclaves who are, on the contrary, mostly renters, low-income workers, and small mom and pop store owners. The addition of the Los Feliz neighborhood to CD13 in Map K2.5
would potentially gentrify Thai Town and Little Armenia as well. Ultimately, the inclusion of Los Feliz in CD13 would dilute the voice and representation of immigrants and ethnic enclaves in CD13, which we cannot allow to
happen. For these reasons, the Commission should not include the neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater Village in CD13 but should instead extend the boundaries southward to include all of Koreatown
in CD13 to unite the API community and create a pan-Asian district. Therefore, we urge the Redistricting Commission to exclude Los Feliz, Atwater Village, and Elysian Valley from CD13 and include Koreatown in CD13
instead in Map K2.5 while keeping Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown and Little Armenia whole and intact.
Don't chop up District 4. As a former resident of Mid-Wilshire, I do not support the proposed map. I believe that District 4 should continue to represent tenants, not consolidate the power of wealthy homeowners. Please do
more outreach to low-income communities, especially communities of color. And check out this community-proposed map that represents the diversity of CD-4 and CD-13 https://districtr.org/plan/52876
Restore CD4. Map k2.5 is a hack job and this nonsense does not belong in our city's politics. Stop craving up the city in ways that confuses everyone.
The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need Diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4! Make CD5
the bridge to the valley! I like the diversity represented in CD4 and CD13 in this community produced map: https://districtr.org/plan/52876
Please do NOT divide Carthay Square across City Council districts. Keep all of Carthay Square in CD5 with South Carthay and Carthay Circle.
You need to do better, the map is still splitting up Chinatown, why are these re-districting maps continously splitting up communities for Council Members that don't even listen to their constituents; if the problem is that we
need a deadline, then extend the deadline because these "lines" that may not matter are about someone's home; this is not a light decision that should be made without fully gaining the community's consent and approval
I support in keeping Chinatown together.
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Chinatown

Chinatown is a community of interest: many generations of working class BIPOC people have come to live in Chinatown because of economic and social reasons. In the 19th century, many Asian Americans were forced
to live in Chinatown because they were unable to live elsewhere due to the threat of violence and redlining.
It compromises the Chinatown community by splitting it.
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CD 2, 3, and 4

There's a lot wrong with this map, but let's focus on the realignment of CD 3 to start. Map K2.5 very specifically cuts out portions of the current district that have higher rates of poverty and Latino voters into a new district
(either CD 2 or 4), a move that will them unable to vote for city council for 7 years and stick them in a district that lacks any real assets. This will not only exacerbate the inequality of resources that's so prevalent in Los
Angeles, but it will effectively disenfranchise an entire population of voters from the electoral process for, again, SEVEN YEARS. If Map K2.5 passes as is, the massive demographic switch for CD 3 will cut out the poor
and non-white communities and create an overwhelmingly white, wealthy district, which is classic segregationist policy (I'm looking at you Richard Katz). I would suggest reading more on "Redlining". In fact, here's a wiki
article (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Redlining).
Now if we drill down into CD 2 and 4 (leaving alone the fact that it's not clear which one is which, a confusing move that feels intentionally obscure), Council Members Raman and Krekorian have their districts, for the most
part, erased, which will have serious effects on city services in their areaa. Both have spoken against this redistricting process, even going so far as to call it a "sad exercise in backroom deal-making", which is a lot coming
from one of the most moderate Council Members right now in Krekorian. Either way, both districts lose their constituency in what appears to be a haphazard gerrymander motivated by political decisions as opposed to a
faithful attempt to fairly redrawn boundary lines. This is undemocratic tactic and may as well have been taken out the Trump Republicans playbook.
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Tony Litwinko
Jessica Eason
TJ Gonzalez
Wendy Vazquez
Eric Karkheck
Maria
Holly Purcell

This map is so far afield that I don't think there's any way to improve it. Map L felt the closet to being equitable, I would suggest starting there instead, with clearly labelled district numbers so that the public can easily
determine the districts. Or I would suggest hiring an independent committee that has no ties to council member offices to redraw the maps from scratch.
I have lived near the Rowena reservoir for 30 years. The proposed map is terrible in how my neighborhood (Los Feliz) is proposed to be separated from the neighborhoods around me (Silverlake, east Hollywood, Atwater
Village). The concerns of this area are shared with all of the adjacent areas, including traffic, Griffith Park, local schools, homeless, etc. Why would my area of Los Feliz be detached and made a part of Burbank? What
issues in Burbank are of concern to me and vice versa, why would anyone in Burbank care about what happens in Los Feliz? To encourage an engaged citizenry, we must feel that our participation has value and that our
concerns are shared by others, i.e. our neighbors. This proposed map is an example of the terrible impacts of gerrymandering; it discourages participation in local decision making by the public and offers no real political
representation. For these reasons, I am opposed to this map.
Lincoln Heights
lincoln heights needs to be united , lincoln park needs to be with Lincoln Heights.
Carthay (south carthay, carthay circle , cathay You need to make the dividing line at Pico, NOT at Packard. The area between Packard and Pico is an important part of the "Carthay zone. The area between Pico & Packard is part of our HPOZ. Do not separate the
square)
zone at Packard.
Carthay Square
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY
District 4
Re-enstate and clarify District 4’s full representation of the population that voted to have itself represented as that district. The potential erasure of that representation is unacceptable
CD4
The dramatic redistricting of CD4 makes zero sense and is an attempt to silence voters in the current iteration of CD4. This process should be transparent and democratic and should not be such a blatant attempt at
silence a diverse base of voters.
Carthay, Carthay Square
Please do not split this important, cohesive neighborhood up across different districts. It’s obvious to all of us that your proposals are not put together by people who respect neighborhoods and cohesiveness!!
Miracle Mile
I do not support the proposed map. The attempt to cut out 70% of CD4 is unacceptable!
2 The map k2.5 erases diverse communities worth uplifting not eliminating.
2 or 4
I do not support this new map that doesn’t clearly state how constituents are split up while also removing constituents from districts that they voted for their representation in recently.
Carthay Square
All of Carthay Square should remain whole in CD5!
Carthay Square
I wish Carthay Square to remain whole in CD5.
The Los Feliz Oaks
Thank you Commission for this opportunity to submit and for your time this evening.
current CD4 Los Feliz

I am Holly Purcell submitting for the Los Feliz Oaks HOA and would like to read into the record our concerns with the most recent K2.5 map
K2.5 is something of a mess: it splits our Oaks neighborhood in half, it severs most of the Los Feliz Oaks neighborhood from Los Feliz, and it cuts Los Feliz off from Griffith Park.
The Oaks neighborhood has always been connected to Los Feliz and both neighborhoods have always been in the same district as Griffith Park, to which they are adjacent.
To sever all of these traditional ties and break the two neighborhoods and the park into two different council districts makes no reasonable sense.
The Oaks, Los Feliz, and Griffith Park are a single community of interest and should be represented by a single council district.
Whether that is District "2 OR 4" or District 13 is of less concern.
What is of paramount concern is that these three areas remain, as they have always been, a single community of interest.
And, it is imperative that our neighborhood stay together.
We have 100 years together as a neighborhood with events such as an annual picnic, holiday party, Halloween walk and more.
Our neighborhood boundaries are Griffith Park on east, Franklin Drive on the south and Canyon Drive is our western boundary and we want these to stay in place as an HOA and in the same district.
Thank you!
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CD4
Hollywood
Silver Lake
St. Andrew’s Square, K-Town, Larchmont
koreatown

Morgan Lavandowska
Elizabeth Quinn
Jason Deal
Sean Clements
abby

There has been no significant population change to warrant the redrawing of districts 2 and 4 in this insane way. Both Councilmen will lose the majority of their constituents. No one asked for this and it doesn’t make
sense.
None
K2.5 does NOT make sense for west SFV communities (or most others!), and it's gerrymandering! Communities must be CLUMPED together and be continuous and "compact" and have same interests/burdens (whether
fire threat OR high weather temp extremes OR other). Woodland Hills shares NOTHING in common with Sherman Oaks, Encino or Valley Village, it does however have everything in common with West Hills. From fault
line threats, to fire threats to temperature - IE: drought water demands are much higher on the western end of SFV - even the lifestyle choices and preferences are vastly different on the west SFV vs east SFV. When we
have emergencies (like Woolsey Fire) our Red Cross Camps are in WH, Canoga and Pierce College. The west SFV communities share the LAPD Topanga Station and West Hills Hospital serves the West SFV, as does
Kaiser for the east end of Woodland Hills, Winnetka and Tarzana. The west end of SFV is COMPLETELY DIFFERENT than east SFV and a council member should live in the area that shares the same burdens. Who the
hell came up with K.2? It is an ignorant and DAMAGING division of SFV!!! It is also NOT a fair representation of class and residential struggles in a financial sense. K2.5 SUPPRESSES the low and middle class
residents' VOICE and their VOTES by the nonsensical division! A self-righteous Los Angeles accuses other cities and states of voter suppression and yet that is exactly what you are doing with K2.5. Also, WHERE is the
Middle Eastern minority category? There is a HUGE Middle Eastern population in West Hills and Woodland Hills. Stop naively believing the Census is representative of reality. 6 out of 10 households on my block don't
even fill them out, and the ones that do? Two of my friends on the block are African American and they check "other" because they say it's an insult to segregate by race. Color does NOT depict struggle, FINANCES
depict struggle and that struggle is felt across all heritages!!!! No-one I know makes more than $35k a year and we come in all shapes, sizes, ages and shades. Stop trying to gerrymander and start considering human life
and common sense! Clump the areas together for the benefit of resources and fairness. Woodland Hills, Canoga Park, Winnetka and Tarzana should remain as ONE district and if common sense is put into play, West
Hills should be added to the District A. Keep the western end of SFV together, divide in the middle and keep the eastern end of SFV as one. K2.5 is absurd! If you can't tell, the stupidity of K2.5 evokes deep anger and
outrage. It is difficult to highlight such ignorance without blunt language.
This map erases so many constituents especially from proposed districts 2 and 4. Please do not approve this map, our voices are important.
I do not support Map K2.5. Map K2.5 removes Los Feliz, the neighborhood I live in, from my historic district, CD4, and separates us from Griffith Park, our neighborhood park. It makes no sense to have Griffith Park
governed by a district that contains almost none of the adjoining neighborhoods that use the park in its boundaries. Furthermore, Map K2.5 breaks up low-income renter neighborhoods among different Council districts,
diminishing their voice in city government. I urge the Council to restore our district and keep low-income neighborhoods and Los Feliz in CD4.
Please restore CD4
GO BACK TO ORIGINAL DISTRICT 4
I do not want to disenfranchise voters by adopting this map.
Reject the map and restore CD4
Reject k2.5 and restore CD4

10/7/2021 20:39:43
10/7/2021 20:40:01
10/7/2021 20:41:17
10/7/2021 20:42:03
10/7/2021 20:43:04
10/7/2021 20:44:26
10/7/2021 20:49:24
10/7/2021 20:50:24
10/7/2021 20:50:33
10/7/2021 20:52:51
10/7/2021 20:53:34
10/7/2021 20:54:09
10/7/2021 20:54:27
10/7/2021 20:56:17
10/7/2021 20:57:38
10/7/2021 20:59:38
10/7/2021 21:01:36
10/7/2021 21:07:53
10/7/2021 21:09:45
10/7/2021 21:11:26
10/7/2021 21:12:51
10/7/2021 21:14:52
10/7/2021 21:17:33
10/7/2021 21:26:19
10/7/2021 21:28:11
10/7/2021 21:31:54

Elliot Sharron
Daniel Levitt
Brad Evans
Caroline
JayBezz
Steve Kandell
Richard Snyder
JayLando McCauley
Layla
Caroline
Chris Koeppel
Matthew C Siegel
Mike R.
Mack
Jacob Rubin
Danielle LaGrippe
Erica Schreiber
benjamin kronick
Ryan Carroll
Rob Eves
D KW
Jeff
Sahil Desai
Noah
Chris Roulier
D.S.

Council district 4
Sherman Oaks
CD 4 - Park La Brea
CD4 and CD3
South LA
East
CD4
CD4
General
All
Sherman Oaks
CD4
Hollywood
Hollywood/Los feliz
CD4
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Reject map K2.5. Restore CD-4
Please reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4.
Reject this ridiculous gerrymandering and keep CD 4. I do not want an unelected group nullifying my vote.
This map is wildly undemocratic. You are slicing tenants out of districts in ways that undermine voters’ stated preferences. Totally unacceptable.
Reinstate CD4 and reject gerrymander of Nithya"s district
This map should be rejected and CD4 maintained
Do not eliminate CD4.
Restore CD4
I dont approve of this map, which is clearly trying to disrupt CD4.
I reject K2.5
Reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4.
Reject and restore CD4
I ask that you reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4
It sucks. Reject 2.5. Restore district 4
Please restore CD4 and reject Map K2.5
It's terrible--shameless gerrymandering. Get rid of Map K2.5 and restore CD4.
Do not gerrymander our city. I reject this map. Please do not move forward with this.
K 2.5 is a terrible idea and would only harm more angeleno's! Please restore CD 4
Reject K2.5 and continue with Status Quo
It stinks! Stop trying to gerrymander LA.
Reject these changes and restore CD4
I dont like it, I voted for a councilmember who will no longer be representing me and will likely be replaced with one who dose not have my community interest at heart. Please restore CD4
REJECT Map K2.5 and restore CD4
Hate it. Bring back the old CD4. This sucks!
Honestly this feels like gerrymandering to keep lower income people bundled to actually lose power that they might gain by being left in the districts they were in before. Specifically CD4
Please reject this map and leave districts as they are. Maintain the current boundaries and integrity of District 4. This redistricting is unfair to Los Angeles voters and undermines faith in local government. Gerrymandering
is something we've grown used to seeing disenfranchise voters in red states. It's a betrayal to see our city engage in it so blatantly.
reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4
I don't understand the rationale for changes that are this substantial without a clear benefit to the people who live in those counties. This could profoundly impact local politics and development and doesn't show any strong
benefits to the people who live there.
I think that Map K2.5 should be rejected and that CD4 should be restored.
I think the removal of CD4 is ridiculous and a breach of trust of thousands of voters who worked to get someone on the city council to represent THEM and not the interest of developers. Reject this map or at least allow
CD4 to maintain its neighborhoods.
Throw this out. Restore cd4
I do not support the proposed map. It is completely unacceptable to cut out 70% of CD4.
Please restore CD4–this gerrymandering is obscene
K2.5 is gerrymandering, restore CD4.
Reject map k2.5 and restore CD4. Do not overturn valid election results that lead to Nithya Raman’s election. It is the will of the people!
reject K2.5 and restore CD4
I reject K2.5 entirely. Modern day gerrymandering. Go back to the drawing board
I ask you to reject Map K2.5 and restore Current District 4. Map K2.5 would remove representation from diverse, lower-income neighborhoods, taking away their voice in city affairs.
In the last election in CD4 Councilmember Nithya Raman won the most votes in city council history. The campaign broke Los Angeles County FEC fundraising records, had over 2,000 volunteers, and gained the most
votes in city history. The LA times showcased areas where Ramen won vs the incumbent- they include Hollywood, Fairfax, MidCity, Koreatown, and Los Feliz. You are essentially removing more than 2/3 of her voters
OUT of her district. These are renters, LGBT people, people of color, and by the maps we can see they are more middle class/working class. This is unfair to the constituents who came out in record numbers. We will
not let this stand. Please restore CD4! While we understand some changes will be made, removing nearly the whole district is corrupt.
Throw out K2.5
I hate it. Please reject K2.5 and reinstate council district 4
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Highland Park

Dear City of Los Angeles Redistricting Commissioners:
On October 5, 2021, a Brown Act noticed public meeting was held by the Historic Highland Park Neighborhood Council (HHPNC) at which a quorum was present. The HHPNC passed a motion to submit a Community
Impact Statement to the Los Angeles Redistricting commission stressing the following core requests:
Keep the CD 1 and CD 14 boundaries in Highland Park the same. Keep the Highland Park neighborhood that is currently within Council District 14 in Council District 14. If you change CD 1, do not take from CD 14 in
Highland Park to make up for the lost population. Overwhelmingly, in comments and community of interest statements, Highland Park residents in CD 14 requested to remain in CD 14. They also requested that Highland
Park be placed in a single Council District (CD). Since this request has been ignored, at least honor their other request to keep the Highland Park residents of CD 14 in CD 14.
Keep the CD 14 portion of Highland Park together with its allied, neighboring communities of Eagle Rock, El Sereno, and Boyle Heights as they have been for decades. Do not change these boundaries.
Do not divide our major streets and boulevards in half. This is unfair to our businesses and residents. It will dilute their influence.
Keep both sides of York Blvd. from Avenue 49 to the South Pasadena boundary in CD 14.
Keep both sides of Figueroa from our border with Eagle Rock down to York Blvd. in CD 14. Figueroa’s southwest portion below York Blvd to South Avenue 60 is currently in CD 14. It should remain in CD 14. CD 14 is
currently working on a new ADA ramp at Arroyo Seco park and on improving the sidewalk down to the Tiny Homes village at the park. We need the continuity of having Council member de Leon and his staff continue their
work on these projects.
Keep our businesses on York Blvd. that are currently in CD 14 in CD 14.
Keep the Highland Park Senior Center in CD 14.
Keep the Tiny Homes project at Arroyo Seco Park in CD 14. Council Member Kevin de Leon initiated this project. We need Council Member de Leon’s leadership to make sure this project is a success for both our
unhoused residents and for the community that live adjacent to this project. Our community members in CD 14 helped paint these homes.
Our community of Highland Park has faced many difficulties. Our community is the 31st densest community out of 265 in Los Angeles County. Our community has been heavily impacted by gentrification. Many of our
community members are essential workers, and we lost 108 residents to COVID 19. Our residents are having trouble paying for their ever-rising rents. We have a large homegrown unhoused population. We have senior
citizens who are living out of their cars. We are losing tree canopy at an alarming rate and are fearful our communities will become heat islands. Our community has worked hard to address these problems and have
worked closely with our two Council Members. We have projects that we have been working on including the Tiny Homes Project in Arroyo Seco Park and fighting the eviction of low-income residents on Avenue 50. We
ask that you allow us to continue our work on these issues with our current Council Members. Changing our boundaries will mean that many of our residents will be represented by a council member that they did not have
the opportunity to vote for. Don’t change our boundaries within Highland Park.
We object to the way Map K 2.5 treats our majority Latinx community of Highland Park. It appears that our community is being used to balance out the requests of wealthier communities to make the population numbers
work without any regard to the political impacts it will have on our community members. We ask that you listen to the statements our Highland Park residents made at the public hearings and in written statements. Map
K2.5 separates out a mere 24.9 percent of our Highland Park population into CD 14 diluting that communities influence with their Council Member. This quarter of Highland Park is a majority Latinx community that is being
used to snake CD 14 down from Eagle Rock to Hermon, El Sereno, Boyle Heights and into DTLA.
The HHPNC makes up a community of interest that deserves representation that does not relegate a part of our community to an inferior status. In your redistricting efforts you should not reduce communities within a
council district into an area so small as to render their political influence with their Council Member as inconsequential especially when it is a majority community of color.
The Board voted in favor of the motion on 10/7/21.
Thank you,

Duncan Gregory
Historic Highland Park Neighborhood Council President
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This map is horrendous; restore CD4
Very damaging to Sun Valley after all the progress we have worked so hard to accomplish in the last 10 years. Disrupting the present leadership would only set us back with new Representatives who know nothing about
the needs of our community. Do not alter the present boundaries we are building our community's future under. Improve the map by leaving Sun Valley as part of CD-2 under Paul Krekorian and CD-6 under Nury
Martinez. Do not disrupt our present boundaries.
Needlessly gerrymanders lower income neighborhoods
reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4
Map k2.5 is such a picture-perfect if gerrymandering away a progressive voice, I should be surprised at the gall it would take to propose it. But I’m not. Please reject k2.5 and restore CD4.
I disagree with gerrymandering and changing CD4
I would like the council to explain reasons for going through with a drastic change in my district while others largely remain the same. What data is backing this up? I am disappointed by the composition of the Commission
itself - they have political backgrounds which begs me to ask what urban planners/demographers were consulted to create the new map? It makes it seem as if this is being done for current Commission instead of the
good of the public.
Further, as I've stated in a previous email, I would ask the Commission to go further and think more broadly: make more districts. We haven't changed the number of Councilmembers since 1925, close to 100 years ago.
This would make for a fairer, more representative Los Angeles.
Please reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4
I like Map K2.5 because it keeps the WOWHOA and WNC, which represent me, in one council district. Thank you for keeping it that way.
This plan should be scrapped. No redistricting, restore CD4
As first step, for residents in that region are satisfied.
I do not support the proposed map. The attempt to cut out 70% of CD4 is unacceptable.
Stop taking away neighborhoods from CD 4. Very transparent power grab
As a resident of the Valley, I find the proposed changes to our districts suspiciously inexplicable. An effort to gerrymander the city council would be undemocratic and disgusting.
Why would you decimate my district CD4? Please keep CD 4 as is.
Restore CD4
Reject map k2.5 and restore cd4
It makes no sense to group this neighborhood with the wealthy hills. We worked hard to form a large coalition within the existing CD4, and this map feels like an intentional strike against that. We built a community, don't
break it apart
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I find the new redistricting map egregious. How on earth can it be that there is a chance that if this map is the new map, the council member I voted for will NO LONGER REPRESENT ME and I'll get a new
representative?! That is some high quality bullshit. Stop gerrymandering these maps to exclude renters too. I am one of the FEW renters in CD4 and was finally feeling like my voice was being heard by the representative I
VOTED FOR. You're erasing the voices of minority voters. I am 100% against this new map and I've only touched on the district that effects me. This map screws over thousands of Los Angeles residents while favoring
the few.
Reject K2.5 and keep CD-4
I do not support Map K2.5 and it’s highly-political choice to destroy CD4 and it’s popular Councilmember Nithya Raman.
It's absolutely outrageous to me that the city council would try to disenfranchise so many voters who elected Nithya Raman to council -- more voters than there have ever been in a city council election! It's absolutely
outrageous to cut up her district in this way, and unprecedented for a freshman council member. I oppose this decision in the strongest possible terms.
The map is fine except for one thing: Griffith Park should be part of Los Feliz. Everyone who lives here deals with Park issues all the time (parking, coyotes, fires, Greek Theater traffic, etc.) so it only makes sense that the
Park is acknowledged as part of Los Feliz.
Could you provide a map showing the current boundaries of the City Council Districts as they exist today, so one can compare them with your Draft Map Plan K2.5? Thank you!
Reject this map
I represent the Thai community and I would like to suggest adjustments to Map K2.5 as it includes Los Feliz in Council District 13, which does not make sense demographically. This is because Los Feliz is not a
commercial district and comprises mostly affluent homeowners whose interests are very different from the majority of the immigrant constituents and stakeholders in the district such as those in Thai Town, Historic
Filipinotown, Little Armenia, and other ethnic enclaves who are, on the contrary, mostly renters, low-income workers, and small mom and pop store owners. The addition of the Los Feliz neighborhood to CD13 in Map K2.5
would potentially gentrify Thai Town and Little Armenia as well. Ultimately, the inclusion of Los Feliz in CD13 would dilute the voice and representation of immigrants and ethnic enclaves in CD13, which we cannot allow to
happen. For these reasons, the Commission should not include the neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater Village in CD13 but should instead extend the boundaries southward to include all of Koreatown
in CD13 to unite the API community and create a pan-Asian district. Therefore, we urge the Redistricting Commission to exclude Los Feliz, Atwater Village, and Elysian Valley from CD13 and include Koreatown in CD13
instead in Map K2.5 while keeping Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown and Little Armenia whole and intact.
Please keep Laurel Canyon unified. The issues of fire and the Santa Monica Conservancy are unique to our area. We need to have a unified force to continue to address these critical issues.
We want to stay with the rest of Los Feliz
The current map divides up the existing Chinatown into 2 districts. This is devastating to this longstanding community that have built close-knit connections and strong solidarity over a history of shared struggle. Many
residents here have know each other since they first arrived in the United States, and continue to be each others support network through unprecedented challenges such as the Covid pandemic and mass evictions. This
existing map cuts through Chinatown and will cause devastating harm to the community here. Map K2.5 should be altered to keep the entire Chinatown in the same district.
I represent the Thai community and I would like to suggest adjustments to Map K2.5 as it includes Los Feliz in Council District 13, which does not make sense demographically. This is because Los Feliz is not a
commercial district and comprises mostly affluent homeowners whose interests are very different from the majority of the immigrant constituents and stakeholders in the district such as those in Thai Town, Historic
Filipinotown, Little Armenia, and other ethnic enclaves who are, on the contrary, mostly renters, low-income workers, and small mom and pop store owners. The addition of the Los Feliz neighborhood to CD13 in Map K2.5
would potentially gentrify Thai Town and Little Armenia as well. Ultimately, the inclusion of Los Feliz in CD13 would dilute the voice and representation of immigrants and ethnic enclaves in CD13, which we cannot allow to
happen. For these reasons, the Commission should not include the neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater Village in CD13 but should instead extend the boundaries southward to include all of Koreatown
in CD13 to unite the API community and create a pan-Asian district. Therefore, we urge the Redistricting Commission to exclude Los Feliz, Atwater Village, and Elysian Valley from CD13 and include Koreatown in CD13
instead in Map K2.5 while keeping Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown and Little Armenia whole and intact.
There is a finger which separates parts of neighborhoods and splits neighbors who live across the street from one another (Los Feliz/Silver Lake) in district 13 and 2-OH-4. I would like to see these neighborhoods be part
of the same district along with Griffith Park given that this is a Los Feliz landmark and it’s use impacts those constituents the most. In summary, I would like to see the entirety of Los Feliz, Silver Lake and Griffith Park in
the same district. Thank you!
I am part of the Thai community in L.A. and I would like to suggest adjustments to Map K2.5 as it includes Los Feliz in Council District 13, which does not make sense demographically. This is because Los Feliz is not a
commercial district and comprises mostly affluent homeowners whose interests are very different from the majority of the immigrant constituents and stakeholders in the district such as those in Thai Town, Historic
Filipinotown, Little Armenia, and other ethnic enclaves who are, on the contrary, mostly renters, low-income workers, and small mom and pop store owners. The addition of the Los Feliz neighborhood to CD13 in Map K2.5
would potentially gentrify Thai Town and Little Armenia as well. Ultimately, the inclusion of Los Feliz in CD13 would dilute the voice and representation of immigrants and ethnic enclaves in CD13, which we cannot allow to
happen. For these reasons, the Commission should not include the neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater Village in CD13 but should instead extend the boundaries southward to include all of Koreatown
in CD13 to unite the API community and create a pan-Asian district. Therefore, we urge the Redistricting Commission to exclude Los Feliz, Atwater Village, and Elysian Valley from CD13 and include Koreatown in CD13
instead in Map K2.5 while keeping Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown and Little Armenia whole and intact.
The Oaks and Griffith park have always been together with Los Feliz. It's not right to split them up. Griffith park is practically the back yard of everyone who lives in Los Feliz and the Oaks and these neighborhoods should
have a voice in matter that affect this historic community.
I live in Los Feliz, right next to Griffith Park. I strongly believe that Silver Lake, Los Feliz and Griffith Park all need to remain in one district. In particular, Griffith Park should remain in the district with Los Feliz since the
park is so closely tied to the community. Personally, I want into the park 2-3 times per week and ride my bike in the park 1-2 times per week, so it's a very important part of my life.
K2.5 is a terrible map that dilutes the voice of the neighborhood where I've lived for nearly a decade and a half. CD4 is a much more appropriate reflection of the district's makeup and should be restored.
I am a West of Westwood HOA and Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder (WNC).
I strongly support Map K2.5 that keeps the WOWHOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not draw where a councilperson lives, especially when they probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using the recent census results.
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We strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.
The map cuts out the eastern end of Los Feliz Hills, above Los Feliz Blvd. Why? We are the neighborhood activists on that end serving Los Feliz and Griffith Park. When we formed the Greater Griffith Park Neighborhood
Council (now Los Feliz Neighborhood Council) in 2006, we purposefully ensured Griffith Park would be part of the certified Neighborhood Council! The map needs to include all of Los Feliz and the park.
Chinatown is one of the oldest communities in Los Angeles and is home to immigrants, the elderly, working-class, and families of color. The current boundaries of Chinatown have been shaped by historic racist land-use
practices that have left a legacy of predatory developments and gentrification. For residents to stand a chance in advocating for community needs & better resources Chinatown must remain whole & together in one
council district.
Located at 600 N Broadway, 1 block south of the proposed CD 1 boundary, Cathay Manor is senior housing made up of elderly, income-restricted, disabled Asian immigrants with limited/no English. These residents are
valued members of the Chinatown community, they attend to all their needs in Chinatown, where they can get around and speak in their native languages. Please do not separate Chinatown into 2 districts, we are one
community, and Cathay Manor needs to be in CD1 with the rest of the neighborhood.
The new map proposes to relocate the boundary of CD1 in Chinatown from Cesar Chavez Ave & Alameda St. to Hill & Ord St. This splits our historic community into two. The new boundary separates the iconic gateway
statue, as well as many of our residents from the rest of Chinatown. Please respect Chinatown and our community members and keep Chinatown whole and in one Council District.
Put Melrose between Fairfax and Highland into one single district
Restore CD4 and keep Koreatown in a single district as much as possible.
We within the WSSM favor keeping all our neighborhoods within one district as stipulated under plan K2.5
Reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4
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CD 2, 4, 5, 13

I recently listened in to the Special Meeting #1 on 10/6, and also went back to listen to the draft map presentation on 09/30. I am very bothered by the choice to choose the more politically divisive and risky map, that still
has numerous flaws that will not be addressed as the larger issues are overshadowing it.
MAP K2.5 IS MORE RADICAL AND POLITICALLY DIVISIVE - It makes the biggest moves in terms of redrawing districts, completely starts from scratch for 2 of the 15 districts, gives huge advantages and disadvantages
to some of the most vocal, reported on, and controversial council members. There have not been population shifts that would require such drastic redrawing.
CONSIDER THE CURRENT TIMES - 2020 and 2021 have been stressful, and politically divisive times with the on going pandemic, the 2020 elections, and on going attempts to reverse the results those elections.
Including several controversial recalls that effect Council Members, namely one who will be one of the most effect by this map. We need less political controversy, not more.
WITH MAP K2.5, CONSTITUENTS ARE TRYING TO CHOOSE THEIR CM - With the uncertainty of CD 2 and 4, constituents giving testimony are trying to use the redistricting process to choose their council member,
bypassing the election process. There is still an organized attempt to recall the council members, and members of those recall efforts are giving public testimony. Comments from constituents, especially of CD 2 and 4,
that RESPECT THE ELECTIONS should take precedent over those that are trying to move their CM to other areas in the city.
MAP L WAS NOT VOTED ON - In the meeting on 09/30 there was vote than tabled Map L from conversation and it was not voted on. Map K2.5 was defacto the only map standing. Map L should be restored, and given
the chance to be presented to the City Council. It is the more risk-adverse, and less politically divisive map as it retains to CDs 2, 4, and 13. It reflects the current council districts, with the modifications necessary to meet
the commissions objectives, though it could be further approved upon.
CD4 AND CD13 ARE MORE INTERTWINED - as Hollywood resident, I understand that the general area, and neighborhood councils are divided between CD4 and CD13. If there was any ambiguity on which NCs should
be in which CD that the commission would like to withhold recommendation for political purposes, it should be CD4 and CD13, NOT CD4 and CD2. Those CDs have the smallest overlap or interaction or commonalities.
MAP K2.5 STILL HAS IRREGULARITIES THAT ARE NOT LOGICAL - There have been many comments regarding the splitting of Highland Park, Melrose, Chinatown, parts of Korea Town, Historic Filipino Town from KT,
Los Feliz, the San Fernando Valley - that have gotten many comments that still need to be addressed. Looking at CDs 2, 4, and 13 as those are the biggest changes - there is no reason that CD13 crosses La Brea and
crosses the 5. Going from West Hollywood to Glassell Park does not make sense. It does give a HUGE ADVANTAGE TO CD13 CM who resides in Glassell Park. CD13 has appendages the break apart Melrose, the Oaks
in Los Feliz, Elysian Valley, and Atwater Village. If a logical approach is the approach, these need to be regularized and these communities need to be listened to.
REPEAT DO NOT DIVIDE MELROSE, HIGHLAND PARK, EAST LA, HINATOWN, KOREATOWN, LOS FELIZ, THE SAN FERNANDO VALLEY
HUGE ADVANTAGE TO CD13 - This map includes the residence of CM O'Farrell in Glassell Park, while consolidating the entire Hollywood region to his political advantage. This is in defiance of logic and geography.
West Hollywood is very West in LA and Glassell Park is very East. This CD is crossing multiple freeways to pull of this political maneuver. CM O'Farrell is up for reelection in 2022, so he needs this geographical anomaly.
This is a fact that the commission must acknowledge.
MAP K2.5 NEGATIVELY AFFECTS RENTERS - CD4 is a district with many renter neighborhoods who elected CM Raman based on her pro-renter and tenant protection policies. They will be greatly disadvantaged as at
least 2/3rds, if not all, of her district will be shifted out. I do not believe this process is one about choosing a new CM and overriding the election - but these are voters who are trying to preserve the results of the 2020
election, while MAP K2.5 will override those results. CMs Raman and Krekorian have every right to voice their opinion.
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IN CONCLUSION, RESTORE MAP L AS CONSIDERATION
This is a supplement to my previous comment. Although your maps do not have many street names, it appears the boundary line used to create the small finger of Los Feliz which will be in 2-OR-4 rather than 13 runs up
the middle of Amesbury Road, the street I live on. Amesbury is a narrow, hillside road with parking only on one side. Furthermore, I am advised that the "finger" has been created solely to retain CM Raman's house within
a district she wants to represent, a violation of the Commission's own protocols. Both of these are facts which add to the complete lack of a rational basis for that portion of the map, a requirement of law. The entirety of
Los Feliz and Griffith Park must be kept together or the map will be subject to invalidation in court.
What the hell are you trying to do? Disenfranchise the voters in districts 2 & 4? Because this looks like an attempt to take away the people that the districts voted for as their representatives. This is a sham, and has all the
markings of backroom dealings, and not an honest attempt at redistricting.
I'm a resident of Los Felizin Council District 4, and I do not support the proposed map, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out
70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable.
Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park!
1. Put Laurel Canyon back in District 5. Move the District 5 eastern boundary to Nichols Canyon / Bantam Trail. The Hillside communities face unique risks, challenges, concerns. They need their own SEPARATE
Council District. Combining Hillside communities with "flat" communities will not work. Laurel Canyon has ALWAYS been part of the Bel Air/ Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council. Why was Laurel Canyon removed
from Council District 5? Yes, some residents of Laurel Canyon did not like making Laurel Canyon BLVD the eastern boundary of Council District 5. OKAY. So make Nichols Canyon / Bantam Trail the eastern boundary
of Council District 5.
2. Change the southern boundaries of District 5 to eliminate Westwood, Rancho Park, Cheviot Hills, Fairfax, Beverly Grove, etc. Those communities should NOT be combined with hillside communities; Westwood,
Rancho Park, etc. should be combined with other low-land communities in a Council District. It does NOT work to combine Hillside communities---which face unique risks (wildfire, narrow roads, challenging topography,
land-use concerns, over-development, need to preserve open space and wildlife, etc.)----with low-land communities. These two sets of communities have different interests, concerns, challenges.
3. Alternatively, change the eastern boundary of Council District 5 so that it includes ALL of Bel Air/ Beverly Crest, Laurel Canyon, and the West and East Hollywood Hills. Make the 101 Hollywood Freeway or the
Interstate 5 Freeway the Eastern boundary of Council District 5. Again---eliminate the lowland neighborhoods from Council District 5. Why would Council District 5 include Rancho Park, Westwood, Cheviot Hills, etc.?
Makes ZERO sense.

10/8/2021 13:18:18 Paul LeSchofs
10/8/2021 13:19:34 Warren D. TenHouten

CD4
Laurel Canyon and Bel Air/Beverly Crest

4. The least good alternative: let Laurel Canyon stay in Council District 4 but do NOT include lowland communities in Council District 4. Hillside communities have a set of unique challenges (wildfire, narrow roads,
challenging topography, land-use concerns, over-development, need to preserve open space and wildlife, etc.). They need their OWN SEPARATE Council District. It will NOT work to combine hillside communities with
lowland communities in a single Council District.
Stop redistricting so you can blatantly take away representatives from communities you don’t want to have power.
1. Put Laurel Canyon back in District 5. Move the District 5 eastern boundary to Nichols Canyon / Bantam Trail. The Hillside communities face unique risks, challenges, concerns. They need their own SEPARATE
Council District. Combining Hillside communities with "flat" communities will not work. Laurel Canyon has ALWAYS been part of the Bel Air/ Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council. Why was Laurel Canyon removed
from Council District 5? Yes, some residents of Laurel Canyon did not like making Laurel Canyon BLVD the eastern boundary of Council District 5. OKAY. So make Nichols Canyon / Bantam Trail the eastern boundary
of Council District 5.
2. Change the southern boundaries of District 5 to eliminate Westwood, Rancho Park, Cheviot Hills, Fairfax, Beverly Grove, etc. Those communities should NOT be combined with hillside communities; Westwood,
Rancho Park, etc. should be combined with other low-land communities in a Council District. It does NOT work to combine Hillside communities---which face unique risks (wildfire, narrow roads, challenging topography,
land-use concerns, over-development, need to preserve open space and wildlife, etc.)----with low-land communities. These two sets of communities have different interests, concerns, challenges.
3. Alternatively, change the eastern boundary of Council District 5 so that it includes ALL of Bel Air/ Beverly Crest, Laurel Canyon, and the West and East Hollywood Hills. Make the 101 Hollywood Freeway or the
Interstate 5 Freeway the Eastern boundary of Council District 5. Again---eliminate the lowland neighborhoods from Council District 5. Why would Council District 5 include Rancho Park, Westwood, Cheviot Hills, etc.?
Makes ZERO sense.

10/8/2021 13:19:53 Michael Goldberg

Los Feliz

4. The least good alternative: let Laurel Canyon stay in Council District 4 but do NOT include lowland communities in Council District 4. Hillside communities have a set of unique challenges (wildfire, narrow roads,
challenging topography, land-use concerns, over-development, need to preserve open space and wildlife, etc.). They need their OWN SEPARATE Council District. It will NOT work to combine hillside communities with
lowland communities in a single Council District.
Griffith Park must be included in whichever district the Los Feliz neighborhood is placed. Almost all park entrances and exits pass through Los Feliz and anything that impacts the park impacts the neighbor hood as well. In
addition, the Oaks portion of Los Feliz and the eastern portion of Los Feliz, north of Los Feliz Blvd have been excluded and need to be added back.
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Carthay Square Los Angeles
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Lincoln Heights and CD4
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CD4
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Carthay Square
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Carthay Square
silver lake
CD4
Van nuys
Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown, Koreatown,
Little Armenia, Little Bangladesh, Los Feliz,
Elysian Valley and Atwater Village.

Marie Thomasson
Alison
Riley Madincea
Rahool Padhye
Korakot Sarunchartinonth
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Los Feliz, Silver Lake
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CD4
Los Feliz

10/8/2021 16:12:43 YGK
10/8/2021 17:35:09 Nicholas Van Brunt

CD4
Silver Lake

10/8/2021 17:39:31 Stephanie Miranda

2or 4

10/8/2021 17:49:12 Peggy Gorelick

CD4

Our concern is regarding cutting properties south of Packard out of HPOZ and with no single council member downtown. This would leave us with no real representation. It's probable that developers would destroy this
beautiful residential neighborhood even more than they already have with all the construction on Pico, by putting up large structures on these blocks of individual homes and duplexes. Carthay Square should NOT be
divided up.
I reject the map due to the effect on renters. This is not “perceived” this is real and clearly an attempt by the city council to pick and choose its voters in an effort to hold on to power and disenfranchises all of the people in
CD4 who elected Nithya Raman. I reject the breaking up CD4.
Absolutely terrible - this is a blatant power grab by real estate developers and has nothing to do with the actual needs of any district. Real estate developers are actively running this city into the ground, and continuing to
cater to business interests over human interests is disgusting. We see you.
Dividing up Carthay Square south of Packard removes our HPOZ status, without effective representation downtown. It leaves the 1200 blocks open to developers constructing high rise apartment buildings without concern
for the integrity of the neighborhood. All the construction on Pico and the deleterious effect it is having on these blocks has already reduced the peace and quality of our lives. This redistricting proposal is an example of big
money and lobbying destroying all that is good.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
Reject this map!
I reject it entirely. You are trying to game out the people who turned out in record numbers to vote against you. It will not work. Please stop being evil.
Reject map k2.5 and restore cd4
I represent the Thai community and I would like to suggest adjustments to Map K2.5 as it includes Los Feliz in Council District 13, which does not make sense demographically. This is because Los Feliz is not a
commercial district and comprises mostly affluent homeowners whose interests are very different from the majority of the immigrant constituents and stakeholders in the district such as those in Thai Town, Historic
Filipinotown, Little Armenia, and other ethnic enclaves who are, on the contrary, mostly renters, low-income workers, and small mom and pop store owners. The addition of the Los Feliz neighborhood to CD13 in Map K2.5
would potentially gentrify Thai Town and Little Armenia as well. Ultimately, the inclusion of Los Feliz in CD13 would dilute the voice and representation of immigrants and ethnic enclaves in CD13, which we cannot allow to
happen. For these reasons, the Commission should not include the neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater Village in CD13 but should instead extend the boundaries southward to include all of Koreatown
in CD13 to unite the API community and create a pan-Asian district. Therefore, we urge the Redistricting Commission to exclude Los Feliz, Atwater Village, and Elysian Valley from CD13 and include Koreatown in CD13
instead in Map K2.5 while keeping Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown and Little Armenia whole and intact.
It is an absolute disgrace to the democratic process and must be rejected. This would be disenfranchising me and thousands of my neighbors who voted Nithya Raman into office less than one year ago. This (read:
unelected) Commission is seeking to undermine the CD4 constituency and must redraw this map in a manner that fairly represents Angelenos in these neighborhoods. To do otherwise would be a flagrant attack on the
electoral process and a victory for voter suppression. Reject Map K2.5.
Please reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4
I urge the Council to place all of Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Atwater, Franklin Hills and Griffith Park into the same district rather than carve out an arbitrary portion of this community -- as well as the park -- and assign it to
District 2-or-4. Our neighborhoods enjoy a great deal of cohesion and mutual support, and should this proposed map be approved, control over Griffith Park will devolve on a council member whose primary constituents
live quite distant from the park, while a portion of our community caught in this "finger" of District 2-or-4 will find themselves functionally cut off from their neighbors. Thank you for listening to us.
This map is unacceptable with regard to CD 2 OR 4. Which ever way it goes, one district will lose *EVERY PERSON* who voted for them less than a year ago. That is not a democracy!
The new CD “2-or-4” nonsensically carves our neighborhood (the area between Glendale Blvd and the 5) out from virtually all of our neighbors, including my Councilmember who lives just on the other side of Glendale,
and links us to many parts of the city with divergent interests. It will make us an island in terms of attention from the next Councilmember and effectively disenfranchises us. It makes no sense.
Redrawing Districts 2 and 4 will leave one of those districts without any constituents. This is blatant disregard for the rights of our people. I’m general, I have a huge problem with how racist lines are drawn in the first place,
but leaving a district without any constituents to be represented is egregiously unjust.
I was concerned to learn of the CD4 redistricting proposal. I am a resident of Silver Lake and constituent of councilman O'Farrell.
The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need Diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4! Nithya
Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This draft map is a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman of Color from office.
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I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA and supports diversity and equity.
The proposed redistricting groups low income cities in one zone. A better, more just districting would be to add Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda to West Hills. This map shows a very elitist position.
DO NOT REDRAW OR CHANGE CD4. We have overwhelmingly voted for our representative (the most of any council member) and feel cheated out of our rights to representation by this ridiculous loophole. You work for
us not the other way around. I have been in CD4 for over a year now and finally have a representative in Nithya that actually makes sense and wants to do what many of us outside of government want policy wise.
South Hollywood NA
It is much more important that GWNC not be split, than it is to have continuity of council person now. Currently I am in CD4 which is the most gerrymandered district with too many interest groups for one CD. Map K 2.5 is
a big improvement. Please don't split GWNC. There are renters all over the city. Renters aren't a good reason to keep CD4 close to its current configuration, or to split other interest groups such as Koreatown or Jewish
communities. I never felt my neighborhood (South Hollywood) or Hancock Park belonged in the same district as Silverlake or parts of the Hollywood Hills or the Valley. We belong in a district that includes all of GWNC, and
doesn't snake around. The renters in South Hollywood have the same interests as the homeowners have. We all talk with each other.
2-4
Adding the hollywood hills and hollywood hills west to areas in the valley is ridiculous. Hollywood is far more integrated with our community then areas in the valley. Anything south of Mulholland drive should be coupled
with areas to the south, anything north should be coupled with the valley.
Los Feliz
Comments on Los Feliz: Map K2 - District G kept all of Los Feliz together in one district, but Map K2.5 breaks up Los Feliz by attaching a small eastern portion to District 2 or 4 (9/29/21 meeting). The reason given for the
move was to add more of Elysian Valley to CD 13, but It looks like this move has a more practical result: to attach the councilmember's home to her proposed new district to the north. We residents have to live with this
map for a decade, so please keep the Los Feliz community whole and restore Map K2. Thank you.
Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown, Koreatown,
I represent the Thai community and I would like to suggest adjustments to Map K2.5 as it includes Los Feliz in Council District 13, which does not make sense demographically. This is because Los Feliz is not a
Little Armenia, Little Bangladesh, Los Feliz,
commercial district and comprises mostly affluent homeowners whose interests are very different from the majority of the immigrant constituents and stakeholders in the district such as those in Thai Town, Historic
Elysian Valley and Atwater Village.
Filipinotown, Little Armenia, and other ethnic enclaves who are, on the contrary, mostly renters, low-income workers, and small mom and pop store owners. The addition of the Los Feliz neighborhood to CD13 in Map K2.5
would potentially gentrify Thai Town and Little Armenia as well. Ultimately, the inclusion of Los Feliz in CD13 would dilute the voice and representation of immigrants and ethnic enclaves in CD13, which we cannot allow to
happen. For these reasons, the Commission should not include the neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater Village in CD13 but should instead extend the boundaries southward to include all of Koreatown
in CD13 to unite the API community and create a pan-Asian district. Therefore, we urge the Redistricting Commission to exclude Los Feliz, Atwater Village, and Elysian Valley from CD13 and include Koreatown in CD13
instead in Map K2.5 while keeping Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown and Little Armenia whole and intact.
Ladera the northeast Residential District of
The last-minute border change on the map unfairly moves our entire neighborhood into CD8 so that the Commission could accommodate other groups that to be added to the westside. The concerns of the 600 residents
Westchester - CD11The
in Ladera were not taken into consideration, we were just pushed into a new CD two weeks ago. Our residents were denied an opportunity to testify at the final CRC meeting.
Los Feliz
Lis Feliz should NOT be divided and Griffith Park MUST be included in our district. The park does not have any humans living in the park and it has been included in the district with Lis Feliz since it’s incrption
Sun Valley
After reviewing the DRAFT MAPS from my Neighborhood Council and comparing to the draft map from the LACCRC, the current K2.5 Map indicatest that Sun Valley will be split into three districts rather than unify Sun
Valley into one district. I am concerned about the uninteded consequences that this may have on my community. Please, consider unifying Sun Valley into one district.
CD 4
Restore CD4!
Chinatown
Poor for Chinatown. A list of resources from Chinatown to be transferred to CD 14
Los Feliz, The Oaks, Waverly, Rowena
We strongly oppose gerrymandering out The Oaks, Los Feliz Hills/Waverly Heights and the area around Rowena Reservoir from it's natural placement in Los Feliz. The entire area has common interests and should be in
Reservoir
the same City Council district. Griffith Park should also be included in this same district since it has the greatest border and transit connections with Los Feliz and whatever happens in Griffith Park and Los Feliz have a
profound effect on each other.
Los Feliz, Los Feliz Heights, The Oaks,
These areas, given their unique histories, experiences and common interests should not be separated but rather should be included in the same council district. Given the fact of a large border with Griffith Park and the
Waverly Heights, Rowena Reservoir environs, interactions between the Park and the Los Feliz neighborhood, it makes no sense to exclude Griffith Park from this contiguous area. They should all be in the same City Council district.
Griffith Park
Chinatown
Under the new map, A tiny portion in Chinatown currently under CD-1 will be carved out into CD-14. The section boundary is Cesar Chavez to the South, Main/Alameda to the East, Ord to the North and Hill Street to the
West. This posts difficult and harder to serve by the District Offices efficiently. We strongly recommend to leave this section as is.
valley
don’t make dramatic unjustified changes to districts 2 and 4
District 3 and District 4 or 2
Instead of strips both east and west, why aren't there three strips north and south? BOTH strips look gerrymandered. Also, what does OTHER mean?
CD4
Restore CD4. This redrawing is nonsensical, oppressive, and, frankly, shady as hell.
Winnetka
Hollywood CD4

10/9/2021 8:37:51 Pamela Jo Perkins

Districts 12, 4-OE-2, and 3

ALL of the districts look like cousins of the original gerrymander.
Why?
District 3 part just north of Calabasas and District 12 right above it.
District 4-or-2 western border straight line should continue all the way up thru District 12 and all the way down thru District 3.
On the west of that would be one district.
Where the 4 in 4-OR-2 is why not all the way up thru 12 and down thru 3.
Straight north-south line near the 3 why not all the way up thru 12 and down thru 3.
Straight l ine eastern border District 12 go all the way down thru district 3.
That would give 4 districts.
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Chatsworth, Reseda, Woodland Hills, West
Hills, West SFV
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Larchmont, Hancock Park, Windsor Square
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CD11
Old Ladera (6235 Acacia St)
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Carthay Square
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Los Feliz and Griffith Park

10/9/2021 9:58:53 Emily Skehan

CD4
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Bel AIr

As a person who is part of the Neighborhood Council system for 6 years and a life long SFV resident, I feel strongly about the dismantling of fair and appropriate political representation in the West SFV. This creation of a
new or completely realigned Council District (2 or 4) makes no sense whatsoever. This realignment destroys the continuity to previously connected neighborhoods and places them in different districts. During my 60 plus
years in the SFV we’ve always considered the 405 as the dividing line to East and West SFV. Why are we changing this in this new proposal? CD 3 should be moving north not east. If CD 3 keeps its current configuration
and takes on West Hills, which previously was Canoga Park, this maintains historically connected communities. CD 3 and 12 should be dividing the west valley not gerrymandering each in multiple directions and bringing
in a new third CD in the center of the West Valley. This makes no sense to the community members and seems to have concerning racial overtones by disenfranchising underserved areas even more. These changes only
seem to be a more to benefit the political elected representatives than for the communities they serve.
The map having received significant input is fairly drawn and serves the guiding principles that the Commission set forth ahead of the process. Politicians and their operatives are trying to game the process in the 11th
hour. Current district lines must give way to the criteria for the process namely keeping neighborhood council representation unified (in our neighborhoods' case Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council) and communities
of common interest that are more urban including our own and neighborhoods to the East and South where unification is more important day to day than places like the Valley. Please do not let these political voices
change the course of what the commission has done to date and which is historic and truly democratic. And please don't allow last minute breaks in the cohesion. K2.5 rectifies many poorly drawn district lines where there
wasn't community alignment. It also looks to the future where urban planning is already in motion. It gives voice back to the people. Getting to K2.5 was a yeoman's task, 100% transparent and inclusive and should be
commended! Thank you.
We want to remain in CD 11 and not moved to CD8
As a new resident of Old Ladera, I respectfully request that we remain in CD11. My longtime neighbors tell chilling stories about the lack of services in this neighborhood before we became part of CD11. We recently
bought our house here moving from West LA because this neighborhood is so fantastic and would be very dissatisfied about the proposed change.
Map K2.5 splits the neighborhood of Carthay Square along Packard St between 2 CDs. This is a big problem for our cohesive, historic neighborhood. Please assign all of Carthay Square to CD5 by moving that part of the
CD boundary south to Pico or to the alley north of Pico. This would keep us aligned with South Carthay and Carthay Circle, which have applied together for state and national recognition as an historic district.
I reject the proposed map of CD13. The boundary lines illustrate a lack of reason or reality of Los Feliz and its historic relationship with Griffith Park. Separating Griffith Park from Los Feliz is preposterous and arbitrary.
There are no voters in the park only wildlife. I also reject carving out the Oaks, parts of Los Feliz Hills, and Waverly Heights. Dispersing my fellow neighbors into separate districts is illogical and makes no sense. It is
gerrymandering plain and simple. Los Feliz residents and I want to keep our neighborhood intact as well as our continued community involvement and stewardship of Griffith Park. Please listen to our voices to keep all of
Los Feliz and Griffith Park together.
I am concerned about the lack of transparency and accountability in this process and the disenfranchisement of voters, especially renters like my household which includes immigrant and low wage workers, presented in
map K2.5. First, map K2.5 was not publicly available before the last redistricting meeting and map 10 was not even allowed for a vote. This does not model transparency or accountability in the way I hope the redistricting
commission would aim for. Secondly, it is hard to interpret the complete reshaping of current district 4 as anything but a retributive attempt to remove the dilute the power of the voters (the most to vote for a council
candidate, ever) who placed Councilmember Raman in office. As a Sherman Oaks resident on the border with Van Nuys I am especially concerned that the proposed new map removes all assets (like Pierce and CSUN)
from the proposed new CD4. I urge you to choose a map that better represents diversity and equity and that doesn’t wipe out the current district 4. I was proud to tell my children that our household voted for a new kind of
leader in Los Angeles and would be worried for the impact on the next generation of voters if I’ll have to explain to them that our votes no longer count because back room deals erased the diverse power of our district.
OPPOSITION to "Draft Plan K Corrected" Vote it DOWN!
The obvious political insanity of Draft Plan K is clearly another three-card monte scheme, put up by the Liberal Left LA City Council who are bound and determined to adopt a gerrymandered redistricting map that will
further cement their legislative control for decades and destroy the remaining balance of one of Los Angeles's most revered neighborhoods, Bel-Air since its development in 1923. All for the purposes of winning elections
as they represent more control by liberals in charge and ultimately allow for more liberal representation and power all the way through the legislative body.
Anyone with half a brain, can see the paint by numbers plan as "Draft Plan K Corrected" is further and only compounded by the sheer ignorance and failure of the entire body of the Los Angeles City Council who think
this is the way to control the power of the vote in Los Angeles and the money they will ultimately waste and mismanage into oblivion..
Just look at the utter nauseating shambles the City of Los Angeles is in after years of intentional ignorance. The obvious decay is in plain sight at every corner and street in Los Angeles.
The blind eyes and foolishness of those who "run" the City of Los Angeles have intentionally ignored the real and oppressive problems of this city and further allowed it to decay. The proof of the failed pudding is all in the
deplorable recipes of the LA City Council failures to provide modern conservative well planned and funded infrastructure, clean safe streets, personal safety, police security, value, and beautification. Their failure is in front
of all of us every hour of every day, as we maneuver our way around the "homeless" plight like it's not there on streets that ruin our cars, and trash that litters every byeway. So what exactly do they City representatives do
to improve the quality of life in our city? They redistrict! HA! The joke is all on us.
Is it any wonder, several million have left our once beautiful state and city. They left because they've been lied to. Their tax dollars were misappropriated! Wasted. Is it really a surprise to now see they want to take more
away from our neighborhoods, tax us further, to what cause? To allow more homeless, devastation to small businesses and only to further their personal political agenda.
We know a shiny object when we see one now. You can't just pull this out of the sky and expect all the hard paying tax payers who now get NOTHING for what we pay into.
STOP the madness. STOP the land grabbing manipulating self serving city council who have only one agenda, to own the political landscape.
Draft Plan K is the shiny object to deter the citizens of Bel Air's attention away from all the real problems that plague the city of Los Angeles and by doing so enable the dysfunctional and control the political landscape
versus beautifying the real landscape that has been ignored and mismanaged.
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Shadow Hills
Windsor Village / CD 4

10/9/2021 10:46:29 Sarah Dooley

Mid-Wilshire

STOP THE INSANITY! Vote down the corrupt mismanagement of Los Angeles.
Shadow Hills should stay in CD7 like it is currently. We have the same interest as our neighbors in Sunland, Tujunga, and Sylmar with our equestrian lifestyle.
I am a homeowner 24 year resident of CD 4. I have never missed an election and voted for Councilmenber Raman in the hope of advancing the capacities and farsightedness of a talented new, progressive civid leader
into the city government process. I wish to voice my opposition to the Hollywood Community plan. The effort of a small group of residents to disenfranchise a majority of the electorate -- especially workers, renters,
younger voters and especially People of Color -- in our district is wrong and manipulative. I know I am no alone in this opinion and expect respect for our own capacities and rights.
As a resident/renter in current CD4/Map K 2.5 CD5, I'm concerned about being cut off from a larger tenant voting base. CD5 as drafted seems skewed towards single family homes/luxury or high-income rentals.
Wilshire/La Brea is home to the upcoming metro extension and is exactly where we need to be building more high-occupancy, affordable housing for the people who use and need transit. My immediate neighbors and I
already voted for someone who champions housing justice and transit justice but if I lose that representation, I'm concerned that populations in say, Bel Air, or even Hancock Park are directly opposed to these solutions to
LAs issues.

10/9/2021 10:48:25 Edward Barsoumian

San Fernando Valley

I would like to write to you today to discuss important issues with map draft K2.5 which will have severely negative impacts for the Armenian Community of Los Angeles. Armenians have made up an important part of the
history and success of Los Angeles. Many of our community members came to California after the Armenian Genocide and countless rounds of displacement of forced displacement of our people. Fleeing war,
persecution, and ethnic cleansing, our people found communities in areas like the San Fernando Valley, Hollywood, North Hollywood, Van Nuys, and more. Over the course of the last century, they have become an
integral part of the cultural fabric of Los Angeles, and as a result, we are concerned that diffusion across districts will weaken our ability to support our own community at large in LA.
It weakens our access to services in the field of immigration assistance, Armenian language services in basic institutions, as well as social services that cater to the Armenian community like the Armenian Relief Society.
The importance of representing the Armenian communities’ voices in the City Council would be dramatically diminished by dividing our community into 3 separate districts. For example, if a district that once held a 25%
Armenian population to suddenly 10% or less, the impetus of some legislators to allocate resources to organizations that serve our community is significantly diminished.
The segmentation of our community in Map K2.5 has tangible material consequences for our community members, not only in their political representation, but also in the allocation of resources for vital public services that
already struggle to meet the needs of community members due to limited resources. The Commission has already pointed out that the Armenian Community is a Community of Interest, in reference to your heat maps of
our voting population and outreach for our input. Now, we ask that you heed the input that you requested from our community and prevent further harm in this map draft. Please reunite the Armenian Community in one
strong Valley District. This would include the cities of . Please heed our advice, and preserve the Armenian voices of Los Angeles.

10/9/2021 10:59:04 Daniel Neilan

Los Feliz
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CD 4/CD 2

10/9/2021 11:04:38 Sussan Lustig

Glencrest Hills area of Sun Valley
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Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd HOA
(WSSM)
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North of Melrose west of La Brea
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council Area
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Larchmont Village/Greater Wilshire
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Ladera Heights
HERMON neighborhood (Northeast L.A.)

Map K2.5 does not respect the boundaries of Los Feliz Neighborhood Council and instead needlessly divides the neighborhood and excises Griffith Park. Please keep Los Feliz whole AND keep Thai Town within one
district. Additionally, I take issue with this map's absurd treatment of CD4 and CD2. Last year, a large and diverse coalition of middle and low income voters elected their new councilperson in CD4. Map K2.5 completely
reinvents CD4 and erases the voices of these voters. We in Los Feliz have just begun to form relationships with the new CD4 office. If this map were implemented, we would have to start over from scratch. I understand
this commission is acting without regard for sitting councilmember's wishes, but what about the wishes of the voters? Please fix this.
I strongly oppose map 2.5K. I do not think it was necessary to remove 70% of CD 4 from their district and potentially all of CD 2. This looks like just some political posturing which is consolidating more power with wealthier
neighborhoods in our district. Currently, whiter and wealthier populations already have an oversized influence on our city council and this new maps provides them even more influence. This map does a much better job
keeping communities and districts together and any plan coming from the City of Los Angeles should try and do the same. https://districtr.org/plan/52876
The map for our Valley, especially what is being called "CD 2 or 4" (not the new area in the west part of the valley but what was CD2) is extremely unfair to those of us that voted for and campaigned for Paul Krekorian.
The entire valley part of the map is not at all well thought out. My area of Sun Valley has a very large population of Armenians that support Mr. Krekorian. His staff, some of whom speak Armenian, has been excellent in
their interaction with this community. I work with SVANC, and adding a THIRD Councilmember will make things so difficult. I also support Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon's position of wanting to stay in CD7 where they
share common interests in their rural areas such as equestrian and high fire danger concerns. I urge the commissioners to reconsider the top portion of the map and realign it to what OUR interests are. It seems you got
the puzzle pieces in the lower part of the map to align to various community interests, but in our valley area, they are not at all a cohesive and fair composition.
Hi –
My name is Joseph Roth, and I’m on the board of directors of the Westwood South of Santa Monica Boulevard Homeowners association, which represents residents north of Pico, east of Sepulveda, south of Santa
Monica Blvd and west of Beverly Glen.
I want to voice our HOA’s support for Map K2.5 as it keeps our HOA wholly within one Council District, whereas another competing version split us into 3 Council Districts.
We also are pleased to be grouped with historically connected neighborhoods like those in Westwood Village and on the north side of Santa Monica Boulevard since we have similar positions and are similarly affected by
governmental decisions and policies.
Finally, we also appreciate that Map K2.5 keeps the entire Westside Neighborhood Council within a single district as well.
Thank you for your hard work and your development of Map K2.5.
Residence between La Brea and Fairfax and Melrose and border of West Hollywood please keep in CD 5. We are part of the Melrose District.
I support map K2.5 because it keeps our neighborhood council together as well as our communities of interest. Our small neighborhood, Fremont Place, has been moved around several times over the years and we
appreciate being able to stay with our communities of interest in the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council where we can continue to collaborate on improvements to our neighborhoods like expanding our urban tree
canopy, quieting our streets and encouraging more sustainable neighborhoods. I applaud the commission for conducting their deliberations online and in such a transparent manner using technology to engage so many
people.
I think the commission has done a very good job of balancing a difficult mission with many important and sometimes conflicting goals. I support map K 2.5 It's important that Larchmont Village remain included with the
adjoining historic neighborhoods which have a 100 year history together. The map does a good job of uniting our Jewish neighborhoods and aligns common interests.
I own a house on Acacia Street in Ladera Heights. I want to stay in CD11. DO NOT MOVE US to CD8.
For the 1st time in this LACCRC process, the HERMON community -- and the L.A. City-certified "HERMON Neighborhood Council" (HNC) -- have been cut IN TWO via Map K2.5. and should be reunited. A small, critical
portion -- but one that includes TWO iconic HERMON landmarks -- has been moved, without apparent reason, from its current district (CD-14) and placed on the far eastern edge of CD-1, nearly 1/2 mile from any other
CD-1 residences. This separates the small cutout, by district boundaries, from the other 98% of HERMON – unnecessarily placing the neighborhood council in two districts for the first time. In doing so, K2.5 also displaces
from CD-14/HERMON half of the symbolic "Monterey Pass" (the 5300 Block of MONTEREY ROAD) and half of the 400 block of TERRILL AVENUE -- with takes in the adjacent L.A. City Historic Cultural Monument #944
(the "Hermon Car Wall"). The change has no population-balancing rationale -- since less than 20 houses/50 residents are involved -- but may have been the result of a heavy-handed attempt to keep all of the adjacent
DEBS PARK within CD-1. The displaced HERMON homes are NOT on park property, however. The HNC may yet issue a CIS on this, if it is able to meet in time, but in any case this unnecessary cutting-in-two of the
City's SMALLEST neighborhood council should be corrected, ASAP.

10/9/2021 12:49:42 August Steurer

SW Valley NCs and the Valley NCs in
General

Map K 2.5 is not acceptable. Commissioner Katz is not representing the SW Valley at all.
• Redistricting staff ignore the presence and importance of Warner Center as evidence by all the early Maps dividing the area around it, especially Woodland Hills.
• CD 3 becomes 16.6 miles wide.
• Warner Center is at the distant end of 3 Council Districts.
• Warner Center is in 2 Districts and affects 3 Districts.
• Canoga Park is partly in Warner Center but is in a different district.
• Warner Center alone will gain possibly 30,000 in population in the next 10 years when the Map K2.5 CD3 deviation is already almost 12,000 which dilutes CD 3 votes..Growth of senior living and large apartment
complexes in Warner Center will add over 10,000 residential units over the next 6-8 years per the Planning Department's draft Housing Element.This is above the residential units approved or under construction that did
not have residents for the census. Within 8 years there could be a deviation in excess of 25% from other Districts that are not growing so quickly.
• 75-80% of Ventura Boulevard Specific Plan is in one district affecting appointments of the Plan Review Board.
• NCs along Ventura Boulevard have different goals and opinions that are split east and west by the 405 Freeway.
• Woodland Hills and Valley Glen/Valley Village have little common economic interests.
• East Valley communities will draw Council District attention away from Warner Center and the West Valley. In such a situation, it's harder to get the consensus that happens more easily in compact Districts.Diverse
interests ends in nothing getting proper attention.
• The western-middle district will have a focus on needs of Latino voters who have possibly less interst at the eastern end for Warner Center.
• CD 12 will have minimal interest in Warner Center as the bulk is distant from Warner Center.
• The Map splits too many NCs and communities of interest.
• “Entertainment District” (2-or-4) appears to be focused on Armenian populations and CD 3 on Jewish communities leaving out those in West Hills. Map 57666 would Create 2 Districts that serve the Valley Jewish
Community so as to include the West Hills part of that community.
• To me it seems there is a lot of tribalism present in public demands placed on the Commission. Tribalism should not justify dysfunctional Neighborhood Councils or Council Districts.
• CD “2-or-4” and CD 3 are not compact and easy for a district to serve all citizens well.
• Shadow Hills has little in Common with Hollywood Hills and Los Feliz/Griffith Park.

I support the Map 57666 as a more functional set of Council Districts for the Valley.
https://districtr.org/plan/57666
• All NCs are whole with exception of part of Sepulveda basin important to Encino with no population/voters.
• WIth 5 Council Districts wholely in the Valley, this map also minimizes the territory of a 6th Valley District outside of the Valley and still includes a small entertainment Disitrict.
• All Districts are relatively compact making iit easier for a district to serve all citizens well.
• The Map does a better job maintain equal representation in the future due to Valley growth.
• CD 3 is slightly under ideal population to help with maintaining equal representation due to burgeoning Warner Center residential growth.
• The Map attempts to minimize deviation of populations for the West Valley from the ideal to allow for future population growth led by Warner Center. CD 3 had the most growth in the Los Angeles in the last decade. The
Woodland Hills – Warner Center Neighborhood Council alone gained about 10,000 residents in the last decade primarily in Warner Center.
• The redistricting process must acknowledge the importance of Warner Center as an economic interest for the West Valley.
• The Warner Center Specific Plan strongly affects all the surrounding communities and is a vital economic interest to all of them. Warner Center is a city-designated Regional Center serving as the “Downtown” of the West
Valley. Warner Center is in Woodland Hills and Canoga Park. It should not be in 2 or more City Council Districts.
• Redistricting must create a City Council District that maintains a strong focus on Warner Center, composed of the Neighborhood Councils that are affected by Warner Center, and one that will avoid generating conflict
with distant Neighborhood Councils competing for attention.
• Most Neighborhood Councils surrounding Warner Center are included in the Neighborhood Protection Plan element of the 2035 Warner Center Specific Plan and thus should be included in the same Council District as
Warner Center. Likewise, the Specific Plan also has a Plan Implementation Board of appointed local community members that is overseen by the Council Member for Warner Center and that Board directs the funding
priorities of the Plan’s mitigation projects within the West Valley, which is of significant interest to surrounding Neighborhood Councils.
• Ventura Boulevard Specific Plan is in 2 Council Districts, with control weighted much more equally than previous plans.
• Mulholland Drive development and Specific Plan are under 4 Council Districts.
• Mid-Valley District has a negative population deviation to accomodate ADU growth in the West Valley where it is most feasible due to hillside terrain limitations in CD 3 and CD12.
• CD 12 has almost the ideal population but Porter Ranch is expected to continue to grow in population much like Warner Center.
• CD 12 remains close to current area except it loses West Hills and gains North Hills East.
• CD 7 remains much like it is now.
• Valley Hillside areas are focused in fewer districts than currently, so Hillside development issues may get more attention.
• The CD 3 contains the most important parts of the Orange Line that will support Warner Center economy.
I do not support going back to Map L, which might be contemplated again.

10/9/2021 13:10:40 Daniel Kilbride
10/9/2021 13:15:28 sara daleiden

Toluca lake
Downtown Los Angeles

10/9/2021 14:53:02 David Motz

10/9/2021 15:50:19 Jeff Zarrinnam

Studio City, Valley Village, Sherman Oaks,
North Hollywood, Valley Glen, Van Nuys
(parts)
East Hollywood/Hollywood Hills West

10/9/2021 16:31:07 Martin BG Beifield

Carthay

• Map L has too many broken Neighborhood Councils.
• Reseda is in 3 districts.
• Reseda is in a District stretching all the way to Palms NC. The District will have a lot of influnce from UCLA, West LA, BelAire, Beverly Crest and Hollywood Hills drawing attention away from Reseda. It is also in a District
over to Sun Valley with which it does not have local interests.
• Reseda’s needs are different than those of Studio City, Belaire or West LA.
• Ventura Boulevard is only in 2 Districts, weighted in favor of CD 5.
• Mulholland development and Specific Plan under mostly 1 District.
• CD 5 controls 2 significan long Specific Plans.
• CD 3 is compact but CD “2-or-4” and CD 5 are not compact and easy for a Council District to serve all citizens well.
• The needs of Latino populations are diluted especially inn CD 5.
• CD 12 has the highest positive deviation in population with Porter Ranch expected to continue to be a source of population growth.
• CD 3 has an almost ideal population but should be less as there is strong growth happening in the Warner Center.
We need a different map that retains council district 4. The proposed map either drastically reduces or completely eliminates it. This is a ridiculous gerrymander.
I am grateful to be able to offer public comment during the City redistricting public hearing today. I want to add that I strongly encourage consideration of additional council districts where possible to address cultural and
political specificities many of us are asking for as neighbors. Thank you!
The southeast San Fernando Valley is one region of shared interests. It should not be divided between 3 council districts. That will weaken neighborhoods and dilute citizens' voices.

I prefer Map K2.5 as it keeps the Hollywood core/Hollywood flats),East Hollywood, Los Feliz flats, Silverlake, Atwater Village and Echo park within CD13 as a whole and keeps the Hollywood Hillside residential areas
within CD4 or CD2.
It doesn’t make sense to split Carthay Neighborhood into 2 districts; it should be kept in its entire in a single district. Thank you.

10/9/2021 16:32:53 Cheryl M.

Reseda/Tarzana

The K2.5 Map would create these changes which is a disservice to the community and Fragments it; Causing the Valley:
• The current placement of Winnetka, Canoga Park, Reseda, Lake Balboa and part of Van Nuys within a new valley district
• The redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4
I don't agree with this redistricting!!!! It should NOT be spilt!!!
CD 3 should Include:
Warner Center
Woodland Hills
Tarzana
Reseda
Winnetka
Canoga Park
and include
Lake Balboa
Specifically District 3 should remain the same and include the cities currently included, adding more to the District, not taking away from it..
K2.5 Mapping
Would separate Woodland Hills, Warner Center and Tarzana to another District, not good for the community!!
Again, if the K2.5 map is approved the way it is, it would be a disservice to the community and it would fragment the community!
Instead of bringing communities together it would cause division in the communities.
Also, it will affect Police Funding allocation in our community!
Shame on Councilman Bob Blumenfield for trying to separate the District from the affluent and not so affluent. We are all citizens!! Keep the CD 3 together DONOT Separate it into 2 Districts!!!
Please Revise the K2.5 Map!
I appreciate the Commission's transparency by showing the public the map.
Thank you for your time and for public comment.

10/9/2021 16:38:23 Pheen
10/9/2021 19:16:06 Desireh Sedaghat

General
Los Feliz

10/9/2021 19:21:39 Jorge
10/9/2021 20:40:02 Scott
10/9/2021 21:20:22 Ann Dorsey

North Hollywood
Carthay Square
Those in the current Council District 4

10/10/2021 12:04:10 Graham Fuchs

Mid City West

10/10/2021 12:21:10 Marissa Provencher
10/10/2021 12:59:58 LA Resident
10/10/2021 13:20:41 Tom Booth
10/10/2021 13:38:39 Drew

Los Feliz, Silverlake, Larchmont
2-4
I’m a stakeholder in four neighborhoods, West
Hills, Woodland Hills, Chatsworth and Reseda
Hollywood/Koreatown

10/10/2021 14:29:45 Steve Moore

Reseda/CD3

Strongly oppose this map — breaking up Chinatown and redrawing cd 2 and 4 is undemocratic. It disenfranchises voters in those areas
I think it’s unfortunate to cut out a sliver of Los Feliz to put in “District 4 or 2” just because councilwoman Raman lives there. These lines are supposed to be drawn for the constituents and be fair and not gerrymandered.
We will be residents for the next ten years- and councilmen come and go! Councilmen work for the people not the other way around. Keep Los Feliz together, don’t remove a handful of streets from Los Feliz to satisfy any
councilman - that’s not democracy. And please keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz where it has been for decades and decades. Thank you so much for all the work you have done otherwise.
Respect the district delineation that elected Nithya Raman and Paul Krekorian. CD4 should remain complete
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
I am deeply concerned about the elimination mostly or completely of the current Council District 4. The proposed map benefits wealthy homeowners and disenfranchises working class renters. I propose instead using
community plan 52876 (https://districtr.org/plan/52876) which preserves the diversity of Council District 4.
Mid city west should not be divided at the north and south sides of Melrose Avenue. The area on either side of Melrose in the Fairfax district is one unified neighborhood with unified needs and should be represented as a
whole, not divided into two areas
Reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4!
This level of corruption does not go unnoticed.
All we need is a simple plan with two existing CDs 3 & 12. Start at 405 go west to City western boundary, then divide into 2 CDs at Roscoe. Why is this not a proposal? This maintain historical integrity of the communities
and allows for diversity in each CD.
I live in council district 4 and was proud to have helped vote Nithya Raman into office. However, in the latest district proposal, her district has effectively been erased of the majority of constituents who helped vote her into
office in the Hollywood/Koreatown areas. She's been taking steps to improve conditions in the area in ways I greatly respect, but these are goals that will take time for a newly elected leader and the redistricting would
mean these goals would be killed in the cradle. It is deeply dismissive of the voters who currently live in her district to so flagrantly remove her from the places she's most needed.
The map (K2.5) the commission presented to the public as their recommendation for new council districts in the city of Los Angeles is scandalous to say the least. A few questions come to mind when reviewing the data on
this map (K2.5), map L & the current alignment of the council districts.
1)No council district has had populations increase or decrease of more than 5%.
2)Nowhere in the city charter does it say that redistricting has to actually happen. The charter only states that it should be looked at & reviewed.
I live in Reseda which is currently in CD3, with the new proposed district I would be moved to district 2 or 4 & I would be unable to vote for my city representative for almost 7 years, with this move the citizens voting rights
would be violated.
The new alignment of CD 3 ranging from Woodland Hills down Ventura Blvd to Sherman Oaks would create a district that is heavily populated with wealthy households, it would be very influential in city politics for the
coming years. There is no diversity within the proposed district.
With the new proposed alignment of CD 3 to either CD 2 or 4 I will not have the opportunity to vote for my council member for almost 7 years. This is an outright, blatant violation of my voting rights, also to be looked into is
the possibility of Gerrymandering by the commission.
The K2.5 map is not what’s best for the communities of Los Angeles for the following reason, but not limited to.
1)Incomplete map submitted to the public: A completed map was not submitted for review by the public. If I turned in a college paper incomplete or a report for my job incomplete, I would fail the class or possibly get fired.
2)Possible Voter Rights violations: The K2.5 map violates the citizens voter rights as they will not have the opportunity to vote for a council member for 7 years.
3)Possible Gerrymandering: Take this for what it is, as the commissioners are political appointees & you have to wonder what is going on behind closed door.
As stated earlier, there is no mandate in the city charter that districts have to be realigned, just reviewed. There is no need to realigned any district. Leave all the district alone, don’t move any.

10/10/2021 15:55:57 Jean

Shadow Hills

Please place all of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon in CD7. We’re a natural fit with the other areas of that district, and the total population count even with adding us is within the maximum number of people allowed for
each district.
We’re a horse community. If you come here, you’ll see people riding their horses down the street. You may also see chickens, goats, llamas, alpacas and even a cow or two. We are not at all ‘cool’ and don’t have any
trendy eateries or any malls or shopping areas. We’re here because we love the rural lifestyle. We’re completely different than the other areas in the district in which you’re proposing to place us.
In addition, if most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and made irrelevant. The FTDNC is very important and it works hard to make sure horse
trails are not taken away or cut up as they have been in other areas of Los Angeles. We’re very aware that there are areas in LA where you can own a horse, but there’s nowhere for you to ride it. The FTDNC fights to
stop that from happening here.
Horse ownership provides many jobs and brings a huge amount of money into the local economy. Keeping Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon in CD7 will help protect those jobs and revenue.
Finally, as with much of CD7, we’re in a very high fire zone and have special prevention and evacuation needs that are not shared by much of the proposed 4-or-2 district. We need a representative who understands
these needs.

10/10/2021 15:58:22 cathy takemoto

CD 4

10/10/2021 16:09:17 Margaret Crane

Highland Park, Eagle Rock, Glassell Park, El
Sereno, Lincoln Heights

“the most consequential process that impacts citizens’ representation in government and determines whose voices are heard by elected officials.”
I understand the population is the beginning of how the districts are defined with the 2020 census. Living in a new district according to the MapK2, the elected official I voted for is
off the map, over there......great strides have been made in the Los Angeles City Council but
how will this continue with a different constituent and a different councilman with a different agenda? People have to work together and we have. And since you don't show the previous districts to compare for further
consideration with my comments, I consider some changes unifying and others resolute.
Highland Park, Eagle Rock, Glassell Park and Mt. Washington are all part of a distinctive Northeast L.A., area bounded by the borders of Glendale to the north, Pasadena and South Pasadena to the east and San
Fernando Road to the west. The Arroyo Seco, which forms the boundary with South Pasadena, also roughly defines the southern edge of the area.
These neighborhoods — which share the commercial corridors of Colorado Blvd., York Blvd., Eagle Rock Blvd. and the northern reaches of Figueroa St. — share a high degree of economic and demographic diversity,
accompanied by issues of gentrification and a steep rise in commercial rents and housing costs. They belong in one district. They do not need to be unified with Boyle Heights, which is far less diverse, or with Downtown
L.A., which is physically remote and has vastly different issues.
Callers to the Commission's public meeting show a well-defined preference not only for uniting Eagle Rock and Highland Park in a single district, but in keeping all of Lincoln Heights in one district. These two goals may
best be achieved by separating Northeast L.A. (Eagle Rock, Highland Park, Glassell Park, Mt. Washington) from the area containing El Sereno, Lincoln Heights and Boyle Heights.
At least one of the plans submitted to the Commission showed a unified eastern district Including all of these neighborhoods, while omitting Downtown. This is also logical, but given the complications that might arise from
uniting downtown with neighborhoods to its south and west, it would probably be simpler to unify the northern neighborhoods of the East Side in one district, and the southern districts (Boyle Heights, El Sereno, Lincoln
Park ) in another.
No matter which neighborhoods are assigned to which district, the present proposal — attaching Eagle Rock to Boyle Heights and Downtown by severing it from Highland Park — is indefensible. Any map retaining this
distortion will discredit other, more difficult choices the Commission needs to make.

10/10/2021 16:31:25 Scott J.

Los Feliz

The redistricting proposition's purpose is to eliminate gerrymandering.
In the current map 2.5, there is a "finger" of 2-or-4 in Los Feliz connecting out of Griffith Park down towards Silverlake which seems to exist to include Nithya Raman's house, violating these three provisions of Prop 11:
Maintain “communities of interest” and neighborhoods
Develop geographically compact districts
Do not favor or discriminate against political incumbents, candidates, or parties.
Nearly all visitor access into Griffith Park is via the Los Feliz neighborhood, including access to the observatory and Greek Theater. To split the park from the neighborhood feeding the park also violates the first point listed
above.
I suggest you consider putting that "finger" of 2-4 into district 13, along with the park. To compensate for the added population, the east border in Atwater out of Glendale could continue along the railroad tracks, expanding
1 or 14 and increasing the "compactness" goal.

10/10/2021 17:04:07 Karen Lee
10/10/2021 21:06:02 Tommy Atlee

Shadow Hills-Sunland, CA
Carthay Square

We absolutely need to keep Shadow Hills as it is to protect it as unique community /lifestyle ...
The division of about 1/3rd of Cathay Square south of Packard would be a huge problem for Carthay. The neighborhood would no longer have a single city council office to represent its interests downtown. One third of
historic Carthay Square would be separated from the Carthay Neighborhoods Historic District that we hope will soon be recognized by the state.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
Thank you for all your hard work.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
PLEASE do NOT divide CARTHAY SQUARE across City Council Districts!!!!! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
I believe these drastic changes being proposed to my voting district are completely unwarranted. At best, it is rank incompetence on behalf of the Redistricting Committee and at worst, it is a politically motivated attack on
a freshman councilwoman who threatens the interests of the powerful elites. Not to mention a complete slap in the face to every voter who had voted to put her into office in the first place. All this will do is increase voter
apathy because people will rightfully feel disenfranchised by the very people who are elected to serve them.

10/10/2021 21:20:49 Lauren Borchard
10/10/2021 21:29:39 Amy Goldenberg
10/10/2021 22:05:27 Adam Pryor

Carthay Square
Carthay Square
Sherman Oaks

10/10/2021 22:09:45 S. Davis

Los Feliz and Silver Lake

In summary, my thoughts on this map are that it is a horrible proposal which, in my opinion, is clearly politically motivated to hinder someone who happens to be an inconvenience to the powers that be. Keep the districts
as they are!
Keep all of Los Fuz, Griffith Park and all of Silver Lake together.

10/10/2021 22:21:33 Kathleen Naples
10/10/2021 22:32:15 Kate Adams

Laurel Canyon & Hills Communities
Carthay Square

Keep Hillside communities united. Shared concerns, problems and solutions. Easier for police and city departments. Just makes sense. Group communities with similarities, familiarity and cohesion.
Dear redistricting commission,
Thank you for all your hard work for these past months. I want to bring to your attention one error that occurred between the drawing of map K 2 and map K 2.5.
The division of about 1/3rd of Carthay Square south of Packard would be a huge problem for Carthay. The neighborhood would no longer have a single city council office to represent its interests downtown. One third of
historic Carthay Square would be separated from the Carthay Neighborhoods Historic District that we hope will soon be recognized by the state.

10/11/2021 0:59:59 Claire Scanlon

2-4 or 4-2

PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
The map is nonsensical and not fair. Everyone should have a right for their vote to count and this map is taking that right away from those in those zones.

10/11/2021 9:04:44 Lisa Bianconi

10/11/2021 11:12:37 Nicholas Burns III
10/11/2021 11:30:53 Alexa Fifield

NoHo Arts District

Carthay SquRe
I am a constituent and resident of CD10, a
neighbor of CD4, and I will be and am
referring to CD 2 and CD 4

Why doesn't our vote count in L.A.? We voted for our councilmember for four years. Do not take our vote away. Our councilmember knows our neighborhood and is a proven advocate for our theaters, dance studios,
recording studios and mom and pop (NON CHAIN) creative businesses. We do not need another blow after being shut down for more than a year due to Covid. If this council district changes hands against our will and
VOTE, we will lose more businesses. Does the commission want to be responsible for more creative businesses being forced to close? What will happen to the NoHo Arts District? What will you call it when there are no
more arts businesses??
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
As a neighbor, I do not support the proposed K2.5 map, which removes Council District 4 -- especially in Larchmont, Windsor Square, Hancock Park, Los Feliz or the northern part of Silver Lake neighborhoods from the
district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable.
I believe that Map K2.5, the draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate the power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need Diversity of race, income, and more tenant
representation in CD4! Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This current draft map is a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a
Woman of Color from office. I urge you to make CD5 the bridge to the valley! I urge you to do more outreach to low-income communities, especially communities of color! I urge all council members, my Councilmember
Ridley-Thomas and Council President Nury Martinez, as well as the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commision to reject K2.5 and adopt and approve the community-produced map. https://districtr.org/plan/52876. I
like and support the diversity represented in CD4 and CD13 in this community-produced map. https://districtr.org/plan/52876
Map k2.5 will completely redraw CD 2 and CD 4 and will weaken Nithya Raman's standing and power and have done so by removing 70% of her district from CD 4.
I am asking you, council members and commission, to oppose the redraw as it sets awful precedence. If you allow/grant the power to do this to Raman now, who do you think will be next?

10/11/2021 11:52:03 F. Paul Russell III

Atwater Village

10/11/2021 12:32:46 Tim Cullen
10/11/2021 12:37:42 Brian McCullom

Los Feliz
CD 2 and 4

10/11/2021 12:44:41 Norma O. Chávez

Sun Valley

10/11/2021 12:49:40 Rosalío García

Sun Valley

10/11/2021 14:08:12 Ernest Lee

Chinatown

10/11/2021 14:36:26 Ben Warga

The Valley

10/11/2021 14:58:37 Jennifer Yano

Wilshire Vista

10/11/2021 15:01:22 Adam
10/11/2021 15:07:35 Adam G Linder

Carthay Circle
Hollywood

10/11/2021 15:46:56 Till Stegers
10/11/2021 15:57:43 Amy She

Carthay Square
CD4

10/11/2021 16:22:16 Josh
10/11/2021 16:24:56 Dr. Ross Berliner

Carthay
Los Feliz

10/11/2021 16:26:33 Keya Vakil
10/11/2021 16:30:02 Jon Beck
10/11/2021 16:56:46 Margaret Kravitz

Silver Lake, Los Feliz, Hollywood, LA, etc.
(neighborhoods of CD4)
CD4 and CD5
West Los Angeles

10/11/2021 16:56:59 Josh Silver
10/11/2021 17:15:08 Bruce Gaims

West LA
Valley Glen

10/11/2021 17:22:41 Nancy Wood
10/11/2021 17:38:46 Andrew Strachan
10/11/2021 18:04:08 Susan Hecht

CD5 - Century City
Carthay Square
Wilshire Vista

10/11/2021 18:20:54 Gail Zaritsky
10/11/2021 19:31:33 Tracy Cook
10/11/2021 19:38:08 Kathy M

Los Feliz
Carthay Circle
Fairfax/Melrose 5/13

I believe that Koreatown needs to be united in CD4.
Do not alter the current district maps. It's already been an incredible waste of resources and tax money, and by the looks of it, will create far more issues for multiple neighborhoods than solve any problems. And seriously,
we're just coming out of Covid, we have a homeless crisis that is reading epic proportions, and this is what we get out of our local government?
District 13 should include both Griffith Park and the neighborhood along Riverside Drive, and perhaps even Hollywood Hills. 5 should include the portion in 13 near West Hollywood.
Like many others, I feel this map is unacceptable because of the way it gerrymanders two councilmembers, both who represent distinct communities and movements out of their district. While redistricting is not designed
to protect incumbents, and CD4, like others should be tweaked to become less gerrymandered, redistricting should allow for councilmembers to be representative of the politics and demographics of their communities.
This map seems like a deliberate attempt to undermine it, and it is something the community is watching very closely. Thank you.
I am very concerned about the proposed map. Our community is being divided into three districts. and that makes it very difficult to have a single vision of the needs of our Sun Valley. Every community is unique and Sun
Valley is no exception. This community must stay together so that we can continue working on the issues affecting us.
I strongly believe Sun Valley should stay as is and not be divided. The current council members know the issues our community faces and are working on improving them. Bringing a third council member will only make us
fall behind while they are updated and familiarized with our community. Please leave Sun Valley the way it is and also keep the San Fernando Valley as is. Thank you for considering my comment.
Chinatown is one of the oldest communities in Los Angeles and is home to immigrant, elderly, working class, and families of color. The current boundaries of Chinatown have been shaped by historic racist land use
practices that have left a legacy of predatory developments and gentrification. For residents to stand a chance in advocating for community needs & better resources Chinatown must remain whole & together in one
council district.
Located at 600 N Broadway, 1 block south of the proposed CD 1 boundary, Cathay Manor is senior housing made up of elderly, income-restricted, disabled Asian immigrants with limited/no English. These residents are
valued members of the Chinatown community, they attend to all their needs in Chinatown, where they can get around and speak in their native languages. Please do not separate Chinatown into 2 districts, we are one
community, and Cathay Manor needs to be in CD1 with the rest of the neighborhood.
The new map proposes to relocate the boundary of CD1 in Chinatown from Cesar Chavez Ave & Alameda St. to Hill & Ord St. This splits our historic community into two. The new boundary separates the iconic gateway
statue, as well as many of our residents from the rest of Chinatown. Are you saying that the entrance to Chinatown is not part of the rest of the community? How can that be? Please respect Chinatown and our
community members and keep Chinatown whole and in one Council District.
It's a garbage map. Whoever made it should be embarrassed with how districts 2 and 4 were drawn. Go back and redraw it like you actually care about your job and you're not some doofus political hack trying to remove a
certain council member.
I am NOT in support of the proposed K2.5 map. The map cuts my neighborhood in half. Wilshire Vista Neighborhood Association has been active since 1921 and the volunteers and residents work hard together to create
a vibrant community that is connected through our shared interest of enhancing our quality of life. It would become more difficult to function as a unified NA if we have to deal with two neighborhood council's issues. Please
reconsider the plan to not cut any neighborhood associations in half. I believe that the new map is also fracturing Miracle Mile NA and Carthay Circle NA.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
Map K2.5 is no different in issues than both K2 and K before it. Maps E, F, G, and H looked as if a comittee had done research and properly redefined the boundaries based on neighborhoods and familiar ideologies. What
happened to make K the primary, when suddenly all the lines became politically gerrymandered? Both 2 and 4 need to be returned to their constituency. This is absurd. Carve into CD13.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
This is not a good map and should not be used for redistricting. This is a disgusting display of gerrymandering and undermining the voters who made their voices loud and clear in the election. REJECT map K2.5 and
restore CD4!!!
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY
We must keep the whole of Los Feliz, Silver Lake and Griffith Park in ONE district. It is ridiculous to divide into separate districts where neighbors across the street or next door can be in a different district with a different
representative.
Restore CD4 closer to its current status. Residents of LA who voted for Councilwoman Raman should not suddenly be shifted to another district for no good reason. It's a pathetic excuse for politics that the city redistricting
commission is considering this blatant attempt at gerrymandering and disenfranchisement.
Los Feliz needs to stay with Griffith Park. Carthays need to remain together.
Please do not break up the West of Westwood HOA and the Westside Neighborhood Council. It has taken us many years to develop these effective organizations which provide strong voices for our community. I urge you
to support Map K 2.5. It would take us years to develop new organizations and our voices would certainly be diminished.
I support K2.5
Hi I would ask that the City recognize the nearly thirty year history of Valley Glen as a self-identified community. The Valley Glen Neighborhood Association (which was instrumental in the founding of Valley Glen) is a vital,
active organization that holds regular community gatherings, distributes 5,000 newsletters quarterly to our residents, partners with Councilman's Kerkorian's office, Greater Valley Glen Council, LAPD, and other
governmental and civic organizations on behalf of our Valley Glen community. Please do not subdivide our community among different Council offices. That would be a cruel punishment for true community pride and
identity. Do not overthink community - reward it.
We support Map K2.5. It keeps all of Century City and our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District and continues the historical relationship of Westside communities.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
Wilshire Vista is an established community since 1921. It has a very active homeowners/ renters association. The proposed redistricting splits the community with 3 blocks (Orange Grove -Genesse) moving to the district
west and 7 blocks (Spaulding to Hauser)remaining in district 10. That is unacceptable to the residents of this neighborhood . All of Wilshire Vista should be moved to Paul Koretz’s district. It is demographically more
similar to the neighborhoods west of Fairfax than to the District 10.
Keep Los Feliz intact
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the areas north and south of Melrose, which splits the neighborhood, which has shares many commonalities, including a Neighborhood Council and several neighborhood groups. It
will impacts businesses on Melrose as well, since they would have council offices to deal with.
Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.

10/11/2021 19:44:21 Owynn Lancaster

Shadow Hills, La Tuna Canyon, and Lake
View Terrace

I am opposed to the K2.5 maps under consideration for adoption for the redistricting of the City of Los Angeles.
Specifically, I'm opposed to the redistricting proposals because they would divide our recognized community and significantly reduce our representation within our own local government. The K2.5 maps sever homes in the
Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on these streets would no longer be
stakeholders in their own community.
The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
Additionally, if most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our
own neighborhood council.

10/11/2021 19:54:05 Jelena Woehr

Koreatown

10/11/2021 20:00:25 Elizabeth Atlee

Carthay Square

Further, we know that returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district, meaning the
movement would be possible with better representation for common interest communities.
This map is awful. It places a sitting council member in the first year of her term outside her own district and makes her ineligible to run for re-election. Moving CD4 to the West Valley creates a completely different council
map unnecessarily, and dividing koreatown depletes the voting power of Korean-Americans to elect a representative who represents their interests. This map is essentially a political hit taken out on Representative
Raman. You should be completely ashamed of voting to bring a single, abysmal map forward for public comment. The public deserves choices, and those choices should include keeping the council member CD4 just
elected a year ago with more votes than any candidate has ever received for that office.
Dear redistricting commission,
Thank you for all your hard work for these past months. I want to bring to your attention one error that occurred between the drawing of map K 2 and map K 2.5.
The division of about 1/3rd of Carthay Square south of Packard would be a huge problem for Carthay. The neighborhood would no longer have a single city council office to represent its interests downtown. One third of
historic Carthay Square would be separated from the Carthay Neighborhoods Historic District that we hope will soon be recognized by the state.

10/11/2021 20:21:03 Patricia Marks

10/11/2021 22:05:11 Judy Huern

WOW ,Cheviot Hills,Rancho Park and other
home owners between north of Pico and
south of Santa Monica Blvd.
Ladera City/Westchester - District 11

10/11/2021 22:08:25 Brent Rich

Westside

10/11/2021 22:08:49 Jewel Rich

Westside

10/11/2021 22:15:12
10/11/2021 22:29:33
10/11/2021 22:29:49
10/11/2021 22:33:36

Carthay Square
North Hills East
North hills east
Hancock park/ the greater wilshire area

Grayson Peters
Fernando S
Karen C
Alyazya

10/11/2021 22:38:27 Fatima S
10/11/2021 22:42:56 Isabella S.
10/11/2021 22:42:59 Isabella S.
10/11/2021 22:46:14 Gimena S.
10/11/2021 22:51:08 Will Green
10/11/2021 23:51:16 Anne Rader
10/12/2021 7:19:49 kb

PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
I feel the westside neighborhoods should remain united . We have common problems and issues and would like to keep our voices heard.

Please keep our Ladera City residents in District 11!!! Do not move us to District 8. As a long time resident of Ladera, I have faithfully paid my property taxes and am fed up not receiving benefits that County residents on
my same block receive in abundance. It has taken us being represented by Councilman Bonin and accepted by Westchester, for us to feel somewhat 'seen'. District 8 is farther away from my home than are Westchester,
Playa Vista and other cities included in District 11. The only thing that we city residents have in common with some in District 8 is that we are largely people of color, primarily African-America. On a recent call, I noticed
that so many areas, Korea Town, China Town, Thai Town, to name a few, want to be united in the same district. I believe that this is largely based on language. African-Americans live all over this city and I resent our
being lumped into another black district. We are finally being recognized as part of Westchester. Do not punish those of us who are unfortunate enough to have purchased homes in Los Angeles City. Since I have lived
here, LAPD has taken hours to respond to emergency calls, the Fire Department which is less than 2 blocks away, has not responded to a fire because we were LA City residents. 3/4 of my block, on Damask, had
beautiful trees planted by the county. There are almost NO trees in the LA City portion. The same is true of street paving. County paved, City ignored. We are tired of being disregarded. Keep us in District 11. Keep
Westchester United. Do not punish us further because we are LA City Residents. We have finally made some progress as part of Westchester and cannot lose the ground that we have gained. We're not anywhere near
where we want to be but District 8 would be a slap in the face and a big step backwards. Please - stop playing politics with our lives. We deserve better!!!
Is there anyone who can explain how these screwed up LA City/County lines were drawn? I can drive around and look at the trees or lack thereof and the condition of the street and know if I'm in the city or county. What is
being done with our taxes that are going up every year?
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and community groups; and
Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and community groups; and
Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.

Please don't divide Carthay Square between two separate council districts - keep the neighborhood united in one district to make sure it is fairly represented at city hall.
I've lived here for a very time and because of upcoming investment is super important to keep north hills east in counsel district 7.
I am a long time resident of counsel district seven. I urge the commission to keep north hills east in counsel district seven.
I love the new drawn map except some issues with district 5, we should stop district 5 at Lucerne in between wilshire and Olympic and not include anything that is close to koreatown adjacent. These are two very distinct
neighborhoods. District 5 should not include framer y on the koreatown side, Manhattan place, or st.Andrews These streets have more in common with koreatown than they have with Hancock park and pico Robertson.
Another confusion is with street name Crenshaw, being apart of district 5. From Olympic to wilshire we should change the street name to something else.
North Hills east
I urge the commission to keep north hills in council district 7. North hills has similar characteristics and demographic to the rest of cd7 and therefore should remain in the district. Also, investment in north hills and mission
hills make it critical that that these communities stay within the same council district.
North Hills
I urge the commission to keep north hills in council district 7. North hills has similar characteristics and demographic to the rest of cd7 and therefore should remain in the district. Also, investment in north hills and mission
hills make it critical that that these communities stay within the same council district.
North Hills
I urge the commission to keep north hills in council district 7. North hills has similar characteristics and demographic to the rest of cd7 and therefore should remain in the district. Also, investment in north hills and mission
hills make it critical that that these communities stay within the same council district.
North Hills
I urge the commission to keep north hills in council district 7. North hills has similar characteristics and demographic to the rest of cd7 and therefore should remain in the district. Also, investment in north hills and mission
hills make it critical that that these communities stay within the same council district.
Sherman Oaks
I do not like it at all. I am a black living in Sherman Oaks and you are trying to redistrict Sherman Oaks when we have a daily protest going on to fight for social justice, change and bringing awareness to our community.
You are now trying to move us to a whiter and wealthier district. That’s some BS.
Carthay Square/Carthay Circle & Valley/CD 2- Please do not divide Carthay Square across City Council Districts. Keep all of Carthay Square in CD5 with Carthay Circle & South Carthay. I also believe the significant redistricting of the Valley, namely CD2 and CD4 into
4/4-2 & 3
slivers and sections is a clear move to help the wealthy run the system to their benefit and disenfranchise poorer communities.
WNC (Westside Neighborhood Council)
Please retain the boundaries as defined in Map K 2.5. It keeps our neighborhood council (WNC) within a specific district, respects boundaries of homeowner's associations, and continues the historical relationship of
Westside communities. Thank you.

10/12/2021 7:39:20 Sharon Davis

ECSWANDC

10/12/2021 8:00:16 Casey

Sherman Oaks

10/12/2021 8:40:58 Judith Crown
10/12/2021 8:45:44 Jennifer G

Shadow Hills
Wilshire Vista

10/12/2021 10:07:26 Jon Owyang, Los Feliz resident and
Laughlin Park Association president

East - Los Feliz, Griffith Park

I urge the commission to return Exposition Park and USC to CD8. This will provide equity to the residents of CD 8 which is 52% African American and has the highest unemployment rate of all 15 Council Districts. We
must have an economic base in CD 8. I will only support a map that returns Exposition Park and USC to CD8. Please return our economic base.
I didn't vote for representation in this district. I specifically voted for Nithya Raman. I also think that the valley is a wide and vast area and that Sherman Oaks doesn't need to be lumped in with West Valley. It is a different
demographic and the map that lumps in Westwood with Sherman Oaks better encompasses that.
Shadow Hills needs to be in one district as our Neighborhood Council.
As drawn, the map splits up our neighborhood into 2 different districts. Please do not do this. Wilshire Vista should be in one district. Our neighborhood boundaries are Fairfax to the west, Pico to the south, Hauser to the
east, and San Vicente to the north.
Map K2 boundaries for proposed CD13 make much more sense from a neighborhood cohesiveness perspective than map K2.5. It does not make sense to carve out the little peninsula between Griffith Park Dr and
Riverside Dr. Griffith Park should also be included in proposed CD13. Traffic from the Greek Theater and the Observatory primarily impacts the residents of Los Feliz. In addition, Los Feliz has an 200+ year association
with Griffith Park, including volunteer park improvement efforts in Ferndell and the gardens around the south side of the mountains, much of which was spurred on by Tom LaBonge and his affiliation with Los Feliz.

10/12/2021 10:47:30 suzanne copeland

Los Feliz and proposed District 2 or 4

10/12/2021 11:00:06
10/12/2021 11:03:48
10/12/2021 11:08:17
10/12/2021 11:10:20

Chinatown
Chinatown
Westside- Rancho Park
Miracle Mile

George Yu
Joyce L
Joanne Dorfman
Kari Garcia

10/12/2021 11:12:23 Monica Vacas
10/12/2021 11:14:24 Marla Pelz

Sun Valley
Westside communities

10/12/2021 11:19:17 Christopher Fina
10/12/2021 11:22:00 Bill Eick

Westside Los Angeles
Shadow Hills

10/12/2021 11:45:18 Xiayi Shirley Zhang

Chinatown

10/12/2021 12:02:36 Kelly M

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 12:06:46 Lynn
10/12/2021 12:09:21 Matt Banegas

Please keep the Miracle Mile together!
Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 12:09:25 Nathan Clum

Miracle Mile / Redondo-Sycamore

10/12/2021 12:10:59 Fay Gauthier

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 12:14:29 Loren

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 12:15:13 Susan Zachary

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 12:16:21 Helen Glynn

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 12:19:24 Rebecca Collins

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 12:27:43 Ostra

CD9

I don't understand why my part of Los Feliz has been separated from the rest of Los Feliz.
Why has Griffith Park been separated from Los Feliz? Why am I suddenly in a district that includes part of the San Fernando Valley?
Non of this makes sense to me and I hope you will restore Los Feliz/Griffith Park to the map.
Chinatown must be kept whole to Cesar Chavez and N Alameda St and N Main St. North of Cesar Chaves, West of N Main St is Chinatown historical boundaries and needs to remain in CD1.
Chinatown must be kept whole to Cesar Chavez and N Alameda St and N Main St. North of Cesar Chaves, West of N Main St is Chinatown historical boundaries and needs to remain in CD1
I support the K2.5 map. I would like our Westside Neighborhood Council and HOA to remain in the same district. We have worked hard to collectively deal with our local issues, separating us will undo our work and voice.
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
Please do not divide our city into 3 different District offices. We have worked very hard to accomplish the positive changes in our city and this would only disrupt our goals.
I support K25 as it keep the Neighborhood Council in one district, it continues the relationship of the Westside communities that have a history of working together for common goals that benefit those communities, it
respects the boundaries of the homeowners associations within the district that have always worked together.
I think the K2.5 proposal is correct and support it
Maps K2.5 and L result in Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon being divided between 3 council Districts, and even if put back together, it is separated from its community of interest (horses, K overlay zoning for horse
keeping ,Equestrian Trails Inc Corral 20 and Corral10; Fond Family Open Space Park-600 acres of privately owned, but publicly accessible open space, some of which is in Shadow Hills/ La Tuna Canyon and other
portion of which is in Lake View Terrace; high fire danger of Verdugo Mountains/ Angeles National Forest; Hansen Dam Recreational Area) and would not be in a compact area as required by Charter section 204(d); It
would also divide the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council in to three Council Districts which is one of the things the Commission wants to avoid as set forth in its policies. Moving Shadow Hills and La Tuna
Canyon back into CD 7 will still keep CD 7 within the population goal of 260,000 people plus or minus 5% and does not violate the voting rights act or any other state or federal law. There is no rational basis for severing
Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon from CD 7
Do not disenfranchise the Chinatown community! By splitting the historic boundaries of Chinatown into two different council district, we are making an under represented population even more vulnerable. The Chinatown
district with southern boundary at César Chávez, and eastern boundary down to Main St/Alameda must be kept whole.
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
Keep the Miracle Mile together as is
"I am a Miracle Mile resident (1105 Hauser Blvd. L.A. 90019) and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and
south of Olympic to San Vicente in Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist on keeping Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente
in Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in Map K2.5. I am a Miracle Mile resident of over 20 years. I participate actively in neighborhood events and organizations, including the Miracle
Mile Residential Association. I live in the noted omitted portion of the neighborhood but shop, eat, socialize, and advocate in the area that is included. In short, I and my close neighbors would be disenfranchised if the
map is not amended. I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council district. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in Map
K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
It's wrong to remove USC and Expo Park from CD9. CD 9 is the poorest district in the city and the elimination of USC and Expo Park will eliminate any economic benefits from these areas of the district. Community
Coalition is pushing to move USC and Expo Park to CD8 so that the financial benefits remain in the hands of one councilman who is African American. CD8 already has the Crenshaw Corridor and wealthier
neighborhoods.
I vehemently oppose the Community Coalition's call to action to move USC and Expo Park to CD 8. It is not fair. It is clearly an attempt to take power away from one minority group and try to give it to another. I thought
Community Coalition was about fairness and solidarity for low income communities, but it's not the reality.
Community Coalition pressures the Commission to provide USC and Expo Park to CD 8, THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE!
As a resident of the CD9 I demand that you keep our economic assets.
Keep the current district of CD9 intact!

10/12/2021 12:30:31 Rachel Janowitz

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 12:33:14 Cory Misek

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 12:41:43 S. T. Keiner

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 12:41:54 Gail S. Landers

Miracle Mile HPOZ

10/12/2021 12:45:43 Miguel Perez

CD9 South LA

10/12/2021 12:45:56 Gary Tieche

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 12:47:15 Peter Veverka

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 12:48:51 patrick p

miracle mile

10/12/2021 12:54:39 Jeremy Matz

Miracle Mile

I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. We are a historic community, united in keeping Miracle Mile as it is and beautiful. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5, but insist on keeping Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under the same City Council district. The area east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to
San Vicente must be included in Map K2.5. We all work together and share the same community problems, and we are united as the Miracle Mile neighborhood. So we need the same city council member to represent us
all. Please do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you, Suellen Keiner
am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
I have lived in CD9 since 1994 when I came from Mexico with my 5 children I came to live here, now my children are adults, I am very active in my community because I want to see a healthy and prosperous community,
most of us are immigrants, black and brown from low income, Mr. Current Price made many improvements in our community and our lives, I ask you to remain everything that is in CD9, including USC and the EXPO park,
it is clearly an attempt to disempower a minority group and try of giving it to another, community coalition and SCOPE organizations only want to benefit CD8, they do not care that we are surviving after the COVID 19
pandemic, and thanks to our CD9 our lives are better, my children and I are citizens and constituents of CD9, our voices have power and ask the commission members NOT TO REMOVE USC AND EXPO PARK FROM
CD9.
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. PLEASE do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!

10/12/2021 12:59:25 Miriam Medina

CD9 - CD8

10/12/2021 13:05:54 Cornelia Emerson

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 13:06:05 James O'Sullivan
10/12/2021 13:08:53 Patricia Jauregui

Miracle Mile
CD9 - CD8

10/12/2021 13:15:40 Michael Green

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 13:24:32 Joseph Licari

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 13:27:28 Mary Loise Monahan

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 13:41:33 Melanie Williams

CD9 & CD 8

10/12/2021 13:56:57 Joanne O'Donnell

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 14:02:40 S.D. Simmons di Palivoda

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 14:07:20 Lena Bozoyan

Winnetka, Canoga Park, Reseda, N.
Hollywood, Tujunga

10/12/2021 14:07:59 pat taylor

CD9 - CD8

10/12/2021 14:10:41 simona ghirlanda

Miracle Mile

My name is Miriam Medina, I live in CD9, I demand that our district 9 stay as it is at this time, that nothing be taken away, that USC & EXPO Park remain in CD9, many immigrants live here and have benefited from
housing and community support thanks to our CD9 representative, we have been working together in this district for many years to have a better South LA, you do not live here, you do not know how it was before, we do
not deserve to have absolutely nothing taken away from us, listen to our voices, we are working people and you do not They decide for our future because the community is the one that works to improve our district and
that is why we ask for respect and that our voice be heard, in advance I appreciate your positive response to my request as a member of CD9 that USC and EXPO park remain in CD9.
Community Coalition and SCOPE only want to benefit, it is a political matter, they do not think about the real interests of our community.
I am a Miracle Mile resident, and I support redistricting Plan K2.5. BUT I ask that Miracle Mile be represented as ONE neighborhood under ONE city council district. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic
to San Vicente in Map K2.5. Miracle Mile needs ONE city council member to represent us all.
Extend the south East border to San Vicente and La Brea. That will put the rest of the HPOZ inside the map.
I came to the United States in 1997 and since then I live in CD9, my children were born and raised here, always enjoying USC and the EXPO park, 2 of my children graduated from USC, now they are hardworking
professionals who live, work and invest in our district 9, therefore I demand that REDISTRICTING COMMISSION maintain USC & EXPO park in our district.
CD8 and the Community Organization coalition together with other organizations only want to benefit CD8 and Karen Bass who will run for Mayor in 2022, this is not fair, they have never seen how our neighbors have
improved in an incredible way thanks to the work with CD9.
Why would you even consider dismantling the Miracle Mile except to destroy a neighbor, then families, then drive-able streets, then common decency. I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT
insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city
council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
I own a house in Miracle Mile, & I support Plan K2.5 but insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east f Cochran to La Brea & south of Olympic to San Vicente in Map K2.5. This is
one cohesive & historical neighborhood that needs to stay together.
As a resident of CD9 for 43 years, I ask the commission not to remove USC & Expo Park from CD9, the people of CD8 have no right to decide for us, the organizations that supposedly fight for the rights of poor, Latino
and Afro-American women are only wanting to benefit the African-American that represents CD8, organizations that were born after the 1992 uprising, are now violating our rights as citizens, we are the ones who demand
that the USC & EXPO park stay in CD9.
As a Miracle Mile resident I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in Map K2.
5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 HOWEVER, WE MUST keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. We have already tried dividing it across CD4 and CD10 -- it has
not worked! PLEASE INCLUDE EAST OF COCHRAN TO LA BREA AND SOUTH OF OLYMPIC TO SAN VICENTE IN MAP K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do
NOT divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
I would like to write to you today to discuss important issues with map draft K2.5, which
will negatively impact the Armenian Community of Los Angeles. Armenians have made up an important part of the history and success of Los Angeles. Many of our community members came to California after the
Armenian Genocide and countless rounds of displacement of forced displacement of our people. Fleeing war, persecution, and ethnic cleansing, our people in the San Fernando Valley; Hollywood, North
Hollywood, Van Nuys, and more.
Over the course of the last century, they have become an integral part of the cultural fabric of Los Angeles, and as a result, we are concerned that diffusion across districts will weaken our ability to support our own
community at large in LA.
It weakens our access to services in the field of immigration assistance, Armenian
language services in basic institutions, as well as social services that cater to the Armenian
community like the Armenian Relief Society. The importance of representing the Armenian
communities’ voices in the City Council would be dramatically diminished by dividing our
community into 3 separate districts. For example, if a district that once held a 25% Armenian
population to suddenly 10% or less, the impetus of some legislators to allocate resources to
organizations that serve our community is significantly diminished.
I believe in social change, I believe in CD9, they have done a good job so that our neighborhoods improve and are safe for our families, housing has improved, I vote for candidates that help our communities and CD9 is
one of them, I ask the commission of redistricting that maintains the USC and the EXPO park in our District 9 should not be removed, that helps our children to be motivated to pursue a professional career at said my
daughter is doing now. It would be wrong to remove USC and Expo Park from CD9, CD 9 is the poorest district in the city and removing USC and Expo Park will remove any economic benefits from these areas of the
district.
Community Coalition is pushing to move USC and Expo Park to CD8 so that the financial benefits remain in the hands of a CD8 councilor, that is not loyal to the poor marginalized communities that day by day we
contribute to the economy of this great district 9.
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"

10/12/2021 14:14:02 Christine Rosander

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 14:19:14 Matt Banegas

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 14:24:50 Lisa Landworth

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 14:25:25 Nitaya Harriet

USC & EXPO Park stay on CD9 -

I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
I am a Miracle Mile resident (1105 Hauser Blvd., L.A.90019) and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and
south of Olympic to San Vicente in Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
It's wrong to remove USC and Expo Park from CD9. CD 9 is the poorest district in the city and the elimination of USC and Expo Park will eliminate any economic benefits from these areas of the district. Community
Coalition and other "non Profit Organizations" are pushing to move USC and Expo Park to CD8 so that the financial benefits remain in the hands of one councilman of CD8. they already have the Crenshaw Corridor and
wealthier neighborhoods.
I vehemently oppose the Community Coalition's call to action to move USC and Expo Park to CD 8. It is not fair. It is clearly an attempt to take power away from one minority group and try to give it to another. I thought
Community Coalition was about fairness and solidarity for low income communities, but it's not the reality.

10/12/2021 14:31:14 Bowie Blanton

10/12/2021 14:31:24 Angela L
10/12/2021 14:39:32 Bryan Livingston
10/12/2021 14:42:48 Geronimo Morales

CD9 keep USC & EXPO Park

Community Coalition pressures the Commission to provide USC and Expo Park to CD 8, THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE!
As a resident of the CD9 I demand that you keep our economic assets.
Keep the current district of CD9 intact!
I demand that our district 9 stay as it is at this time, that they do not take anything away, that USC & EXPO Park remain in CD9, we have been working together in this district for many years to have it better, we do not
deserve to have absolutely nothing taken from us, listen to our voices, we are hard working people and you do not decide for our future because the community is the one that works to improve our district and that is why
we ask for respect and that our voice be heard, in advance I appreciate your positive response to my application as a member of CD9.

Community Coalition only want to benefit CD8, especially because that City council was Ed from CoCo, it is a political matter, they do not think about the real interests of our community, they only look for their own
benefits, it's not fair. KEEP USC & EXPO PARK ON CD9!
Melrose - District 13 seefar left on district map The tiny section of Melrose that has been assigned to District 13 should be moved to District 5 to consolidate the common interests of the neighborhoods on both the north & south side of Melrose. They need to be unified
to address the serious problems our neighborhood is having with crime, parking & traffic.
CD9 keep USC & EXPO Park
When my neighbors told me that CD8 wants to remove USC and EXPO Park from our CD9, I was surprised because it is NOT fair that a ccouncilman like CD8 and CoCo together with other organizations want to take
away our economic assets, we live, study and work here, I demand to the Redistricting Commission NOT to ALLOW USC & EXPO Park to be removed from CD9.
CD9 keeps USC & EXPO Park not CD8
I Ask to Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission to not let Community Coalition pressures the Commission to provide USC and EXPO Park to CD 8, THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE!
As a resident of the CD9 for 51 years I demand that you keep our economic assets.
Keep USC & EXPO Park stay at CD9!

10/12/2021 14:53:06 Rene Alcantar

USC & EXPO Park stays on CD9!

10/12/2021 14:55:46 Jose Hernandez Perez

CD9 keeps USC & EXPO Park

CD 9 is one of the poorest neighborhoods in South Los Angeles, and to think that organizations like Community Coalition, SCOPE, CD 8 and others want to take away our economic assets, like USC & EXPO Park, they
only seek to benefit CD8 and Karen Bass, Since she will run for mayor in 2022, they were supposedly born out of an uprising to raise the voices of the low-income black and Brown communities, they just think politically,
they want to satisfy their political interests.
As a constituent of CD9. for 32 years I have petitioned the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission to NOT ALLOW USC and EXPO Park to be removed from CD9. Thanks for your understanding.
I vehemently oppose the Community Coalition's call to action to move USC and Expo Park to CD 8, It is not fair, It is clearly an attempt to take power away from one minority group and try to give it to another, I thought
Community Coalition was about fairness and solidarity for low income communities, but it's not the reality.
Community Coalition pressures the Commission to provide USC and Expo Park to CD 8, THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE!
As a resident of the CD9 I demand that you keep our economic assets.
Keep USC & EXPO park on CD9!
I demand that our district 9 remain USC & EXPO Park .

10/12/2021 15:04:47 Mariana Garza

CD9

10/12/2021 15:05:45 I. M. Walker

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 15:18:52 Marcela Juárez

CD9 keeps USC & EXPO Park

10/12/2021 15:23:38 Genesis Bonilla

CD9 keeps USC & EXPO Park

My mother is an immigrant from El Salvador, I was born and raised in zip code 90011 on CD9, I got involved with my community at a very early age, I have participated in cleaning brigades in my neighborhood and
community surveillance, now I have a part-time job in the EXPO Park, and knowing that now the Community Coalition wants to take away USC & EXPO Park hurts me, because they "supposedly" help poor communities
and communities of color and that is a big lie, they only want to benefit their CD8 representartive who was President Executive of that Organization, and they also want to benefit Karen Bass who wants to run for Mayor of
Los Angeles in 2022, it is a political game, a plan that will only benefit a few, I as a citizen and constituent of CD9 I DEMAND Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission DO NOT BE intimidated by an Organization
like CoCo.
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
As a resident and owner of small business of CD9 I ask the Los Angeles City Council Districts Commission not to allow USC & EXPO Park to be removed from our District 9. Groups like Community Coalition and more,
they don't know our daily struggle, they don't understand that USC & EXPO park are our Economic Assets, many of my costumers are USC students. Please DO NOT let community coalition and CD8 pressures the
commission, they already have the Crenshaw corridor and wealthier residents on CD8. I trust the LA city council redistricting commission to keep our economic assets USC & EXPO Park on CD9!
I demand that USC & EXPO Park remain in CD9, many immigrants live here and have benefited from housing and support for the community by our CD9 Representative, we have been working together in this district for
many years to have it better, you do not live here, you do not know how it was before, we do not deserve to have absolutely nothing taken from us now listen to our voices, we are hard working people and you do not
decide for our future because the community is the one that works to improve our district and that is why we ask for respect and that our voice be heard, in advance. I appreciate your positive response to my request as a
member of CD9.
Community Coalition and other non profits only want to benefit themselves, it is a political matter, they do not think about the real interests and concerns of our community.
KEEP USC & EXPO PARK ON CD9.

10/12/2021 15:23:52 Nancy Russell

West LA/Westwood areas

I support Map K2.5 because it keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District and respects the boundaries of prominent homeowners’ associations. It also continues the historical relationship of these
Westside communities.

10/12/2021 15:24:11 Paula Yerman

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 15:28:38 Empowerment Congress Southwest
Area Neighborhood Development
Council

Council District 8

"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
The Empowerment Congress Southwest Area Neighborhood Development Council
(ECSWANDC) opposes any redistricting plans that would not include the return of the economic base of Council District 8 that was removed in the previous redistricting process. This includes the northern portion of the
Baldwin Hills Mall, USC, and Exposition Park.
The 8th district has historically been a core of Los Angeles’ Black community. Removing these vital assets from CD8 during the last redistricting thereby resulted in a systemic economic disadvantage to our South LA
community -- a community already economically fragile. We ask that the assets mentioned above be restored to CD8 in order to improve equity and economic parity within our South Los Angeles CD8.
Important to note, returning Baldwin Hills Mall, USC, and Exposition Park to CD8 would still leave the 9th District with significant assets, such as the L.A. Convention Center, Staples Center, and L.A. Live -- all strong
economic assets generating a significant tax base for CD9. These areas are population neutral, and the boundaries of CD8 would merely need to move to Figueroa St. (to the Eastern edge of Exposition Park and USC)
and to Jefferson Blvd. (the North edge of USC).
Put simply, like other City Council Districts of Los Angeles, CD8 deserves to have a sound tax base and citywide relevance, both of which were severely undermined after removing these economic driving assets from
CD8. Can we count on you to rectify this unfair disadvantage and improve equity and economic parity in CD8?
This statement has been voted on and unanimously approved by the Empowerment Congress Southwest Area Neighborhood Development Council (ECSWANDC) .
Élice Hennessee
Empowerment Congress Southwest Area Neighborhood Development Council
(ECSWANDC)
Residential Representative (Area 5)
Chair, Planning, Land Use Management and Beautification (PLUMB) Committee

10/12/2021 15:37:07 Andres Guardado

CD9 keeps USC & EXPO Park
It's wrong to remove USC and Expo Park from CD9. CD 9 is the poorest district in the city and the elimination of USC and Expo Park will eliminate any economic benefits from these areas of the district. Community
Coalition is pushing to move USC and Expo Park to CD8 so that the financial benefits remain in the hands of one councilman who is African American. CD8 already has the Crenshaw Corridor and wealthier
neighborhoods.
I vehemently oppose the Community Coalition's call to action to move USC and Expo Park to CD 8. It is not fair. It is clearly an attempt to take power away from one minority group and try to give it to another. I thought
Community Coalition was about fairness and solidarity for low income communities, but it's not the reality.
Community Coalition pressures the Commission to provide USC and Expo Park to CD 8, THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE!
As a resident of the CD9 I demand that you keep our economic assets.
Keep the USC & EXPO PARK ON CD9!

10/12/2021 15:40:24 Daniel Gutierrez

CD9 keeps USC & EXPO Park Not CD8
I'm a business man in South LA CD9, and It's wrong to remove USC and Expo Park from CD9. CD 9 is the poorest district in the city and the elimination of USC and Expo Park will eliminate any economic benefits from
these areas of the district. Community Coalition is pushing to move USC and Expo Park to CD8 so that the financial benefits remain in the hands of one councilman who is African American. CD8 already has the
Crenshaw Corridor and wealthier neighborhoods.
I vehemently oppose the Community Coalition's call to action to move USC and Expo Park to CD 8. It is not fair. It is clearly an attempt to take power away from one minority group and try to give it to another. I thought
Community Coalition was about fairness and solidarity for low income communities, but it's not the reality.

10/12/2021 15:51:15 Taqwa Clarence

CD 9

Community Coalition only look for their own interest, they don't care about Black and Brown communities only CD8 and Karen Bass political campaign for 2022.
My parents came from Missouri to live in South Los Angeles in 1961, I was born and raised here in CD9, now my children and grandchildren live, study and work on CD9, we enjoy the weekends visiting EXPO Park, it has
been a family tradition for generations . Know that an Organization that "supposedly fights" for the rights of immigrants, Latinos and Blacks like the Community Coalition is pressuring the Redistricting Commission of the
Los Angeles City Council to turn USC & EXPO Park into the hands of CD8, where CD8 already has the Crenshaw Corridor and wealthier neighborhoods. I ask that USC & EXPO PARK NOT be move to CD8, on the
contrary THAT IT BE KEPT ON CD9. Thank you in advance for your attention to the community request. Keep USC & EXPO Park on CD9!

10/12/2021 15:52:34 Steven Voci

Greater Wilshire

10/12/2021 16:01:38 Geremy Johnson

USC & Expo Park stays son CD9

10/12/2021 16:06:30 Joshua Sandusky

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 16:06:50 Mrs. Ayala

USC & EXPO Park Remains on CD9

10/12/2021 16:24:19 Mr. Anderson

CD 9 KEEP USC & EXPO PARK

10/12/2021 16:33:16 Maria Jimenez

USC & EXPO PARK Remain on CD9

10/12/2021 16:35:27 Rachel Maya

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 16:36:40 susan greenwald

valley glen

10/12/2021 16:36:51 Esther Maya

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 16:51:57 Amy Steinberg

Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 16:56:59 Sarah Klos
10/12/2021 16:58:54 Sarah Klos

Miracle Mile
Miracle Mile

10/12/2021 17:20:03 Park Labrea Mom

Fairfax, Miracle Mile and Melrose

10/12/2021 17:23:59 Karen Constine

Miracle Mile Los Angeles

10/12/2021 17:31:42 Punnpavin Herabat

Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown, Koreatown,
Little Armenia, Little Bangladesh, Los
Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater Village.

10/12/2021 17:34:18 Sarah

Valley Glen

10/12/2021 17:41:40 Jennifer Maisel

Miracle Mile - Wilshire Vista

10/12/2021 17:56:07 Ana Lazaro

CD9 se quede con USC & EXPO Park

10/12/2021 18:09:20 Theresa Saso

Highland Park

10/12/2021 18:17:34 Allyson De Simone
10/12/2021 18:22:36 Phil Gibbs

Miracle Mile
Miracle Mile K2.5 map

I was unable to attend the Oct 8 meeting but received the recap and video. I'd caution the commission to be careful in adopting the narrative of renters vs homeowners. First, this is a ploy by Nithya Raman and her
Democrat Socialist of America handlers to make another last minute run at keeping "Nithya" voters from her recent election which involved questionable tactics. The NY times piece omitted some key facts such as Nithya
receiving a significant sum of money from "outside interests" to propel her campaign and win a 130,000 vote election (during a pandemic) by 7,000 votes.
The "Renter" narrative is a false one. And in a transient place such as LA, renters come and go. It's homeowners that anchor communities, volunteer, organize youth sports leagues, pay taxes property etc. And while
Nithya keeps loading your meetings with PAID operatives, they'll resort to any tactics including using Race and Economic standing as a means to game the process for political power. Nithya Raman is a Silver lake
homeowner, educated at MIT, was never an urban planner of any consequence and in fact had no career prior to her dropping into the LA political scene out of seemingly nowhere. She just sent out a mailer flyer with her
face on it nobly challenging the Hollywood Community plan paid for by the Aids Healthcare foundation (a 501 c3) - a group that openly opposes SB9 and SB10 - two bills that seek to destroy single family neighborhoods
and not provide affordable housing. Yet Nithya Raman voted FOR SB10 in her City Council formal vote = a full contradiction. She and her supporters will say, shame, virtual signal, slander, race bait/guilt for their political
designs. Please allow me to ground your process (which has been noble to date). It's about the citizens having a say in the redistricting process and for the commission to hear them then draw a consensus for the good
of the majority = k2.5. Not every individual and neighborhood agenda can be solved in ANY permutation of a redrawn map. k2.5 has worked its way through the process to date. And the majority of those who
participated are accepting of it. Tweaks, perhaps. But please don't let the disingenuous ploys of a politician's avarice harm the greater good. And please be careful of indulging in the name of perceived equity. Lastly,
please don't allow low brow tactics (of a few) to sway your resolve. You're better than that. We're better than that. Let's love LA.
As a constituent I demand that USC and EXPO Park remain on CD9.
Community Coalition is lobbying the Commission to provide USC and Expo Park to CD 8, THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE as CD9 RESIDENTS!
As a resident of CD9, I request that you keep our economic assets. Keep USC & EXPO PARK ON CD9!
I strongly oppose the Community Coalition's call to action to move USC and Expo Park to CD 8. It is not fair. It is not honest. It is clearly an attempt to take power away from a minority group and try to give it to CD 8.
The Community Coalition, community groups and "non-profit" organizations preach a Bible that "They DON'T PRACTICE' There is no justice, there is no peace!
USC & EXPO PARK remains on CD9!
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
Community Coalition and other non profits only want to benefit themselves, it is a political matter, they do not care about our community.
KEEP USC & EXPO PARK ON CD9. I vehemently oppose the Community Coalition's call to action to move USC and Expo Park to CD 8. It is not fair. It is clearly an attempt to take power away from one minority group
and try to give it to another. I thought Community Coalition was about fairness and solidarity for low income communities, but it's not the reality. As a 39-year resident, constituent and active voter of CD9, I ask the Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission NOT to be swayed by fake Organizations like CoCo that only seek to benefit CD8 and the 2022 elections, it is a political strategy to benefit only a few, Do not allow USC &
EXPO Park to be removed from CD9.
CoCo speaks of USC & Expo Park as a flower pot that moves out of place, non-profit organizations are lobbying the commission to award USC & EXPO Park to CD8, I totally disagree, my family owe 3 businesses on CD9
, the neighbors are my employees and many of my clients are residents of the USC area, we work, live, study and invest in our own district 9, I ask the LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
to not let CoCo organization pressures to move USC & EXPO Park to CD8, it would be a harm to my people, my employees and my businesses, and it would affect other people who work in the USC area, I demand that
USC & EXPO Park remain on CD9.
Non profit Organizations, community groups, Neighborhood councils that support CD8 are pressuring the LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION to move USC & EXPO Park to CD8, this is not
acceptable by the residents of CD9, we are not politicians, we are working people, retired seniors, our children study here and work in small businesses in the area of CD9, around USC, we ask LOS ANGELES CITY
COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION to keep USC & EXPO Park in our CD9. CD8 already has the Crenshaw Corridor and wealthier neighborhoods. Please respect our voices, Thank you in advance, I appreciate
your positive response to my request as a community member resident of CD9.
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
all valley glen should have the same representation, not 4 different people!!!!
what's the point of that, and Hollywood hills has different and more expensive needs than people in the valley! no reason to have Hollywood hills and valley glen under same representation! I was here when we voted on
Valley Glen becoming Valley Glen we're not splitting it up into four represented districts done
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
I live in the Miracle Mile, and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 but ask you to please keep the Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely in one city council district. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San
Vicente in Map K2.5. Please do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you very much.
I live beyond the boundary of the proposed area for Miracle Mile and do not wish to be excluded.
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
I mainly support K2.5 and think it is selfish of the CD4 councilmember to be hung up on preserving her little power base at the expense of neighborhoods driving the priorities for redustricting. That said I support both the
Miracle Mile residents wanting to keep their HPOZ under one council district t so this long standing residential area can stay unified. I also support the Melrose neighbors who are unhappy about splitting Melrose into two
council districts at a time when their Avenue and community faces worrisome crime trends that would be best addressed with a unified Melrose community. Maybe you could take the south side of Melrose and slip it into
the next district. Then you could shift the southeastern part of the MMHPOZ snd shift it over to CD5 with the rest of the MM for roughly the same overall population in CD5. Council reps come and go and often are just
jockeying for political advantage at the neighborhoods’ expense. Finally, as a longtime Park Labrea and Miracle Mile resident I am thrilled that finally both sides of Fairfax and both sides of Tbird will be unified under K2.5.
Thank you. It has been X-ray all these years getting any attention for major safety issues because the two council offices passed the buck to each other. Looking forward to our Fairfax community which Park Labrea is
part of will now be unified.
I am a two decade Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT please keep all of Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to
San Vicente in Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Thank you!"
I represent the Thai community and I would like to suggest adjustments to Map K2.5 as it includes Los Feliz in Council District 13, which does not make sense demographically. This is because Los Feliz is not a
commercial district and comprises mostly affluent homeowners whose interests are very different from the majority of the immigrant constituents and stakeholders in the district such as those in Thai Town, Historic
Filipinotown, Little Armenia, and other ethnic enclaves who are, on the contrary, mostly renters, low-income workers, and small mom and pop store owners. The addition of the Los Feliz neighborhood to CD13 in Map K2.5
would potentially gentrify Thai Town and Little Armenia as well. Ultimately, the inclusion of Los Feliz in CD13 would dilute the voice and representation of immigrants and ethnic enclaves in CD13, which we cannot allow to
happen. For these reasons, the Redistricting Commission should not include the neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater Village in CD13 but should instead extend the boundaries southward to include all
of Koreatown in CD13 to unite the API community and create a pan-Asian district. Therefore, we urge the Commission to exclude Los Feliz, Atwater Village, and Elysian Valley from CD13 and include Koreatown in
CD13 instead in Map K2.5 while keeping Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown and Little Armenia whole and intact.
The redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4 splits Valley Glen into 3 separate districts even though we are ONE neighborhood. If the neighborhood is split the representatives from each district will not be able to reach a
singular conclusion on the needs of our ONE neighborhood. Also, the Hollywood Hills is a completely different area in terms of wealth and race. The Hollywood Hills has never had any association with Valley Glen and
while they may be close in proximity, they are two completely different areas with different needs that require two separate representatives to represent them. It seems absurd that Valley Glen and the Hollywood Hills
would have the same representative, they are not the same whatsoever. We need to be under one representative, which means Valley Glen in the same district, such as in the proposed district 6. It would be
disadvantageous for my fellow Valley Glen neighbor to vote for a different representative than me to represent our one city.
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
Yo vivo en CD9 por 19 años, soy una mama may activa en mi comunidad, mi hija es activista igual que yo, yo soy miembro de SCOPE pero NO estoy de acuerdo a que USC y EXPO Park se vayan al Distrito 8, ellos no
conocen nuestras luchas, nuestras solo buscan beneficiar al district 8 y a community coalition. Escuche mi rue por favor no deje que USC y EXPO Park Sean removidos del CD9. Gracias por su atencion
I am opposed Map K2.5 as it is drawn right now. Please leave Highland Park’s boundaries as they are now. Leave the Senior Center in CD 14. Leave the businesses on York in CD 14. Leave the Tiny Homes Project in
CD 14
Go east to La Brea and S. To San Vicente
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!

10/12/2021 19:03:32 Holly Purcell

The Los Feliz Oaks/The Oaks Homeowners
Association

Dear Redistricting Commission,
We represent The Oaks of Los Feliz, a neighborhood of approximately eight hundred homes located roughly between Fern Dell Drive on the east, Canyon Drive (and its subsidiary streets) on the west, Foothill Drive on the
south, and Griffith Park on the north.
We want to express our significant concern with the most recent redistricting draft plan, K2.5. This latest plan is extremely troubling for our neighborhood because:
Plan K2.5 splits our Oaks neighborhood in half, putting the homes west and north of an arbitrary line formed by Briarcliff Road/Verde Oak Drive/West Live Oak Drive into a district called “2 or 4” and the rest of the Oaks –
everything east of that same group of streets – into District 13. The Oaks neighborhood has always been entirely within a single council district and breaking it up like this will cause real disruption in our ability to
communicate effectively with the City.
The plan severs most of the Oaks from Los Feliz, a neighborhood with which we have historically been closely connected. In fact, the original name of our neighborhood was "The Los Feliz Oaks."
The plan cuts half of the Oaks and all of Los Feliz off from Griffith Park. Both neighborhoods have always been in the same district as Griffith Park, to which they are immediately adjacent. To sever these traditional ties
and break the neighborhoods and the Park into two different council districts makes no reasonable sense.
The Oaks, Los Feliz, and Griffith Park are a single community of interest and should be represented by a single council district. Whether that is District "2 OR 4" or District 13 is of less concern to us. What is of paramount
concern is that these three areas remain, as they have always been, a single community of interest and within the same council district. And it is critical to us that our Oaks neighborhood stay in one piece. We have 100
years together as a neighborhood with events such as our annual picnic, our holiday party, the Halloween walk, and more. We would like to continue as a single community within a single council district.
Sincerely yours,
Holly Purcell
President

Robert Young
Vice-President

The Oaks Homeowners Association
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Los Feliz

The idea of moving the border of CD1 to San Fernando from the LA River is incredibly upsetting. Cypress Park is the most affected community by the upcoming development of the Taylor Yard / 100 Acre project. By
removing CD1 from the conversation, you silence the people who are most impacted by the ecological remediation and park design. You need to put that border back at the LA River.
It is imperative the that the Cypress Park Community remain in the district that includes the Bowtie and G2 parcels so that their voices can be heard about an area that affects them more than any other community. To
remove them from the decision making process for a part of their own neighborhood is disenfranchising and extremely poor governance.
PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY!!
We agree with Map K 2.5.
It is a TERRIBLE idea to separate Griffith Park from Los Feliz. And ridiculous! Makes no sense. Los Feliz and Griffith Park are intimately connected. It would also remove 100% of Los Feliz's green space.
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist that my Miracle Mile neighborhood be entirely under ONE city council district. It is currently split between 2 council districts. Include east of
Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
I am deeply concerned with the proposed map. K2.5 effectively cuts out more than 70% of my current district. My neighbors and I do not understand how cutting us off from Koreatown and Los Feliz is a good thing. We are
seeing improvements being made-there’s a lot of work still to do, but we need to be unified with our other communities and K2.5 will make that impossible. Please reconsider this. Thank you for your time
Spaulding and Sunset Squares are ONE COMMUNITY OF INTEREST of two Historic Preservation Overlay Zones which are officially joined by the City of Los Angeles' Office of Historic Preservation's Sunset-Spaulding
Squares HPOZ Board. We have ONE board to discuss neighborhood additions/improvements because we are one residential neighborhood.
We border Sunset Blvd on the north and south, roughly between Fairfax and Vista west-east and between Hollywood Boulevard and Fountain Ave.
We are an incredibly active and engaged COI with our community members working together non-stop for the good of our entire area. It is imperative that we not be divided. Otherwise, we see plenty of common ground
with our neighbors and neighborhoods in CD5 and CD13, plus the current councilmembers for those districts are highly regarded by their constituents and, like us, real team players.
Thank you for your attention and hard work on this matter and for giving our City's communities a voice in such a critical process for all of our futures.
Lesley O'Toole-Roque
I am writing to oppose the division of Los Feliz, Silver Lake, and Griffith Park Blvd for districting purposes. They MUST be kept in one district. The proposed districting map does not make sense for the residents of these
neighborhoods and is an arbitrary division of neighborhoods. The interest of these neighborhoods are aligned in such a manner that they should be represented by the same council member. Please keep Los Feliz, Silver
Lake, and Griffith Park together.
I cannot support CD13 being extended west of La Brea. If CD13 extends west of La Brea, it not only bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, but also adds another council
district to my Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders - including more council offices to consult for every decision. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so
the entire NC is unified as is the Jewish community.
Please keep Sun Valley as is. Do not break Sun Valley into three districts. We need to stay with the government officials we elected so we can continue the path of work we started.
Shadow Hills is a neighborhood with natural boundaries. Splitting it up into 3 council districts violates LA City Charter Section 204 (d), and prevents us from having a united voice. The few streets in the Stonehurst area
that were ripped out and put in CD6 must be returned to Shadow Hills and CD7. The large parts of Shadow Hills that were put in "CD 2 or 4” must be returned to CD7.
Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon to CD7 will keep us with other equestrian, animal-keeping, and Very-High Fire Hazard Severity Zoned neighborhoods already in CD7.
Returning Shadow Hills allows the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council to remain viable and intact.
Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD 7 does not require any further boundary line adjustments for maximum population requirements per City Council District.
In summary: Return ALL of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD7.
I am a Miracle Mile resident and insist you keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in Map K2.5.
Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile!
I disagree with how this map has divided Los Feliz, Silverlake, and Griffith Park. These areas need to be kept in one district. I don’t understand why District 2-OR-4 is drawn the way it is in the proposed map. The proposed
districting of these areas is counterintuitive and detrimental to the interests of those living in these neighborhoods, like myself. Please consider your constituent’s interests and voices. Please keep all of Los Feliz,
Silverlake, and Griffith Park in one district.
Foremost, your process lacks severly in transparency. Please provide as much clarity as you can over what the new districts will be. The vagueness of the current proposal is unacceptable for the public to have truly
informed input. As a CD4 voter in the past election, I worry about the motives of this current proposal and deeply question why it is even somewhat necessary for these maps to have so much missing information. Please
demonstrate to me that my skepticism is not warranted by providing all the clarity and context that you possible can in your map proposals moving forward. The public deserves it. Thank you.
Please do not remove Griffith Park from the proposed Los Feliz district (13) and please keep all previous Los Feliz neighborhoods together in District 13. I see from the proposed map that our area of Los Feliz, near the
Rowena reservoir, is being carved out and moved to either district 2 or 4. I don't understand why this tiny area of is being moved away from the main part of our Los Feliz community. And, it is inconceivable that Griffith
Park would be moved to a district separate from the main Los Feliz neighborhood, especially as so many of the Los Feliz streets are directly affected by Griffith Park traffic. Thank you.
The map has two areas represented as “CD 2 or CD4,” which seems to indicate that the geographic areas, their histories, their community constituencies and their fundamental personalities are inter-changeable. Is that
the intent? If so, why? Also, neither area of “CD 2 or CD4” includes the diverse Wilshire and Silver Lake/Los Feliz neighborhoods, which have been the political center of the district for many decades. These
neighborhoods have produced every single Councilmember in the history of Los Angeles. Removing this area from the 4th district separates it from its political power as well as its current City Councilmember. Why do
this?
I would like to see the improvements planned for Mission Mile: Sepulveda Blvd to materialize. The major intersections along this stretch of Sepulveda need to be safer. I've seen many accidents over the years in this area
especially Sepulveda & Lassen. Also there are new apartment buildings erecting along this road so heavier traffic will be expected. I would love to see the completion of the beautification project for Mission Mile. We are
fortunate to have this island along Sepulveda Blvd so please make it beautiful again. Lastly, could you please, please fix the pot holes along Sepulveda Blvd. Thank you
Griffith Park was a part of Rancho Los Feliz when it was first donated to the City in 1896. Please keep it in the Los Feliz council district.

10/12/2021 23:48:47 Jane Chow

Chinatown

10/13/2021 0:29:03 MaryAnne MacDougall

Park Mesa Heights CD8

10/13/2021 0:59:40 Bryan
10/13/2021 4:20:46 Pam Garrett

All
Watts Community-CD15

10/13/2021 5:24:36 Alexander Ullrich

Miracle Mile

10/13/2021 5:43:49 Russell Brown

CD4 and CD13

10/13/2021 6:03:04 Edith Alva

Miracle Mile

10/13/2021 7:24:34 Bob Jimenez
10/13/2021 7:35:14 Joanne Nakao

Miracle Mile CD4
Miracle Mile

10/13/2021 7:35:58 gina adelman
10/13/2021 8:04:33 Sharon Jimenez

Miracle Mile
Miracle Mile

10/13/2021 8:13:56 SUZANNE EDWARDS

10/13/2021 8:14:39 Nathaniel
10/13/2021 8:22:28 Logan Cimino

10/13/2021 8:46:22 Asuzena

As a Los Angeles resident and Chinatown community member, I call on the redistricting committee to keep Chinatown whole. Map K2.5 currently splits Chinatown apart: Multiple markets, places of worship, communityserving services and restaurants, even the Chinatown gates, in addition to the largest senior housing building, Cathay Manor, and a few SRO buildings including 651 Broadway will be separated from the rest of the
community. This will make for access to essential services and resources even more difficult. Keep the current boundary east along the 101, north on Hill Street, east on Cesar Chavez, and northeast along Main rather
than stopping at Ord Street, as outlined in Map K2.5. I and many other Chinatown community members are also appalled that the Chinatown stakeholders were not consulted about this Redistricting Plan. The public
comment meetings are extremely inaccessible to most Chinatown residents who are monolingual working class migrants and seniors. There ought to be an onsite presentation to the impacted residents, workers and
business owners who would be separated from the rest of the community.
This map does not reflect the much needed economic assets of the Park Mesa Heights community in CD8. I ask that this community regain USC & Exposition Park which were taken away in the last redistricting cycle.
Baldwin Hills Mall is not enough as we do not know what the future holds for this property and therefore deemed unreliable and may be crumbs in the near future. It’s time that PMH has their fair share at a solid source of
economic assets. We’re not asking for something we’ve never had before. The current map is not even close to being equitable enough in this underserved community. It would be great to have a nice & convenient
grocery store close by, but we don’t even have that. Please give us back USC & Exposition Park!
Keep the neighborhood as a whole, do not divide them into portions!
I have attended/followed the meetings throughout the summer. It has been a valuable learning experience. Mostly I learned how easy it is for communities who are unfamiliar with policies and processes as well as
information to be left out of the process. You gave so much time to Korea Town, Hollywood and the Valley in particular. Even when someone brought up Watts Community concerns you would pivot back to them instead of
commenting or even discussing the concerns. Today I feel compelled to write in opposition to Map K2.5 even though I understand the outcome will not change. I have lived in the Watts Community end of CD 15 since
1988. I have NEVER understood why the community for both the city and school district is included within this district. When you look at it on the map, doesn't it [the shape] even look strange to you? For as long as I can
remember, we have always been the red-headed step child of CD 15. We have NOTHING in common with San Pedro, Wilmington and Harbor City. Hence, the other part of the CD receives enhancements while we
receive additional "low affordable" housing for homeless and formerly homeless people that has overwhelmed our infrastructure and provides no tax base. The major service we receive is the cleaning of the alleys. In
addition the CD 15 councilperson ALWAYS lives on that end of the CD. We know some members of CD 9 don't want us to be included in their district. We have purposely been left without economic engines. Some of us
were hopeful to have the area from 92nd Street [north], Alameda [East] 120th Street [south] and Broadway [west] placed into CD 9 in hope of aligning to a COI more like ours with a Councilperson that may be more
interested in helping to building up our community and rebrand it from the political neglect we have experienced for decades. Currently CD 9 extends to 95th Street and includes/shares zip codes 90001, 90002 and 90003
which are also zip codes of the Watts community.
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
I am currently a homeowner in CD4, and owned my home since 2002. It makes absolutely no sense the way my district is planned. I am GREATLY IN FAVOR of the new districting, which would place me in CD13. This
district makes much more sense in terms of priorities, needs and feedback from my neighborhood. The current districting does not serve the needs of my community, and I urge it to be changed. Frankly, looking at the
new map, the new distracting makes sense for every community. Please vote YES! on this new districting!
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile!
Do NOT split our historic neighborhood we are a community that should be part of Miracle Mile where we shop attend church and participate in the economic and spiritual community
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"

Meep all of HPOZMircle mile in ONE area
You have drawn a crazy district to split Miracle Mile and throw us into a community where you know we will not have a voice we live shop attend church go to our doctors and dentist in the Miracle Mile Neighborhood you
are taking us out of our community. This is unacceptable. You are putting us into a different council district to silence our voices it is in Democratic you are destroying our strong historic community.
1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one 2. 1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow —The 210 Freeway on the EAST
Hills community, which need to be kept
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
together, are as follows: —The 210 Freeway —The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map K2.5 has severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills: The west side of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both sides of
on the EAST —The ridgeline between
Stonehurst north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the tunnel to
Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on Sheldon, the north side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of Wheatland and Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel, including the streets off Wheatland north of McBroom:
the SOUTH —The Big Tujunga Wash on the
Mahoney off of Wheatland, North Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W. Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow Hills Ave. These streets have remained in District
NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map
7, while the rest of Shadow Hills has been stripped away and placed in “District 2-or-4”.
K2.5 has severed the following streets from
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst Ave. south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda,
the rest of Shadow Hills: The west side of
Hershey, and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5 map has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6. Residents of these streets will no longer be stakeholders in their own
Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave.,
community.
both sides of Stonehurst north of Clyborne
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
north side of the west end of Art St. west of
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. The people living on these streets that are in other districts would no longer be
Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the
stakeholders in their own community. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own neighborhood council.
tunnel to Sheldon, the north side of McBroom 4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
of Wheatland and Wentworth) back along
McBroom going west to the tunnel, including
the streets off Wheatland north of McBroom:
Mahoney off of Wheatland, North Horse Creek
Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W.
Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place,
Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow Hills Ave.
These streets have remained in District 7,
while the rest of Shadow Hills has been
stripped away and placed in “District 2-or-4”.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon
on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has
severed the following streets: the west side of
Stonehurst Ave. south of Clybourne and the
residential streets of Peoria, Elinda, Hershey,
and the south side of the west ends of Art St.,
and N. Clybourne). The K2.5 map has
irrationally placed these few streets in District
6. Residents of these streets will no longer be
stakeholders in their own community.
Los feliz
Don’t change nithyas district! A record number of people didn’t vote for her so that a few cowards could back door take our voices away!
Chinatown
Although I believe Map K2.5 is a great attempt at correcting past injustices, I find the proposed split of Chinatown to be quite disagreeable. As a strong and interconnected community, Chinatown deserves to remain whole
and within its own singular district. If parts of Chinatown are moved to CD14, I believe that Chinatown’s residences will suddenly lose the political power and sovereignty that they so rightfully deserve. Chinatown is
enduring ever pressing issues regarding gentrification and displacement. At the very least, we as a city should be able to allow them to form a consolidated and singular political administrative body. This is why I urge you
to #KeepChinatownWhole and remove the proposal to move portions of southern and eastern Chinatown to CD-14. Let’s stand on the right side of history and refuse a proposal that had the potential to disrupt Chinatown
as we know it.
McArthur Park
I like that my district is inclusive and representative of many cultures and that is why I like the proposed map that includes a few street more to my district in the northern area. Nevertheless, I would like that La Fayette
park be included in my area as because our community is crowded and we need more green spaces for sports and programming that served the community. Many families in my community consider it our park and if you
take walk a in my community you will see that that park is not separate from our community ties. Please consider my feedback.
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Shadow Hills/CD7

I live in Shadow Hills, bordering La Tuna Canyon. I urgently requests that you return ALL of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD.7. Splitting Shadow Hills up into 3 council districts violates LA City Charter
Section 204 (d), and prevents us from having a united voice. Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon to CD7 will keep us with other equestrian, animal-keeping, and Very-High Fire Hazard Severity Zoned
neighborhoods. It is vital to our community that the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council to remain viable and intact.
1. Shadow Hills is a neighborhood with natural boundaries. Splitting it up into 3 council districts violates LA City Charter Section 204 (d), and prevents us from having a united voice.
2. The few streets in the Stonehurst area that were ripped out and put in CD6 must be returned to Shadow Hills and CD7.
3. The large parts of Shadow Hills that were put in "CD 2 or 4” must be returned to CD7.
4. Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon to CD7 will keep us with other equestrian, animal-keeping, and Very-High Fire Hazard Severity Zoned neighborhoods already in CD7.
5. Returning Shadow Hills allows the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council to remain viable and intact.
6. Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD 7 does not require any further boundary line adjustments for maximum population requirements per City Council District.
7. In summary: Return ALL of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD7.
1. Shadow Hills is a neighborhood with natural boundaries. Splitting it up into 3 council districts violates LA City Charter Section 204 (d), and prevents us from having a united voice.
2. The few streets in the Stonehurst area that were ripped out and put in CD6 must be returned to Shadow Hills and CD7.
3. The large parts of Shadow Hills that were put in "CD 2 or 4” must be returned to CD7.
4. Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon to CD7 will keep us with other equestrian, animal-keeping, and Very-High Fire Hazard Severity Zoned neighborhoods already in CD7.
5. Returning Shadow Hills allows the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council to remain viable and intact.
6. Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD 7 does not require any further boundary line adjustments for maximum population requirements per City Council District.
7. In summary: Return ALL of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD7.
Unacceptable. You cannot split up the Stonehurst HPOZ historic zone; that is not in compliance with the California Historic Preservation Act.
1. Shadow Hills is a neighborhood with natural boundaries. Splitting it up into 3 council districts violates LA City Charter Section 204 (d), and prevents us from having a united voice.
2. The few streets in the Stonehurst area that were ripped out and put in CD6 must be returned to Shadow Hills and CD7.
3. The large parts of Shadow Hills that were put in "CD 2 or 4” must be returned to CD7.
4. Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon to CD7 will keep us with other equestrian, animal-keeping, and Very-High Fire Hazard Severity Zoned neighborhoods already in CD7.
5. Returning Shadow Hills allows the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council to remain viable and intact.
6. Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD 7 does not require any further boundary line adjustments for maximum population requirements per City Council District.
7. In summary: Return ALL of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD7.
You are proposing to break up the horsekeeping communities on my area. I moved to Shadow Hills because it is a semi-rural horsekeeping community surrounded by like-minded communities and property owners. We
need to remain in a single block due to our shared interests and shared fire threats. People living south in areas like the Hollywood Hills do not share our interests and priorities, and do not live under the same fire threats,
and our voices on the council will be diluted to the point of being completely silenced if these proposed changes are enacted. Los Angeles needs to honor its long tradition of horsekeeping by keeping those communities
together and hearing their voices as one.
PLEASE KEEP THE CD7 Foothill communities together in one district. With our fire danger, unique evacuation/emergency logistics due to all of the horses and farm animals, FTDNC (see below), it really would be a
public safety hazard to divide up our communities. This is an extremely unique area with many challenges and quirks that reside only here. With the estimated 30,000 or more horses in this area, plus donkeys, goats,
sheep, chickens, peacocks, llamas, emus, and all other manner of critters great and small, it’s extremely important to keep us together. Whatever nonsensical political, bureaucratic games you folks are playing with each
other, while trying to silence or dilute OUR voices, STOP IT. Just stop it and leave us out of it. Go screw over some neighborhood in Reseda where no one will even know or care. This area is different and very special,
and it should be respected as such.
Thank you,
Andrea Parker
1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7.The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which needs to be kept together, are dictated by real topographical and physical boundaries, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes along Stonehurst Ave. and McBroom St, as well as some of the streets off of these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living on these streets would no longer be
stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. These communities share common
interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and all have the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in
CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
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10/13/2021 9:43:35 Nahid Lienke

Shadow Hills
Miracle Mile

Breaking the Foothill Trails District NC into separate districts will destroy the equestrian lifestyle in northern Los Angeles. Keep neighborhoods together. Maintain the boundaries of the FTDNC within one CD.
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"

10/13/2021 9:49:25 Sun Valley Area Neighborhood
Council

Sun Valley

This letter was emailed to the Commissioners at 9:45am on 10-13-21:
October 12, 2021
Dear Commissioners:
The Sun Valley Area Neighborhood Council (SVANC) is strongly opposed to the proposed City Council redistricting K2.5 map. It is devastating for our community of Sun Valley for many different reasons:
•We have worked with two Councilmembers, (CD2 and CD6) and their respective staff over the years, and per this proposed map, a third Councilmember and their staff have been added. To coordinate and interact with
three staffs will make our job extremely difficult. We are volunteers, and our time is precious.
•It is to the public benefit that the same Council District (CD6) that has been dealing with all the industrial & commercial assets in Sun Valley through these past years be allowed to continue with a cohesive vision for those
properties as they complete their service duty, such as the landfills and transfer stations. SVANC needs to work with one partner to realize the best transformation of these properties.
•The Sun Valley CD6 office will have to relocate as it falls just into the redistricted CD7 area. This is a loss of a valuable asset for CD6 stakeholders and for the board of SVANC.
•We have a long history with Councilmember Krekorian & his staff in CD2. We have ongoing projects with his office and have no wish, nor time, to start over with a new Councilmember.
•Our stakeholders elected Mr. Krekorian for four years, and find it unimaginable that he would be relocated to another council district. It is unfair to our stakeholders to have a new councilmember “assigned” with whom
they are not familiar, and more to the point, have not elected.
•We have a very large Armenian population who heavily supported Mr. Krekorian in his election, with many of them being non-English speakers. Mr. Krekorian and his staff understand this community and targets many
programs and information to them, which is greatly appreciated. Several of his staff are also Armenian and have been assigned to our area just for that reason.
The fact that it is impossible to fairly assign a councilmember to two of the redesigned districts so you have to “Let the City Council decide” vividly illustrates how undercooked this map is.
We highly recommend that this K2.5 map is reconsidered and redesigned especially in the San Fernando Valley area. It would create a chaotic working condition for the Board members of SVANC and Sun Valley
stakeholders, with ripple effects throughout the valley.
Regards,
Monica Vacas, President
Sun Valley Area Neighborhood Council
president@svanc.com
Approved on 10-12-2021 (Agenda Item: 9)
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Shadow Hills

Yea(9) Nay(1) Abstain(0) Ineligible(0) Recusal(0) Absent (4)

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
--The 210 Freeway on the EAST
-- The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
--The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map K2.5 has severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills: The west side of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both sides of
Stonehurst north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the tunnel to
Sheldon, the north side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of Wheatland and Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel, including the streets off Wheatland north of McBroom:
Mahoney off of Wheatland, North Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W. Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow Hills Ave. These streets have remained in District
7, while the rest of Shadow Hills has been stripped away and placed in “District 2-or-4”.
-The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst Ave. south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda, Hershey,
and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5 map has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6. Residents of these streets will no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. The people living on these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own
community. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
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5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
CD9 Keeps USC & EXPo Park
I'm asking to LA City Council REDISTRICTING COMMISSION to keep USC & EXPO Park on CD9. Gracias
Chinatown /CD 1 & CD 14 Proposed Changes We demand the redistricting committee keep Chinatown whole and does not proceed with redistricting proposals.
Map K2.5 currently splits Chinatown apart. Multiple markets, places of worship, community-serving services and restaurants, even the Chinatown gates, in addition to the largest senior housing building, Cathay Manor,
and a few SRO buildings including 651 Broadway will be separated from the rest of the community.
This will make for access to essential services and resources even more difficult.
Keep the current boundary east along the 101, north on Hill st, east on Cesar Chavez, and northeast along Main rather than stopping at Ord Street, as outlined in Map K2.5.
We are also appalled that the Chinatown stakeholders were not consulted about this Redistricting Plan. The public comment meetings are extremely inaccessible to most Chinatown residents who are monolingual working
class migrants and seniors.
There ought to be an onsite presentation to the impacted residents, workers and business owners who would be separated from the rest of the community.
Miracle Mile

10/13/2021 10:07:43 Darrell Smith

USC & Expo Park remains on CD9

10/13/2021 10:15:16 Noe Jimenez

CD9 Keeps USC & EXPO Park

10/13/2021 10:22:58 Gina Carter

USC & EXPO Park stay on CD9

10/13/2021 10:30:31 Molly Collins

Los Feliz south to Hyperion & Griffith Park
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Los Feliz
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CD 7 Shadow Hills
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USC & EXPO Park stay on CD9

10/13/2021 10:50:50 Peter David Harris
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Miracle Mile
CD7 Shadow Hills

Please Los Angeles City Council REDISTRICTING COMMISSION keeps USC & EXPO Park on my CD9, they are an economic source for our neighborhoods, CD9 are under poverty level more than any other districts,
you cannot harm us more, think about families living in poverty. Keep USC & EXPO Park on CD9
Our CD9 needs more financial support, and USC & EXPO Park helps us to raise our lives to improve our future, and if the Commission gives this area to CD8, then it would damage the daily life of the poor and community
of color that live here. Please do not assign USC & EXPO Park to CD8, they already have neighborhoods of wealthy people and the Crenshaw corridor. Thanks to the commission
I have 54 years living in CD9, I am 80 years old, USC & EXPO Park is the Legacy of our families and our pride in saying that we live in CD9, and it is an economic engine for housing, health and other projects to have
funds , I demand that the Commission keep USC & EXPO Park at CD9. Thank you for listening to the community that lives and invests in their own CD9.
The proposed borders of CD4 in "Los Feliz" appear capricious and tone deaf, tearing apart one of the City's oldest neighborhoods and the first established neighborhood association. It would be a travesty to tear Griffith
Park away from the Los Feliz community, which has been an active and critically important steward of the Park for almost a century. We live adjacent to its borders; we love and care for it. Also, our neighborhood south of
Los Feliz Blvd down to the middle of Hyperion Ave, part of the Los Feliz 90027 zip code, should also remain part of Los Feliz. That strip includes recognized Los Feliz locales like the Waverly Drive Convent, the Waverly
Drive LaBianca home targeted by the Manson Family, the landmarked original Disney Studios and the Rowena Reservoir. Long serving group members and those serving on the board of the Los Feliz Improvement
Association live in this section, taken away in this plan from the rest of the community we identify with. This bizarre peninsula, carved away from its social, cultural and businesses to the west, benefits no one.
Griffith Park is intrinsically linked to Los Feliz. The park should remain linked to the Los Feliz neighborhood. Tom LaBonge would never let Griffith Park be moved to another district. Honor his legacy. It is also odd that
the Oaks, Los Feliz Hills and Waverly Heights are no longer proposed to be part of this district.
Breaking Shadow Hills into two districts is a terrible idea. This area is one of the few equestrian areas in Los Angeles. Equestrian areas have unique needs. For this reason, Shadow Hills should not be split across two
districts.
I have 33 years living in CD9, I am 74 years old, USC & EXPO Park is part of our pride of CD9, it is an economic engine for housing, health and other projects. funds, I demand that the Commission keep USC & EXPO
Park on CD9. Thank you for NOT being influenced by organizations that do not know us and only want to benefit CD8.
Please include the entire Miracle Mile district in the new redistricting map.
The new redistricting map slices the very unique equestrian community of Shadow Hills into two districts. It also geographically isolates half of Shadow Hills from what would be it's new district. The preservation and
unification of these unique parts of Los Angeles should be a huge priority.
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USC & EXPO PARK REMAINS ON CD9
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east
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East: Los Feliz and Griffith Park
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West of Westwood and Cheviot Hills
CD9 - USC & EXPO Park stay on CD9
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CD9 remains USC & EXPO Park
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Hancock Park

"We demand the redistricting committee keep USC & EXPO PARK whole and does not proceed with redistricting proposals or pressure created by Non profit organizations that only benefit CD8.
If USC & EXPO Park is remove from our CD9 will make harder to access to essential services and resources, will be even more difficult.
Keep the current USC & EXPO PARK on our CD9!
The public comment meetings are extremely inaccessible to most CD9 residents who are monolingual working class migrants and seniors, and not have acces to internet.
There ought to be an onsite presentation to the impacted residents, workers and business owners who would be separated from the rest of the community"
Chinatown should not be split into two districts. This dilutes the influence of the Chinatown community. The entire area north of Cesar Chave Ave and west of North Alameda Ave should be grouped with the rest of
Chinatown. Not to do so disenfranchising many residents in our community.
Two points:
1. Two large parts of Los Feliz have been excluded from the new district. The section on the west includes The Oaks and the Hollywood Grove HPOZ, and the section on the east includes Waverly Heights, the Rowena
Reservoir and part of the Los Feliz Hills north of Los Feliz Boulevard. The residents in these areas deserve to be kept with the rest of the community and not arbitrarily sectioned off.
2. Griffith Park is not included in the district with Los Feliz. Los Feliz shares the longest residential border with Griffith Park. The streets in and out of the park's most popular venues are in Los Feliz. Our residents are the
most highly impacted by decisions made for the park and we demand a role in those decisions.
We want 1 district and to continue to respect boundries of the Homeowners Associations
"Exigimos que el comité de redistribución de distritos mantenga a USC & EXPO PARK íntegramente y no proceda con las propuestas de redistribución de distritos o la presión creada por organizaciones sin fines de lucro
que solo benefician a CD8.
Si se elimina USC & EXPO Park de nuestro CD9, el acceso a los servicios y recursos esenciales será aún más difícil.
¡Mantenga el USC & EXPO PARK actual en nuestro CD9!
Las reuniones de comentarios públicos son extremadamente inaccesibles para la mayoría de los residentes de CD9 que son inmigrantes de clase trabajadora y personas mayores monolingües y no tienen acceso a
Internet.
Debería haber una presentación en el lugar para los residentes, trabajadores y dueños de negocios afectados que serían separados del resto de la comunidad "
CD9 has a lot of immigrant community, elderly people and people without internet access that we cannot zoom in or it costs us a lot to use technology, that limits us to being part of the decisions that affect our community,
on behalf all of them I ask the commission to leave USC & EXPO Park in our district 9, if it is assigned to another district it would only damage our health, housing, youth programs and more, CD8 already has enough, it is
only a political strategy to gain power for some, not to empower the poor. USC & EXPO Park must be kept on CD9.
My name Jennifer DeVore. I am a 25-year resident of Hancock Park where I serve on the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and am the Hancock Park rep on the GWNC. I am speaking for myself.
I want to thank the Commission for your diligence in ensuring that this process is transparent, data-driven and not politically gerrymandered. The K2.5 Map is based on weeks of public input, census data and state and
federal voting right protections. The Commission’s work thus far has been a bulwark against a vocal minority pushing to advance the political goals of a sitting CouncilMember.
I support Map K2.5 because it creates a united CD5 including Hancock Park, the GWNC and includes us with our communities of interest to the west. With these communities, we share historical designations, religious
affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous parks.
Thank you again for your work.
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Miracle mile
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CD 5, Fairfax
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currently CD7 - Shadow Hills
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Alex Fumero
John LaZebnik
Jaime wotherspoon
Elliott Teller
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I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
I support Map K2.5 but I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea. If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders. It also negatively impacts the Melrose Business Improvement District as they would now have two council offices to deal with, one on the north side of the street,
and one on the south side of the street. Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West Hollywood Border, so the entire neighborhood council stays unified. Thank you.

1. Shadow Hills is a neighborhood with natural boundaries. Splitting it up into 3 council districts violates LA City Charter Section 204 (d), and prevents us from having a united voice.
2. The few streets in the Stonehurst area that were ripped out and put in CD6 must be returned to Shadow Hills and CD7. I live right in an area where neighbors on each side of the street will be in different districts on the
new map. It makes no sense that the natural boundaries surrounding these horse properties are not kept within the same district. Additionally, we have had several Fire evacuations in this area over the last few years.
Equestrian evacuations require significant community coordination to be effective. Having to go through 3 different district reps to make improvements to this necessary community preparedness effort seems excessively
burdensome and ineffective. Why are you trying to break up a community that works well together?
3. The large parts of Shadow Hills that were put in "CD 2 or 4” must be returned to CD7.
4. Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon to CD7 will keep us with other equestrian, animal-keeping, and Very-High Fire Hazard Severity Zoned neighborhoods already in CD7.
5. Returning Shadow Hills allows the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council to remain viable and intact.
6. Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD 7 does not require any further boundary line adjustments for maximum population requirements per City Council District. I am very concerned for united
representation in this area to protect our properties from multi-family developments. This area has open spaces and large lots for the purpose of keeping horses. I am very concerned that splitting our representation in
this area will weaken our voices in retaining this community's special equestrian related needs. We offer a unique lifestyle and community services (social and mental health) through equestrian programs and the keeping
of horses.
7. In summary: Return ALL of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD7.
Northern Silver Lake, Los Feliz, Larchmont,
I do not support the proposed map, which removes my neighborhood from CD4 and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. It
Koreatown: CD4
is undemocratic, and disrespectful to the people who voted for councilmember Raman. Frankly, it’s shameful.
CD4
Do not pick apart CD4. I do not support the proposed map. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 feels politically motivated and is completely unacceptable.
CD4
I live in CD2. I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA - please don't wipe out the current district 4.
Sun Valley Ca
This affects me and my Horse property, I have Two horses, and lived here since 1999 . Bought our home as horse property and want to save It .
CD4
I am not in favor of the Council disenfranchising thousands of fellow voters in the city I call home. The people who showed up in record numbers to elect a new CM in CD4 should have their votes respected. If not, what
are we doing here? I've lived in LA for nearly a decade and what keeps me and my family here is the diversity and possibility beating at the heart of the city. With closed door political maneuvering like this, that sense of
possibility fades a little bit more. Needlessly redrawing the map is making me lose faith in Los Angeles and whether it's the right place for hardworking families such as my own.
f MirMiracle Mile neighborhood in the Plan K2. I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
5 map.
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
Miracle Mile
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
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Miracle Mile
Westlake Mc Arthur Park
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South Park
Miracle Mile
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Miracle Mile
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Miracle Mile

Do NOT divide the Miracle Mile into separate city council districts.
I live in district 1. Part of district 1 that is proposed to extend to the northern area is favorable in keeping the characteristics of my community together including resources that we use such as the Clinica romero
Three points for improvement is to extend the district towards the temple and union since if we see it has characteristics of our Westlake community and extending the district towards the west to Vermont is important
because there are markets and the subway that I use in my daily day. So well this would ensure that the La Fayette park that is connected to my community is in my district 1. Many of our families see this area as our
community. Please consider these recommendations.
Do not take away USC and Expo Park from CD 9
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
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Silver Lake, Los Feliz, Reseda, Encino,
Hancock Park

Dear Commissioners,
As a Jewish Angeleno who grew up in CD 4, I wish to speak out in strong opposition to the proposed gutting of the current CD 4, and the closed-door process that led to this proposal. Many comments of other speakers
have amounted to claiming that Councilmember Raman can “learn” to serve other communities. Those comments completely miss the point: these proposed changes aren’t bad because they hurt Ms. Raman personally,
they’re bad because they completely disenfranchise the constituents who voted for her in record numbers less than a year ago AND the new constituents who DIDN’T vote for her and would find themselves represented
by her for virtually a full term. NONE of these proposed changes were drawn in public meetings, despite public promises to do so. Rather, they were developed in private meetings among a select few members of the
Commission, none of whom are representatives of the districts most affected by the changes.
I further want to refute the idea that this move is necessary to protect Jewish voters in Los Angeles. We as Jews have different needs from city government. We as Jews need to build relations with other communities in a
multi-ethnic city and not be walled off from them. There are already 2 Jewish city council members, roughly recommending our percentage of the city’s population. and there are already two Jewish council members out of
fifteen.
The supposed need to group heavily Jewish sections of CD 4 with CD 5 is not about “uniting the Jewish community”. It’s about separating homeowners from tenants. That’s why this map is supported by homeowners
associations in the wealthiest neighborhoods in the city, and opposed by tenant groups like the Park La Brea Residents Association and ACCE. Jewish Angelenos who rent in neighborhoods like Los Feliz and Silver Lake
(like me) are clearly not welcome in this proposed “united” Jewish constituency. I should note that the same dynamics are in play in current CD 3, where there is an obvious attempt to separate poor communities of color
from their neighbors, and in the process creates the whitest district in the city in the Valley, while stripping the proposed majority Latino district next door of all significant economic assets. Voter disenfranchisement and
the segregation of poorer and wealthier communities is antithetical to Jewish values, traditions and interests. I urge you to reject the notion that Jewish safety and interests are synonymous with the interests of property
owners and to reject the disenfranchisement of voters in CDs 2, 3 and 4.
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District 13 Los Feliz, Silverlake, Echo Park
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Silverlake, Angelino Heights, Elysian Park,
Echo Park, Los Feliz, Griffith Park and
Glassell Park
The east.

10/13/2021 13:02:19 Emily Bailey

Miracle Mile

10/13/2021 13:05:15 Stephanie Morris

Miracle Mile

10/13/2021 13:05:54 Megan Schwartz

Valley Glen/Van Nuys

10/13/2021 13:07:01 Alex Brown

CD 2/4, Valley Districts, Map 57666

10/13/2021 13:07:58 HG HPOZ

Los Feliz

10/13/2021 13:08:02 Mrs. Avalon

CD9 Keep USC & EXPO PARK

10/13/2021 13:08:46 Suju Vijayan

Sherman Oaks/Van Nuys

10/13/2021 13:11:25 Mr. Thompson

CD9 Keeps USC & EXPO Park

10/13/2021 13:13:39 Rabbi Susan Goldberg

CD 4

For the most part this map includes appropriate neighborhoods but unfortunately excludes Griffith Park which is predominantly accessed through Los Feliz. How can we not have a council person who would be available
to problem solve issues related to this relationship? Also it excludes obvious neighborhoods like The Oaks, Waverly, and Los Feliz Hills. These areas all have the same vested interests. Please improve this map by
including them. Thank you
This is a waste of taxpayer time and money. Keep the districts as is. It's gerrymandering and a transparent effort to get rid of Nithya Raman. Get rid of her and you'll just get another candidate with the same values. The
electorate still exists.
It’s ridiculous. I feel like I’m back in Tennessee and that’s not a compliment. As a black woman I find it disgusting that you all are actively attempting to erase the results of an election and dent myself and my neighbors of
the representation we voted for less than a year ago -- it is blatant disenfranchisement.
Councilmember Raman’s coalition is made up of renters, working people, and people of color whose votes are now being disregarded. To say I’m disappointed and hurt is the least of what I can say about this issue.
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
This map splits up my district in a completely non-equitable way. District 4, which just elected Nithya Raman to represent us, would be completely torn apart. This is clearly targeted at splitting up her constituency, which is
unacceptable. District 4 should remain representative of all kinds of LA residents, not just the wealthy ones.
I disagree strongly with the redrawing of Districts 2 and 4. I voted for Krekorkian and disagree with the redrawing which would mean he no longer represents my area. I would now be part of District 3 which is mostly west
valley and south of the Boulevard which are areas that have different issues and priorities than Valley Glen.
This is a follow up to the last meeting, can the public see the map 57666 that the commission noted it would study ahead of the meeting? Can it also be confirmed that this map was not submitted after the cut off? The
number sequence suggests it was submitted on October 3rd.
Maps are very hard to read. Hollywood Grove HPOZ is part of Los Feliz this areas has been part of Los Feliz since 1916. The HG HPOZ should not be in a different district from the rest of Los Feliz. We are North of
Franklin between Bronson and Western just below the Oaks (which is also a historical portion of Los Feliz.
Generally speaking nothing south of Franklin should be in CD 13
South Central is a historically underserved area, and without adequate investment, USC & EXPO PARK integrates community participation into its investment. That is why I ask the commission to keep USC & EXPO Park
on CD9. This is a waste of taxpayer time and money. Keep USC & EXPO PARK at the CD 9 .
I understand the desire for a contiguous Valley district and don't necessarily disagree with it. I do think you are caving to the concerns of homeowners rather than tenants in the ways you are drawing the lines. I feel that I
will be completely disenfranchised in this process seeing as my new councilmember, likely Blumenfeld, will be someone I've never had the opportunity to vote for. I think the maps for districts 2 and 4, and the assignment
of councilmembers who were not elected by those districts, is a form of disenfranchisement. And leaving 2 & 4 in limbo in this way is absurd and smacks of politics. Nothing about this process has felt non-political. I am
very disappointed.
I live on CD9 for 23 years, I vehemently oppose the Community Coalition's call to action to move USC and Expo Park to CD 8. It is not fair. It is clearly an attempt to take power away from one minority group and try to give
it to another.
Community Coalition pressures the Commission to provide USC and Expo Park to CD 8, THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE!
As a resident of the CD9 I demand that you keep our economic assets.
Keep the USC & EXPO PARK ON CD9!
Dear Redistricting Committee,
I am a Rabbi who has many congregants who live in CD 4. I live in CD 14. I am disheartened to see that the map in question would disenfranchise many CD 4 residents. As a Jewish resident of LA who believes in a free
and fair democracy, I urge you to keep CD 4 as intact as possible. We have many big issues to tackle in Los Angeles, one of which is the crisis of housing. I am disheartened to see that the map in question would
disenfranchise many CD 4
residents. As a Jewish resident of LA who believes in a free and fair democracy, I urge
you to keep CD 4 as intact as possible. Disenfranchising this many renters is not a solution it would make our ability to solve the crisis equitably more difficult.
I also have ethical concerns about the way that this map was created. This map was developed behind closed doors in private meetings among a select few members of the Redistricting Commission -- none of which were
representatives of the districts most affected by the changes. Though the commission pledged to draw lines in public, None of the significant changes included in this map were drawn publicly. By refusing to number two of
the districts on the map, the Commission has withheld transparency from hundreds of thousands of Angelenos and has made it virtually impossible for them to advocate for their representation in this process.
I urge you to reject the proposed map and pursue a transparent redistricting process that respects the rights of tenants, voters, and marginalized Angelenos.

Sincerely,
Rabbi Susan Goldberg
10/13/2021 13:14:47 Anna Young
10/13/2021 13:16:25 Jacqueline Smith

CD9
I am a CD4 constituent living in Los Feliz.

Maintain USC and EXPO Park, do not change the economic assets within CD 9. Keep USC & EXPO Park on CD9.
I am not happy. I am a CD4 resident an want a fair map for Council District 4. This map would potentially move Councilmember Raman, who has fought for the rights of tenants throughout her campaign for office and her
administration, into a district with a lower percentage of tenants.
The current proposed map from the Redistricting Commission would remove half a million Angelenos from the districts of councilmembers who they elected to represent them just 10 months ago, using an undemocratic
process to deny an enormous number of voters the representation they chose.

10/13/2021 13:19:22 Lois DeArmond

Miracle Mile

I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE
neighborhood and we need ONE city council member to represent the entire neighborhood. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"

10/13/2021 13:20:22 Joshua McCafferty

I'm a CD4 constituent living in Los Feliz.

This map erases the results of an election and denies Angelenos the representation they voted for less than a year ago -- it is blatant disenfranchisement.
There is a large progressive movement that voted for Councilmember Raman - made up of renters, working people, young people, and people of color - whose votes are now being disregarded.

10/13/2021 13:21:13 Rogelio Martinez

South Park

10/13/2021 13:23:11 Maria Malbas

Mid City West /CD5

10/13/2021 13:26:24 Brady Collins

Koreatown

10/13/2021 13:26:45 Lydia Olivier

Miracle Mile

10/13/2021 13:27:18 Alex de Cordoba

Laurel Canyon

10/13/2021 13:46:03 Richard L Klug

Hollywood Hills West

10/13/2021 13:47:44 Pam Friedman

Studio City

10/13/2021 13:50:58 Dustin Sheets
10/13/2021 13:54:48 Barbara Motz

Hollywood
Sherman Oaks, Valley Glen, Valley Village,
North Hollywood, Studio City,
CD9 Keeps USC & EXPO Park
Hollywood United Neighborhood Council
boundaries, CD4 and CD13

10/13/2021 13:54:53 Taqwa Bowie
10/13/2021 13:59:18 Sheila Irani, President, HUNC

The lack of clarity around which district is CD4 and which district is CD2 is leaving hundreds of thousands of voters in the dark
It's wrong to remove USC and Expo Park from CD9. CD 9 is the poorest district in the city and the elimination of USC and Expo Park will eliminate any economic benefits from these areas of the district. Community
Coalition is pushing to move USC and Expo Park to CD8 so that the financial benefits remain in the hands of one councilman who is African American. CD8 already has the Crenshaw Corridor and wealthier
neighborhoods. Keep USC & EXPO Park on CD9.
It is imperative that the CD5 boundary not end at Melrose - due to the extreme issues of crime in the area, we need to have the focus of that area stay within one council district. To bisect Melrose would create challenges
in management, communication and legislation in a community that needs the additional support and focus of one council district and one one Neighborhood Council more than ever.
The current proposed map from the Redistricting Commission would remove half a million Angelenos from the districts of councilmembers who they elected to represent them just 10 months ago, using an undemocratic
process to deny an enormous number of voters the representation they chose.
This map forces CM Raman to lose ONE HUNDRED percent of their current district, and all of the folks who voted for her ten months ago. This map reacts to minor population and demographic changes with massive
changes to existing districts, causing totally unnecessary confusion and upheaval.
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
The uncompact drawing of CD4 (or is it 2?) dilutes the voices of the people who voted for councilwoman Nithya Raman. As a resident of Laurel Canyon my views, preferences and needs have little in common with the
residents of Shadow Hills and vice versa. By failing to draw compact districts aligned with natural boundaries of existing neighborhoods with coherent and common interests, this map represents a failure to prioritize the
voices of residents. I do not believe the commissioners have the skill or willpower to take on this solemn and crucial endeavor to benefit all residents of Los Angeles, not just the well connected and historically over
represented interests in City Hall.
1. Remove Silver Lake so we no longer are represented by Raman who does not care about homeowner issues and spends her time defending the rights of "homeless" drug addicts that threaten our homes and
businesses.
2. We are best represented by a map that includes mostly homeowners because our current district is mostly renters who have different interests than homeowners. Renters have different issues and priorities and should
be grouped together.
Thank you
the San Fernando Valley Is best served by keeping all neighborhoods together and NOT attaching them to Hollywood or any other geographic area East of Burbank or South of Mulholland Dr. The Valley has specific
concerns. I would like to be included in a district that has a Council member that presents a cohesive plan that serves the interests of a Valley District
Map K2.5 is a great map. It keeps Hollywood whole and intact within CD13. Thank you to the commissioners for listening to our concerns and keeping us intact.
You have taken the Southeast San Fernando Valley and Split it into 3 Council Districts. This is contrary to how the City Planning Department treats the region. It divides up a substantial Jewish community into 3 council
districts, thus diluting this voice. It makes it harder for our communities in the Southeast San Fernando Valley to join together and have our voices heard on areas of common interest.
I want to ask the commission to keep USC & EXPO Park in my CD9, we are people of color living in poverty, don't take away from us our economic assets. Thank you
Regarding • Current placement of Silverlake, Angelino Heights, Elysian Park, Echo Park, Los Feliz, Griffith Park and Glassell Park

On October 11, 2021 Hollywood United Neighborhood Council requested input from its stake holders and Board members on the current redistricting map for CD 2or 4 and CD13. Below is the summary which was voted
on by the Board, and passed 9 yes, 1 no, 3 abstain, 1 absent.
Los Feliz Hills from Los Feliz Blvd north to Mt Lee, The Oaks, and Griffith Park which are all historically attached since their creation as neighborhoods, should stay intact as communities of interest associated with
Beachwood Canyon, Lake Hollywood Estates, The Dell, and Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council as they are hillside residential communities surrounding Griffith Park from end to end with similar high fire severity
zones, narrow streets, increasing incidence of property crime and arson, equestrian, biking, and hiking trails, the Lake Hollywood Reservoir and Toyon tanks for water supply, high impact use from tourism to see the
Observatory, Zoo, Autry and the Sign, and share corridors for ingress and egress. These communities have worked side by side for over 50 years and have solved their common problems cooperatively with each other
and with the leadership of CD4. The world famous Hollywood Sign is situated in Griffith Park on Mt. Lee, surrounded by the neighborhoods of Hollywoodland, Beachwood Canyon Lake Hollywood Estates, Los Feliz and
The Oaks. By separating Griffith Park and half of The Oaks and Los Feliz from its neighbors that it is most aligned with, out of CD4you are taking this landmark and separating it from its origin which is Hollywoodland.
Hollywoodland HOA, HUNC, The Oaks HOA and Lake Hollywood Estates HOA have spent countless hours and dollars on security, cleanups, and trail head restorations with Friends of Griffith Park and Hollywood
Chamber to preserve this iconic landmark as well as the Bronson and Lake Hollywood Park which serves our stake holders and millions of tourists from around the world. Please restore the southern boundary of this
district back to Franklin Avenue, east up to Western, then Los Feliz Blvd to its eastern boundary for the Hollywood Hills. I hope the Commission can see the value of keeping the Hollywood hillside residential areas
surrounding Griffith Park intact so that we can continue working together to "love and enjoy LA" as our previous beloved Councilmember LaBonge always reminded us to do.

10/13/2021 14:02:33 JULIE HOULIHAN

Studio City

10/13/2021 14:03:14 Erica Posada
10/13/2021 14:12:30 Ivy Cecelia
10/13/2021 14:14:23 Jeanette Corcuera

Sherman Oaks 91411
Miracle Mile
Miracle Mile

Silverlake community division in CD13/CD2 or 4 seems to be contrary to the stated values of keeping communities intact and districts compact with communities of interest. It appears that special dispensation was given to
where Councilmember Raman resides, which was not to play a role in the Commission's decisions. The division of Silverlake seemed to be the cause for the move of Los Feliz Hills, half of the Oaks HOA, pushing up the
southern boundary above Franklin. We wish to register our confusion with this action.
Re: current CD2 - it makes no sense to separate Valley Village and Studio City, please don't do this! We are essentially the same neighborhood and share the same middle school. We are the same community. Valley
Village does not share any schools with Sherman Oaks or West of that. Coldwater Canyon seems the most logical dividing point if you would stick with it North to South. Thank you.
We want Sherman Oaks to remain in CD 4
Do not redistrict miracle mile. Why are i doing this?
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!" We have worked so hard to be a united community. I am one of the many block
captains that has helped to keep our neighborhood informed, on alert and protected. We are a tight knit community, fully aligned with, and in support of, the local business on La Brea and Wilshire that border Miracle Mile.
Do not separate us!

10/13/2021 14:15:35 Maria TenHouten

CD 5 and CD 4 Laurel Canyon

Please put Laurel Canyon back inside Council District 5 as an earlier proposed map showed.
For over two decades, Laurel Canyon has been part of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council (BABCNC).
Laurel Canyon and the other BABCNC communities share the same set of risks, concerns, challenges, values, culture, and goals.
The BABCNC presented a compelling rationale for putting Laurel Canyon inside CD 5 map boundaries in an earlier July 2021 letter to the
redistricting commission. The compelling rationale stressed the unique challenges confronting hillside communities including need to combat fire risk,
limit over-development, challenging topography, narrow roads, and the desire to preserve open space, protect wildlife, etc.
The previous draft map made Laurel Canyon Blvd the eastern boundary of CD 5. This understandably upset Laurel Canyon
residents on the east side of Laurel Canyon Blvd. To accommodate their concerns, new CD 5 and CD 4 boundaries were created---reflected in
the current map K2.5. Map K2.5 now excludes Laurel Canyon from CD 5 and places it inside CD 4.
We hereby request that LA Redistricting place Laurel Canyon back inside CD 5 by making Nichols Canyon the eastern boundary of CD 5.
In a September 28, 2021 Community Impact Statement, the BABCNC proposed moving the eastern boundary
of CD 5 to Hazen and Briarcrest. We are asking that the eastern boundary of CD 5 be moved slightly farther eastward to Nichols Canyon (please see #1 below).
It is highly problematic that current map K2.5 excludes Laurel Canyon from CD 5 and places Laurel Canyon inside CD 4.
In current map K2.5, CD 4 includes the Hollywood Hills East and West, as well as various lowland communities in the San Fernando Valley.
However, combining Laurel Canyon, the East and West Hollywood Hills, and lowland areas means the council representative for CD 4 would not be
able to devote their exclusive focus to the unique challenges confronting hillside residents.
It is crucial that hillside areas have their own council district and council representative.
Second, Laurel Canyon shares the same goals, challenges, values, concerns, and culture with the other communities in the BABCNC. Communities in the East and West Hollywood Hills are oriented more toward
Hollywood and do not share these same concerns, values, and goals. In particular, there is higher density development in the East and West Hollywood Hills and less concern to limit over-development to preserve open
space.
Third, the council representative for CD 4, Nithya Raman, has publicly announced a desire to weaken local zoning regulations. This is highly troubling and problematic.
Weakening zoning regulations would further undermine the foundational values of Laurel Canyon, chief of which is to preserve low-density and protect wildlife and open space. Placing Laurel Canyon inside CD 4-especially if the hillside communities directly to the west of Laurel Canyon are excluded from CD 4---means that Laurel Canyon would have reduced political power to defend its core values.
For these reasons, I am making the following request:
1. Please modify map K2.5 to include Laurel Canyon inside CD 5 by moving the eastern boundary of CD 5 to Nichols Canyon Blvd.
Residents on both sides of Nichols Canyon Blvd would be inside CD 5 if the eastern boundary is just east of Nichols Canyon Blvd, say Bantam Trail. This minor modification can be made as easily as any of the
aforementioned implemented or suggested modifications (mentioned above). This modification is entirely legitimate and consistent with the compelling rationale outlined in the BABCNC's statements about the unique
challenges and needs of hillside communities.
2. If #1 cannot be accomplished, please request that no modifications be made to map K2.5's eastern boundary of CD 5 (aka the western boundary of CD 4). That is, please request
that the eastern boundary of map K2.5 not be moved to Hazen or Briar Crest but rather remain unchanged, so that CD 4 continues to encompass the areas to the west of Laurel Canyon, such as Franklin Canyon. This at
least somewhat improves the political power of Laurel Canyon residents to preserve and protect Laurel Canyon while remaining inside
CD 4.
3. Independently of #1 and #2 above, please make a written request to the LA Redistricting Commission asking that the lowland areas currently included in hypothetical CD 4 be placed in a different CD, perhaps CD 2.
A CD representative needs to be able to exclusively focus on the challenges, risks, concerns, and goals of the hillside communities.
These requests are minor and can be easily implemented. I have taken note of the fact that, in July of 2021, the BABCNC wrote to the LA Redistricting Commission and presented a compelling rationale for why the
hillside communities of the BABCNC (which for over two decades includes Laurel Canyon) face unique challenges and require their own
Council District representative. In the final paragraph of that statement, however, the BABCNC proposed that the lowland communities of Rancho Park, Beverlywood,
Fairfax, Larchmont, Hancock Park, Westwood, and Beverly Grove be included in CD 5.

10/13/2021 14:16:08 Sophat Phea

Chinatown

10/13/2021 14:18:36 Jake Yocham

Valley Village

10/13/2021 14:31:16 Robert Levin
10/13/2021 14:32:26 Dana
10/13/2021 14:38:45 Joel Lugo Gradilla
10/13/2021 14:39:49 TINA KALAYJIAN

Windsor Square
Chinatown
North Hills East
Miracle mile

10/13/2021 14:42:22 Tracy Stone

Elysian Valley

10/13/2021 14:50:55 Bruce Wen
10/13/2021 14:50:59 Julian Hicks

Chinatown
Korea town, Los Feliz

10/13/2021 14:51:08 Brittany M
10/13/2021 14:59:30 Tania Ibanez Virnig

Fairfax
Miracle Mile

Surely---if this latter BABCNC proposal can be made, and also implemented---and map K2.5 shows that the BABCNC request was indeed implemented---then the eminently more reasonable, more justifiable, and more
easily implemented request outlined in Request #1 above can also be proposed to the Commission and implemented.
I’ve been living in Chinatown for over 30 years. I do not support Map K2.5 and how it splits Chinatown in District 1 as it causes a lot of harm in the community. Chinatown is already disappearing as it is. Please keep
Chinatown together by keeping the current boundary east along the 101, north on Hill st, east on Cesar Chavez, and northeast along Main rather than stopping at Ord Street, as outlined in Map K2.5.
I oppose the configuration of Valley Village on map K2.5. I urge the Redistricting Commission place Valley Village in a council district with North Hollywood and other longstanding adjacent communities of interest such as
Studio City and Valley Glen. All city services for our community (fire, police, DWP, Library) and services for Valley Village/North Hollywood Park originate in North Hollywood. We have worked collaboratively with adjacent
communities to address quality of life issues, especially in our response to the unhoused, and with our neighboring communities we represent an ethnically diverse area within the City of LA. Therefore, for these and many
other sound reasons Valley Village should remain joined with our neighboring communities.
I support Map K2.5
Map K2.5 needs to be adjusted in order to keep Chinatown whole. CD1 should be extended down south to Cesar Chavez Ave. between N. Hill St. and N. Alameda St.
Keep the community together.
The city is in the midst of redistricting and drawing new boundaries for City Council districts. We want to be sure that the core of our neighborhood is in one council district rather than being divided in two. It is vital that
we keep our 1,702 residents who reside east of Cochran, south of Olympic part of one council district as they ARE within the Miracle Mile HPOZ boundary and represented by MMRA.
We are ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all.
I have one small request - please add the small spit of land under Riverside Dr on the west back of the river at the S-E end of Elysian Valley to CD13. This is a nuisance tract that has attracted homeless encampments and
illegal raves - all activities that have an impact primarily on residents of Elysian Valley. It would be great to have that area under the jurisdiction of CD13 along with Elysian Valley so that residents can work with their
councilmember on these issues.
Please do not split up Chinatown into two different council districts as that would disenfranchises many vulnerable populations. Please keep Chinatown historical boundaries whole as is today.
The continued disenfranchisement of the voters who elected Nithya Raman is unacceptable. This commission is beginning to look like the gerrymanderers who disenfranchised voters in Wisconsin and other GOPcontrolled states. I, and many other voters, are beginning to question if this commission is truly the best way to accomplish redistricting in Los Angeles
I feel like the votes of renters are being erased.
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"

10/13/2021 15:01:31 Warren D. TenHouten

Laurel Canyon, CD 5, CD 4

Laurel Canyon needs to be placed inside Council District 5, as an earlier proposed map showed.
Laurel Canyon has been a key part of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council (BABCNC) for over 20 years. Laurel Canyon, Beverly Crest, and Bel Air share the same set of risks, concerns, challenges, values,
culture, and goals and should be joined together in CD 5.
In a July 2021 letter to the LA redistricting commission, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council presented the unique challenges confronting hillside communities, including the need to combat fire risk, limit overdevelopment, deal with challenging topography and narrow roads, and preserve open space and protect wildlife, etc.
Laurel Canyon has always been part of the Beverly Crest and Bel Air neighborhood and together these communities have worked to address these challenges and opportunities.
They need to be together inside CD 5.
A previous LA Redistricting draft map placed Laurel Canyon inside CD 5 and this was the rational and ethical thing to do. That map made Laurel Canyon Blvd the eastern boundary of CD 5. Laurel Canyon residents on
the east side of Laurel Canyon Blvd were excluded. To address their concerns, new CD 5 and CD 4 boundaries were created---reflected in the current map K2.5. Unfortunately, Map K2.5 now excludes Laurel Canyon
from CD 5 and places it inside CD 4. This is unacceptable.
I hereby request that LA Redistricting place Laurel Canyon back inside CD 5 by making Nichols Canyon the eastern boundary of CD 5.
It is highly problematic that current map K2.5 excludes Laurel Canyon from CD 5 and places Laurel Canyon inside CD 4.
In current map K2.5, CD 4 includes the Hollywood Hills East and West, as well as various lowland communities in the San Fernando Valley. This means the council representative for CD 4 cannot focus on the unique
challenges confronting hillside residents.
It is crucial that hillside areas have their own council district and council representative.
Second, Laurel Canyon has always shared the same risks, goals, challenges, values, concerns, and culture with the other communities in the BABCNC. It should be combined with them inside CD 5. Communities in the
East and West Hollywood Hills are oriented more toward Hollywood.
Third, the council representative for CD 4, Nithya Raman, has publicly announced a desire to weaken local zoning regulations. This is highly troubling and problematic. Residents of Laurel Canyon have worked over the
years to strengthen zoning regulations. Indeed, neighbors joined together to enact the Hillside Ordinance to protect Laurel Canyon from fire risk, narrow roads, challenging topography.
Weakening zoning regulations would further undermine the foundational values of Laurel Canyon, chief of which are to combat fire risk, deal with topography, preserve low-density, and protect wildlife and open space.
Placing Laurel Canyon inside CD 4--especially if the hillside communities directly to the west of Laurel Canyon are excluded from CD 4---means that Laurel Canyon would have reduced political power to defend its core
values.
For these reasons, I am making the following request:
1. Please modify map K2.5 to include Laurel Canyon inside CD 5 by moving the eastern boundary of CD 5 to Nichols Canyon Blvd. Residents on both sides of Nichols Canyon Blvd would be inside CD 5 if the eastern
boundary is just east of Nichols Canyon Blvd, say Bantam Trail. This minor modification can be made easily. This modification is entirely legitimate and will enable these communities to deal with the unique challenges
and needs of hillside communities.

These requests are minor and can be easily implemented. I have taken note of the fact that, in July of 2021, the BABCNC wrote to the LA Redistricting Commission and presented a compelling rationale for why the
hillside communities of the BABCNC (which for over two decades includes Laurel Canyon) face unique challenges and require their own
Council District representative. In the final paragraph of that statement, however, the BABCNC proposed that the lowland communities of Rancho Park, Beverlywood,
Fairfax, Larchmont, Hancock Park, Westwood, and Beverly Grove be included in CD 5.

10/13/2021 15:02:27 B Liu

Chinatown

10/13/2021 15:03:58 Jeff Talberg

Park La Brea, Miracle Mile, Fairfax, and
Melrose

10/13/2021 15:07:05 Bridget Shycoff
10/13/2021 15:10:16 Andrea Leon-Grossmann

Studio City
Westside Neighborhood Council

10/13/2021 15:20:39 Ruben .K

Historic District 2 or 4

Surely---if this latter BABCNC proposal can be made, and also implemented---and map K2.5 shows that the BABCNC request was indeed implemented---then the eminently more reasonable, more justifiable, and more
easily implemented request outlined in Request #1 above can also be proposed to the Commission and implemented.
I am a Chinatown stakeholder - I volunteer and purchase necessities here, and have immigrant, elderly loved ones who live and/or rely on in-language services in Chinatown. I am concerned that Map K2.5 currently splits
a significant section of Chinatown from the rest of the community. Places of worship, markets/businesses, & buildings where hundreds of low-income and senior residents live will be separated from the rest of Chinatown making it even more difficult for them to advocate for essential resources. These vulnerable members of our community suffer the brunt of displacement & habitability issues, yet they are neglected & excluded from most
political processes (including this redistricting process). I ask that the Commission keep this section of Chinatown [north of Cesar Chavez between Hill St and Alameda St] within the same council district as the rest of
Chinatown. Please don't dampen the voices of our community - keep Chinatown whole!
I want you to keep both sides of Fairfax below Beverly together as you've done in K 2.5. Park La Brea residents share the same safety and traffic, transit issues as Beverly Grove, and the same goes for THird Street.
Miracle Mile north of Wilshire shares the same impacts from development along Third St. as "Miracle Mile North" above Third Street. I do think you should not separate Melrose from itself. Why not put both sides of
Melrose into District 13. That will give you the leeway to add back the ipiece of Miracle Mile that you forgot to include in CD5 along with all of Miracle Mile. See what I mean?
I feel I live in the Valley and do not think my district should be linked with Hollywood and "over the hill" neighborhoods.. I voted for Kerkorian and I like what he is doing. I want him to continue as my City Council Member.
I have been living in Rancho Park for over 25 years and I am urging you to support map K2.5 as it keeps the Westside Neighborhood Council entirely in a single district, it continues the historical relationship of the
Westside communities and the homeowners associations and their boundaries that have been in place for decades.
I am very concerned about Map L because it ignores historical boundaries and divides my neighborhood council into three districts. It also splits up my homeowner association as well as other longstanding and prominent
homeowners associations. Please reject map L.
I would like to write to you today to discuss important issues with map draft K2.5, which will negatively impact the Armenian Community of Los Angeles. Armenians have made up an important part of the history and
success of Los Angeles. Many of our community members came to California after the Armenian Genocide and countless rounds of displacement of forced displacement of our people. Fleeing war, persecution, and ethnic
cleansing, our people found communities in the San Fernando Valley; Hollywood, North Hollywood, Van Nuys, and more. Over the course of the last century, they have become an integral part of the cultural fabric of Los
Angeles, and as a result, we are concerned that diffusion across districts will weaken our ability to support our own community at large in LA. The Armenian population in this district is being diluted and disenfranchised
with the current draft map of K2.5.
It weakens our access to services in the field of immigration assistance, Armenian language services in basic institutions, as well as social services that cater to the Armenian community like the Armenian Relief Society.
The importance of representing the Armenian communities’ voices in the City Council would be dramatically diminished by dividing our community into 3 separate districts. For example, if a district that once held a 25%
Armenian population is suddenly reduced to 10% or less, the impetus of some legislators to allocate resources to organizations that serve our community is significantly diminished.
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Los Feliz
CD 9- USC & EXPO Park stay on CD9

10/13/2021 16:03:22 Laurie Kelson

Encino

The segmentation of our community in Map K2.5 has tangible material consequences for our community members, not only in their political representation but also in the allocation of resources for vital public services that
already struggle to meet the needs of community members due to limited resources. The Commission has already pointed out that the Armenian Community is a Community of Interest, in reference to your heat maps of
our voting population and outreach for our input. Now, we ask that you heed the input that you requested from our community and prevent further harm in this map draft. Please reunite the Armenian Community in one
strong Valley District. This would include returning the cities of Sunland-Tujunga, Valley Glen, and Van Nuys to CD 2, and unite Encino and Reseda in one district. In the aim of ensuring the integrity of the Commission’s
process, please balance the population by also returning communities like Studio City and cities to the south to historic CD 13. Please heed our advice, and preserve the Armenian voices of Los Angeles.
The East Los Feliz and North Silver Lake area (Waverly Heights, Ivanhoe Terrace, Riverside Drive, etc...) and Griffith Park Should be included with the rest of Los Feliz and Silver Lake in D13.
The recession that is driving that USC & EXPO PARK be move to CD8 (former ED of Community Coalition) is planned by the Community Coalition organization, it is their own policy and they want to harm District 14,
which is Kevin de Leon, who will run for mayor in 2022 against Karen Bass who is the former CEO of Community Coalition. From now on I ask the Commission that we do not want to hear any testimony or comment from
the Community Coalition, because they have a political agenda that will harm our community. I DEMAND that USC & EXPO Park stay at CD9, Also I demand that Downtown Los Angeles stays the same.
The entire Sepulveda Basin needs to be in CD 3.
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CD9
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Los Feliz

The recession that is driving that USC & EXPO PARK be move to CD8 is planned by the Community Coalition organization, it is their own policy and they want to harm District 14, which is Kevin de Leon, who will run for
mayor in 2022 against Karen Bass who is the former CEO of Community Coalition. From now on I ask the Commission that we do not want to hear any testimony or comment from the Community Coalition, because they
have a political agenda that will harm our community. I DEMAND that USC & EXPO Park stay at CD9
At the October 6 commission meeting, I heard Chair Ali state that the commission has worked "not to advantage or disadvantage particular elected officials" but I find that hard to believe when I see how my community is
being disrupted.
Los Feliz is currently being split into multiple council districts in order to connect one council member's home to their new district boundaries. These boundaries will last for a decade while an elected official may not be
reelected or may choose to not even serve out their whole term. For these reasons the redistricting process should be agnostic as to how it effects current council members and focus on how it effects communities.
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Downtown

10/13/2021 16:19:36 East Area Progressive Democrats
(EAPD)

Districts 1, 2, 3, 4, 13, and 14

Los Feliz is a diverse but united community and we should remain whole—from the LA River on the east to Canyon Drive on the west. And from Hollywood/Sunset/Hyperion on the south, all the way through and including
Griffith Park in the north.
South Park Business Improvement District is pleased to see that Map K 2.5 keeps DTLA whole, in a single district (save for the LA LIVE campus and Convention Center). However, last Saturday, a group was allowed to
take time during public comment to present a brand new map that split up Downtown Los Angeles. This goes directly against the Commission's own acknowledgement of DTLA as a community of interest, which was
earned by way of hundreds of calls from concerned residents and stakeholder organizations over the months during which public comments have been taken. We urge the commission to listen to the downtown
community, and continue to acknowledge that downtown is a neighborhood with more than 60,000 residents, and not simply a source of revenue for the City.
Dear Commissioner —
We write to thank you for voluntary service to our great, diverse, resilient city and to highlight some horrible errors in the final draft map of new City Council boundaries.
We ask you to rise to the occasion to fix the errors cited in this resolution by our organization, the largest organization of grassroots Democrats in L.A. and our state (full text below; PDF attached)
Here we ring a sharp warning bell at this crucial hour. We also provide a doable list of adjustments that help you fulfill your mission of fair maps that facilitate honest, equitable representation for ALL Angelenos that does
not unfairly chop up neighborhoods or separate, dilute, and disenfranchise communities of interest.
Will you act to fix the final draft while you still can?
Now is the time to prevent harm from undue distortion of districts, displacement of elected representation, division of communities, and 10 years of disrepute and foreseeable but still preventable conflicts stemming from an
unfair map.
Please let me or another officer of our club know if you have any question or desire input that might be helpful in resolving the serious concerns raised here.
Till justice is done —
Hans Johnson
EAPD President
East Area Progressive Democrats (EAPD)
“We Invite You to the Party”
ph 323-669-9999
Fair Maps, Not Displacement or Cracks: Fix 2 Egregious Errors and Communities Carved Up in Draft L.A. Redistricting
On behalf of the more than 1,000 members of EAPD, the largest Democratic club in L.A. County and in California, and approved by EAPD on October 12, 2021:
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 created by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission proposes drastic revisions to the boundaries of Council Districts 2 and 4; and
WHEREAS, this Draft Map K2.5 will effectively disenfranchise the voters of one or both of these districts by denying them the services of the Councilmember they elected less than a year ago; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 proposes moving the Councilmember from one of these two districts to a newly created district containing none of the constituents who elected them less than a year ago; and
WHEREAS, the voters of Reseda, Winnetka, and Canoga Park residing in the current District 3 last voted for a Councilmember in 2017; and
WHEREAS, the Council members for District 2 and 4 were last elected in 2020 and are serving terms that will not expire until 2024; and
WHEREAS, moving a Council member from either District 2 or District 4 to these neighborhoods of the former District 3 will require those voters to skip an election and wait an additional four years to elect a
Councilmember of their choice; and
WHEREAS, the division of Valley Glen among three different council districts will divide this community of interest; and
WHEREAS, the separation of Valley Glen from neighboring communities of North Hollywood, Sun Valley and Shadow Hills will divide and disempower the Armenian American community of the East San Fernando Valley
by diluting their political power and denying them the representation of their choice; and
WHEREAS, removing an Asian American woman from her seat in the Council District that has twice consecutively selected an Asian American for this office denies the rapidly growing Asian and Pacific Islander
community of Los Angeles its due representation; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 divides Park La Brea and other neighborhoods of renters from communities of renters in Hollywood and adjoining neighborhoods and combines them with Mid-Wilshire homeowners in a district
dominated by homeowners, diluting the voting strength of renters during a statewide housing crisis; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 divides the neighborhood of Echo Park precisely at the park and puts 3 of its local neighborhood districts in one Council district and 3 in another Council district; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 divides the neighborhood of Highland Park, putting parts in two different Council districts, and separates the Garvanza community from its longtime organic connection with Highland Park; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 unnecessarily severs uninhabited Griffith Park from its historic association with Los Feliz; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 illogically isolates a minute strip of Silver Lake between the Silver Lake Reservoir and the 5 Freeway, detaching it from the rest of Silver Lake only to unite it with San Fernando Valley
neighborhoods with which it would not be contiguous except for the inclusion of Griffith Park; and
WHEREAS, these and other distortions and anomalies in the proposed lines of Districts 1, 2, 3, 4, 13, and 14 call into question the Commission’s commitment to fair and impartial design of these districts,

10/13/2021 16:38:53 Stephanie Scher and Michael Miller

Los Feliz

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that by the adoption of this resolution, EAPD calls on the Redistricting Commission to remedy defects enumerated above, to retain Districts 2 and 4 more nearly in their present
configuration, and to allow the Council members elected in 2020 to complete their elected terms of office representing at least a majority of the constituents who elected them, and that if the Commission fails to remedy
these defects, that the City Council reject this plan.
The dividing line between 2-OR-4 and 13 north of Los Feliz Blvd. is on Amesbury Road, a very narrow residential street. All utilities are underground. Whose district will they be in? Since parking is only on one side of the
street, how will residents on he other side have any say in any changes? This proposal has no rational basis and will be subject to legal challenge.
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CD4
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Valley

Thank you all so much for taking the time to work on this and take public input seriously. I appreciate the desire to connect Koreatown as a former resident of Koreatown and am disheartened to see that the map in
question would disenfranchise many CD 4
residents. As a Jewish resident of LA who believes in a free and fair democracy, I urge
you to keep CD 4 as intact as possible. I am concerned that the districts most affected by the changes are not included in this process. I appreciate the intention for this to be a non-political process, but it seems like this
has become politicized by potentially moving recently elected Councilmember Raman, who has fought for the rights of tenants throughout her campaign for office and her administration, into a district with a lower
percentage of tenants. This map is supported by homeowners associations in the wealthiest neighborhoods in the city, and opposed by tenant groups like the Park La Brea Residents Association and ACCE. I also have
learned that the map is supported by the Jewish Federation of Greater Los Angeles; I am a former employee of the Jewish Federation and completely oppose this desire to consolidate Jewish communities into one district
especially if it means disenfranchising others like Armenian communities and tenants. Thank you for receiving this and looking forward to seeing the ways you all respond to meet this process democratically and
apolitically.
I would like to write to you today to discuss important issues with map draft K2.5, which will negatively impact the Armenian Community of Los Angeles. Armenians have made up an important part of the history and
success of Los Angeles. Many of our community members came to California after the Armenian Genocide and countless rounds of displacement of forced displacement of our people. Fleeing war, persecution, and ethnic
cleansing, our people found communities in the San Fernando Valley; Hollywood, North Hollywood, Van Nuys, and more. Over the course of the last century, they have become an integral part of the cultural fabric of Los
Angeles, and as a result, we are concerned that diffusion across districts will weaken our ability to support our own community at large in LA.
It weakens our access to services in the field of immigration assistance, Armenian language services in basic institutions, as well as social services that cater to the Armenian community like the Armenian Relief Society.
The importance of representing the Armenian communities’ voices in the City Council would be dramatically diminished by dividing our community into 3 separate districts. For example, if a district that once held a 25%
Armenian population is suddenly reduced to 10% or less, the impetus of some legislators to allocate resources to organizations that serve our community is significantly diminished.
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CD4

10/13/2021 16:47:33 Marty Shelton
10/13/2021 16:49:16 Kenneth Chan

Hollywood Central Business District ("CBD")
Chinatown

The segmentation of our community in Map K2.5 has tangible material consequences for our community members, not only in their political representation but also in the allocation of resources for vital public services that
already struggle to meet the needs of community members due to limited resources. The Commission has already pointed out that the Armenian Community is a Community of Interest, in reference to your heat maps of
our voting population and outreach for our input. Now, we ask that you heed the input that you requested from our community and prevent further harm in this map draft. Please reunite the Armenian Community in one
strong Valley District. This would include returning the cities of Sunland-Tujunga, Valley Glen, and Van Nuys to CD 2, and unite Encino and Reseda in one district. In the aim of ensuring the integrity of the Commission’s
process, please balance the population by also returning communities like Studio City and cities to the south to historic CD 13. Please heed our advice, and preserve the Armenian voices of Los Angeles
This map is NOT acceptable. Raman's district has been decimated. Whether it is #2 or #4 (why have you left this so unclear???) most or all of the Angeleno's who worked so very hard to help her win the election will no
longer even be represented by her. This is going to make more than 30,000 Angelenos very VERY unhappy. Please look into your hearts and ask yourselves why you would even consider such a thing.
I approve and support Map K2.5 that keeps the Hollywood Central Business District as a whole within CD13
This map plan divides the existing Chinatown into several parcels. Markets, places of worship, small businesses, and senior housing buildings would be split into different districts, making it even more difficult for this lowincome immigrant community to advocate for resources and accountability from city government. The city already provides numerous obstacles to residents of Chinatown to access government processes, including
inaccessible meetings and a lack of city offices and services in the neighborhood.
I am angered that the city did not consult and make a concerted effort to outreach to Chinatown residents, and offer in-language consultation and feedback. Local organizations such as Chinatown Community for Equitable
Development, Chinese American Citizens Alliance, the Friends of the Chinese American Museum, the Chinese Chamber of Commerce, and the Chinese Consolidated Benevolent Association were not consulted and
engaged. No in-language materials have been provided to community members.

10/13/2021 16:52:30 Susan Pintar

10/13/2021 17:03:28 Alfonso Carmona
10/13/2021 17:10:48 Kennon Raines

The plan should instead keep the current boundary east along the 101, north on Hill St., east on Cesar Chavez, and northeast along Main rather stopping at Ord Street.
HPOZ Sunset Square and its sister HPOZ
Please keep HPOZ Sunset Square together with its sister HPOZ Spaulding Square which they appear to be in the revised Map K 2.5. They are currently shown in what is marked District 2 or 4.
Spaulding Square. Please keep them together
as they appear to be in the revised
Mission Hills/ North Hills East
As a resident of the 7th District who has lived here for over 35 years I would like to advocate for North Hills East to stay in our District. The current proposed map cuts off part of North Hills which holds North Valley Caring
Services which is our nearest food bank and is a great benefit to the community.
Redrawing of District 4
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. I want Districts that support diversity and equity. Don't wipe out the current District 4. The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy
homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need Diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4! We need more protection for renters and their rights across ALL DISTRICTS!!!
Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This draft map is a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman of Color from office.
Make CD5 the bridge to the valley!
Do more outreach to low-income communities, especially communities of color!
We like the diversity represented in CD4 and CD13 in this community produced map https://districtr.org/plan/52876
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CD5
Council District #1 to #14
Leave CD7 intact
Chinatown
Westside / Rancho Park
Chinatown
The Oaks of Los Feliz
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Los Feliz/ Oaks
Los Feliz
La Tuna Canyon
CD 7, Shadow Hills
Silver Lake
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Miracle Mile
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Los Angeles Chinatown
Koreatown, Historic Filipinotown, Thai Town,
and CD4
Wilmington and surrounding areas of CD 15
President - Lake Hollywood HOA
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Miracle Mile

I applaud map 2.5. It keeps historic neighborhoods together.
Object to split
Been here since 1975; we work as a rural community; animal issues, fire issues. Changing the existing boundaries negatively impacts our way of life and community. We have livestock, and a rural flavor.
Yes, please do not breakup the Chinatown District into two. Leave it alone.
Westwood Gardens Civic Association supports K2.5 and I do too. I want to keep our existing community together.
Keep Chinatown unified under the same district! It’s historically important and important for the current residents.
Yes! We have a big problem with map K2.5 as it cuts our neighborhood in half. The Oaks of Los Feliz is a neighborhood of approximately 800 homes with a homeowners association. We MUST keep our neighborhood in
one council district. Furthermore, we have always been in the same council district as Los Feliz and Griffith Park and Beachwood Canyon. These communities share the same interests and issues (proximity to Griffith
Park, fire hazard, nature preservation....) It doesn't matter if we are in 2, or 4, or 13 but we must stay together.
Los Feliz and the Oaks should be in one area. Griffith Park should be included in that same area
We enthusiastically support Map K2.5 and we earnestly request that you include Griffith Park in CD13 because it is and has been a living organ of the Los Feliz neighborhood for over 100 years.
La Tuna Canyon and Shadow Hills need to remain in CD7
Please return all the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon communities back to CD 7 so that our distinct, but outnumber horsekeeping community can have a united voice in representation.
I am an 8 year resident of CD 4 as well as a homeowner in CD 4 for over 5 years, and have been so excited to be represented by Councilmember Raman for this past year. I campaigned for her in my free time during the
pandemic, and was thrilled she was elected. She is a much needed progressive voice on our City Council, and received a historic number of votes in last year’s election. The fact that CD 4’s boundaries have been so
severely redrawn during this process is absurd and a direct attack at the thoughtful and successful grassroots campaign she led. With either of the proposed CD 4 boundaries on map K2.5, Councilmember Raman will
lose either a majority, or all, of the stakeholders who voted for her. Please RESTORE CD 4 boundaries to better align with the current boundaries, or else you are silencing the voices of thousands of voters who engaged
in local politics for the first time, only to see an unelected commission strip away their collective power less than a year later. If this redistricting process claims to be equitable, it must elevate and prioritize the voices and
votes of renters, immigrants, and young people. Please amend map K2.5 to restore the CD 4 boundaries to retain as much of the current district boundaries as possible. Please do NOT change CD 4 to what was District N
on map K2, and instead revise the proposed District O (K2) boundaries to be CD4 and incorporate as much of the current CD 4 boundary as possible.
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5. BUT, I insist that you keep the Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely in ONE city council district. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to
San Vicente in Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!
Please keep Chinatown whole under one council district.
Splitting Koreatown from HiFi and Thai Town is wrong, and it harms AAPI renters like myself. I am a resident of Koreatown and our community is closely tied to Thai Town. Both of these communities should be united in
CD4. ALso, the gerrymandering of CD4 Councilmember Nithya Raman is shameful. So shameful, in fact, that even the New York Times has noticed and is writing about it. Reconsider draft map L.
I like that Watts is staying unified and continues a part of CD 15 however i don't think its right for the other cities to be split or taken away from their current districts.
I have raised my hand at every meeting and have never been called on - I would like to be heard. Los Feliz, Lake Hollywood Estates, Hollywoodland and many other areas must be included with Griffith Park in the same
district. We strongly believe that the common interests with tourism, fire, emergency preparedness, the Hollywood Sign to only mention a few, require for us to stay together. Separating these areas from Griffith Park
would be devastating. Additionally, there has only been a 2% increase in population that such drastic redistricting to push CD4 from the Santa Monica Mountains to Shadow Hills makes no sense, as there are too many
areas with completely different issues. We would like to stay in District 4.
"I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
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Valley Village

NCVV opposes the configuration of Valley Village on map K2.5. We urge that the Redistricting Commission place Valley Village in a council district with North Hollywood and other longstanding adjacent communities of
interest such as Studio City and Valley Glen who share issues important to our stakeholders such as our North Hollywood/Valley Village Community Plan, the Red and Orange Lines, similar businesses and commerce,
core public schools, and the robust southeast San Fernando Valley Arts Community. All city services for our community (fire, police, DWP, Library) and services for Valley Village/North Hollywood Park originate in North
Hollywood. We have worked collaboratively with adjacent communities to address quality of life issues, especially in our response to the unhoused, and with our neighboring communities we represent an ethnically diverse
area within the City of LA. Therefore, for these and many other sound reasons Valley Village should remain joined with our neighboring communities.
District 8
I am happy to know that K2.5 will be the map that will be chosen. On the previous meeting I had chose maps l and that was a big mistake. I am extremely please that the district will be stay almost the same as I know their
is minor changes. I have no feedback and I agree for the map K2.5 to remain the same with no changes to be made.
Sylmar and North Hills
I like the map but I want to stress that Sylmar and North Hills remain in district 7. I like our councilwoman and the work that office does here! Also, North Valley caring services is vital to our community! WE CANNOT LOSE
THAT!
Current CD4
I am disheartened to see that the map in question would disenfranchise many CD 4 residents. As a Jewish resident of LA who believes in a free and fair democracy, I urge you to keep CD 4 as intact as possible. I am
deeply concerned with voter suppression efforts across the nation, and I have organized my Jewish community’s efforts to combat efforts to undermine our democracy. I'm disappointed to see these same issues here in
our city, and urge the commission to keep the current CD 4 as intact as possible.
Wilmington
Stay how it is
District 8
I am happy and pleased for the way this turned out after. i am happy and agree for this map to be final.
Mid City West
We ask that Mid City West Neighborhood Council not be split into CD 13; the current proposal (K2.5) shows a small sliver of MCWNC within CD13 which will split up our jewish orthodox community and the Melrose
Business Improvement District. We ask that the Neighborhood Council stay within one district.
Los Feliz/Griffith Park
After listening and reading public testimony regarding CD13 it should be abundantly clear to the Redistricting Commission that my fellow Los Feliz residents and I are united to keeping our historic neighborhood intact and
that includes Griffith Park. Please hear our voices and respect and honor our desire to keep Los Feliz whole. Thank you.
Chinatown Community
Keep Chinatown community has a whole instead of dividing into two different districts. This will not benefit the residents of Chinatown especially the seniors.
District 15
I believe that Watts can benefit from becoming it's own district; this will help the community to be represented by it's own needs, demographics, and location needs.
CD 4
It is deeply disconcerting to me to see a proposed map that disenfranchises so many of the those residing in CD 4. As a Jewish Los Angeleno whose religious values demand support for a free and fair democracy, I call
for the commission to leave CD 4 as intact as possible, out of respect for the voters who elected their councilmember just ten months ago. The community organizing work of my congregation, comprised of two thousand
members, centers on matters of voter suppression all across the nation, and that certainly includes right here in Los Angeles. I urge you to honor the rights of those who voted not even one year ago in CD 4 by preserving
the district as fully as is possible. Thank you.
Wilmington
I feel that the map can improve with the growth of diversity in the districts. Also using the redistricting of the map to grow the voting percentages and bring us together rather than dividing us by removing current areas in
the districts. Through this redistricting we must be sure to preserve landmarks and monuments of different cultures that were build in the cities.
Valley Village
NCVV opposes the configuration of Valley Village on map K2.5. We urge that the Redistricting Commission place Valley Village in a council district with North Hollywood and other longstanding adjacent communities of
interest such as Studio City and Valley Glen who share issues important to our stakeholders such as our North Hollywood/Valley Village Community Plan, the Red and Orange Lines, similar businesses and commerce,
core public schools, and the robust southeast San Fernando Valley Arts Community. All city services for our community (fire, police, DWP, Library) and services for Valley Village/North Hollywood Park originate in North
Hollywood. We have worked collaboratively with adjacent communities to address quality of life issues, especially in our response to the unhoused, and with our neighboring communities we represent an ethnically diverse
area within the City of LA. Therefore, for these and many other sound reasons Valley Village should remain joined with our neighboring communities.
Shadow Hills
Please keep Shadow Hills in CD7, as it has been for 40 years. It is part of the suburban / Forest interface so it needs to be kept with the neighborhoods that have similar wildfire concerns and issues: Sunland Tujunga,
Lakeview Terrace, Sylmar that are all in CD 7. There have been many fires in the area in the past 12 years including the Station Fire, The La Tuna Fire and the Creek fire. The current map would also require that their
neighborhood council be split up or two different council members would have to have their representatives attend their meetings. The communities of Sylmar and Lakeview Terrace also have a significant horse keeping
areas and they share trails with neighboring Shadow Hills.
Valley Village
NCVV opposes the configuration of Valley Village on map K2.5. We urge that the Redistricting Commission place Valley Village in a council district with North Hollywood and other longstanding adjacent communities of
interest such as Studio City and Valley Glen who share issues important to our stakeholders such as our North Hollywood/Valley Village Community Plan, the Red and Orange Lines, similar businesses and commerce,
core public schools, and the robust southeast San Fernando Valley Arts Community. All city services for our community (fire, police, DWP, Library) and services for Valley Village/North Hollywood Park originate in North
Hollywood. We have worked collaboratively with adjacent communities to address quality of life issues, especially in our response to the unhoused, and with our neighboring communities we represent an ethnically diverse
area within the City of LA. Therefore, for these and many other sound reasons Valley Village should remain joined with our neighboring communities.
Sylmar / North Hills
I like the map so long as Sylmar and North Hills remain in Council District 7! Councilwoman Rodríguez and her staff have done a great job helping the community with their efforts and resources provided by North Valley
Caring Services! The people of my community have benefited from the extra help provided by NVCS for the last 2 years, especially the pandemic!
Valley Village
NCVV opposes the configuration of Valley Village on map K2.5. We urge that the Redistricting Commission place Valley Village in a council district with North Hollywood and other longstanding adjacent communities of
interest such as Studio City and Valley Glen who share issues important to our stakeholders such as our North Hollywood/Valley Village Community Plan, the Red and Orange Lines, similar businesses and commerce,
core public schools, and the robust southeast San Fernando Valley Arts Community. All city services for our community (fire, police, DWP, Library) and services for Valley Village/North Hollywood Park originate in North
Hollywood. We have worked collaboratively with adjacent communities to address quality of life issues, especially in our response to the unhoused, and with our neighboring communities we represent an ethnically diverse
area within the City of LA. Therefore, for these and many other sound reasons Valley Village should remain joined with our neighboring communities.
Chinatown
Please do not split up Chinatown into two separate districts. The people of Chinatown feel strongly connected to the place, the idea of Chinatown and its history. It doesn’t seem right to separate those from Chinatown who
have long lived within its historic borders.
CD8 SouthLA Manchester Square South West I would like to see the Map to include the USC, Baldwin Hills Mall and Exposition Park area in the CD8 area of the K2.5. This will allow for access to additional employment and cultural oppportunities removed in previous
Neighborhood Council Development
redistricting
D4
I am deeply concerned with voter suppression efforts across the nation, and I have worked with my Jewish community's efforts to combat efforts to undermine our democracy.
I am disheartened to see that the map in question would disenfranchise many CD4 residents. As a Jewish resident of LA who believes in a free and fair democracy, I urge you to keep CD4 as intact as possible.
Chinatown
The current proposed map divides the section of Hill St., Caesar Chivas, Alameda and Ord St. from the remaining Chinatown communities. This division makes the Chinatown under two Council Districts - traditional CD1
and new CD14. Please consider modifying the map to keep Chinatown under one and the same District.
Miracle Mile
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5 BUT insist to keep Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente in
Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council to represent us all. Do not divide Miracle Mile! Thank you.
City of wilmington
I like that my district stays the same, I feel that it is not too big and most residents have similar demographics so we understand each other needs. I feel their should be more resources for rental assistance, job trainings
and mental health services within our district.
South Los Angeles District 8
As a member of CD8, I agree with the proposal for the draft of map K2.5. I would like to keep the map this way in order to keep my community and it resources united.
Carthay Square
There is no reason to divide the district across Pico Blvd. We have worked so hard on our HPOZ. Carthay Square is historical and is a perfect Square. PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE CARTHAY SQUARE ACROSS CITY
COUNCIL DISTRICTS! KEEP ALL OF CARTHAY SQUARE IN CD5, WITH CARTHAY CIRCLE AND SOUTH CARTHAY.
Los Feliz
Los Feliz should not be split on the map. It is pertinent for residents so close to Griffith Park to have a voice in the decisions made for the park, as well as the neighborhood. We are one community and should remain as
such.
Koreatown
I been living in koreatown for the past 20 years, my kids grow up in this community, went to Los Angeles Elementary School and Berendo Middle School, I don't agree with the k2.5 map, pico and Harvard Blvd have to be
part of Koreatown. Koreatown have to be as is.

10/13/2021 19:39:58 Terri Mando

Shadow Hills

You have completely ignored the needs and voices of an entire neighborhood SHADOW HILLS.
Hello,
I LOUDLY AND FIRMLY object to the current redistricting map that splits up my beloved community of Shadow Hills. It seems that the needs of the neighborhood councils are being totally ignored in the several ways that
Shadow Hills has been carved apart in most of the previous
You are attempting to dilute our voices and ignore the unique needs of this tight knit community!
KEEP SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON in the same CD!!!

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes in the Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on
these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Really, you must not tear apart the voices in the communities of Shadow Hills and Lake View Terrace.

10/13/2021 19:47:30 Stephen Zetsche

Several of them

10/13/2021 19:49:58 Los Feliz Resident
10/13/2021 19:51:51 Los Feliz Resident

Los Feliz, CD13 and CD4
Los Feliz/CD4 and CD13

10/13/2021 20:00:03 Katy Go

North Hollywood

Terri Mando
10525 Ormond St
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
The proposed districts appear to be severely lacking in geographic compactness. In other words, they look as if they are gerrymandered, regardless of whether they actually are. The map itself should show the
background street grid more clearly to let people easily make out what is proposed for their neighborhood. There is an error on the feedback form. In "What name what you like to use?" the second "what" should be
"would."
Please keep Griffith Park within Los Feliz and don’t split Los Feliz
Please keep Los Feliz united, and please keep Griffith Park with Los Feliz! We are all impacted by the fire risk inherent in living near the park, and we all work together as one neighborhood to maintain the park! The park,
the Oaks, and the small strip near Waverly should all be united under CD13. I voted for CM Raman and gave money to her campaign, but this is a much bigger issue than one vote and her term -- this will impact us for
years to come. CD4 was gerrymandered and map K2.5 would be perfect, in my opinion, with Los Feliz intact and the park within our boundaries.
I am seriously concerned by the current proposal for CDs 2 and 4 due to the lack of clarity (the either/or situation and the fact that the city council would have final say). I am especially alarmed by the prospect of either of
these changes being implemented to CD 2 or 4 because it would deprive constituents within the existing lines of those districts of their elected officials and reassign those council representatives to areas they were not
elected to and not necessarily familiar with. This feels too similar to the recent attempt to recall our governor. That process, if it had succeeded, would have cancelled the wishes of the people who elected Newsom and
would have installed a governor with less than a quarter of the vote. Both districts 2 and 4 should remain similar to their current boundaries and makeup to retain a more equal mix of renters and homeowners and to
maintain socioeconomic equity. Most importantly, map k 2.5 shouldn't go forward because it is ignoring the voices and votes of the residents of CD 2 and 4.
The justification that "creating an area focused on the entertainment industry" is not a people-focused redistricting process and the new map would continue to benefit industry, corporate interests, and real estate
developers at the expense of individuals.

10/13/2021 20:01:09 Cecily
10/13/2021 20:04:01 Jaimie Garcia

Chinatown
Valley

Likewise, this process of redistricting and the meetings for public comment have not been as transparent or fair as they should be. Commenters, particularly those requiring translation have had their speaking time cut
short due to technology issues. They should have at least been given time to make up for time lost due to these issues and interruptions from the commission. These incidents only further highlight the disenfranchisement
of minorities and socioeconomically disadvantaged communities by the redistricting process. Please reconsider this map, especially with regard to districts 2 and 4 and DO NOT LET THE CURRENT CITY COUNCIL
DECIDE THEIR FATE, especially given the fact that several city council representatives and their staff are currently under investigation for criminal activity at the expense of their constituents.
Don’t divide
My name is Jaimie. I was born and raised in The Valley.
After reviewing the proposed map 2 point 5, it’s clear that the Los Angeles Redistricting Commission is dividing the community with this gerrymandering.
Specifically, the large and growing Armenian-American community which is the largest diasporan community in the world.
The Commission is trying to divide the largely Armenian neighborhoods of the East San Fernando Valley into different Council districts.
This proposing map dramatically changes the boundaries of LA City Council districts in an attempt to dilute and weaken Armenian-American political power.
To add insult to injury, the Commission is trying to take away the district of the only Armenian-American ever elected to public office in the 240 year history of the City of Los Angeles – Council member Paul Krekorian.
If allowed to stand, this would move Council member Krekorian’s district to an entirely new area that he has never represented, with very few Armenian-American residents, even though he was just re-elected to a new
four year term last year.
Worse, the Commission proposal would make it much more difficult to elect any Armenian-American candidate for at least a decade.
If you care about fair representation and the Armenian-American community of Los Angeles, you will reject this outrageous proposal and preserve our Armenian-American community’s voice.

10/13/2021 20:06:20 Andrea Guttag

Mid City West Los Angeles

My name is Dre. I live in the Beverly Grove region of LA.
I am Jewish - which makes me part of an ethnic group that has been historically marginalized and disenfranchised. Map K2.5 does a fairly good job of keeping much of the Jewish community together. However, it peels
off a small segment of our historic community that lives west of La Brea above Melrose and places it into a council district that is different from where most of us, and our Federation, are placed.
If the map moves forward as drawn, that small group of people will feel as if their voices and unique concerns will be unheard because they make up such a small portion of the proposed district 13. Considering the recent
spike of antisemitism in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever that our community feels like we have the power to organize and vote in a way that can bring us a strong ally on City Council.
So please do what the Mid City West and Silverlake Neighborhood Councils are asking and reunite the greater Melrose community under a single council district.
And please give the same consideration to other historically disenfranchised groups.

10/13/2021 20:10:39 Henry Situ
10/13/2021 20:11:01 RD
10/13/2021 20:18:50 Kimberly Klein
10/13/2021 20:22:06 Bonnie

Chinatown
West Hollywood
Miracle Mile CD2 or CD4
Shadow Hills / Stonehurst CD7

Thank you.
Don't split the Chinatown community into different city council district. Our community is under represented as it is and dividing the community would make it more vulnerable.
Please reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4.
Yes, please entire our entire city into ONE CD!
Shadow Hills has no business in the proposed CD 2 Hollywood Hills. We are rural.
1. I disagree with the proposed map that would split up and divorce Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills, and La Tuna Canyon into 3 severed pieces. Shadow Hills has no place being in CD 2 with the Hollywood Hills located
so far away.
We consider our existing CD 7 area to be one community becauase we all wrap around the centrally located Hansen Dam Recreation Park.
Splitting CD 7 into 3 pieces would also split up our Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council which has been our only voice in support of our equestrian communities for decades.
2. The new lines in Shadow Hills would also physically chop up the City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone and its Recreation Area -leaving our historic district in 2 different districts. This shows a
basic lack of understanding of our community elements.
3. In addition, we are, and have always been, low-density residential, so splitting us into smaller pieces is simply not a necessary action to adjust representation.
4. Please return ALL of Shadow Hills including the Stonehurst HPOZ and La Tuna Canyon back to CD 7.

10/13/2021 20:25:57 Liz Amsden

10/13/2021 20:29:02 Emmy Higgins
10/13/2021 20:44:34 Sivan Silver-Swartz

10/13/2021 20:53:07 Margaret

10/13/2021 21:04:32 Janira Cortez

10/13/2021 21:05:27 Ben Poor

Northeast Los Angeles aka NELA

It has the same gerrymandered districts as we have had for the last 10 years. These may suit the Councilmembers but NOT THE RESIDENTS. Eagle Rock, Glassell Park, Cypress Park, Arroyo Seco, Highland Park,
Hermon and El Sereno have diverse neighborhoods in the hills northeast of downtown. Lincoln Heights and Boyle Heights are closer in nature to them than to the downtown core. But two Councilmembers split a portion
of the northeast with a segment of downtown and their focus seems to prioritize downtown concerns and values especially with regards to development and homelessness. There is also the fact that the indigenous
interests of the northeast seem to have been completely subsumed in downtown priorities with areas of importance to the Hahamog'na/Tongva people being ladled out willy-nilly to developers. This has to stop. And
continuing this split is CLEARLY at the behest of the Councilmembers and/or their developer buddies as I have yet to hear ONE resident of the northeast wish to continue with these current gerrymandered districts.
Adjusting borders a few blocks here or there is a band-aid on a patient needing open-heart surgery. Given that De Léon is throwing his hat in the ring for Mayor, I suggest you give Cedillo downtown and let the residents
of NELA select a more responsive Councilmember.
Thai Town
reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4
Chinatown
As a resident of this treasured community, I am appalled that Map K2.5 splits Chinatown in two, separating vital businesses, places of worship, and residences from the rest of the community. I am also very disappointed
that there was no outreach to the community, many of whom were unable to access public comment meetings. This map is clearly a major failure for many communities across Los Angeles and not in Angelenos' best
interest.
CD 2 and 4
My family and I, as residents of District 2, strongly oppose and reject Map K2.5. The Armenian neighborhoods of East San Fernando Valley, including North Hollywood, East Van Nuys, Valley Glen and Valley Village form
a community of interest that must not be divided. We demand district maps that empower our community and show respect to Armenian-Americans and our elected representatives. Additionally, we strongly oppose the
removal of Councilmember Krekorian and Councilmember Raman from the districts that elected them as their representatives just last year. This commission is attempting to disenfranchise voters and telling us that even
though our voices were heard loud and clear in the recent election, our voices can easily be erased by unelected commissioners who have failed to notify our communities of these unacceptable plans. Lastly, I would like
to reiterate and support the statement made by Jackie Goldberg during the start of the October 13 Redistricting Commission Meeting. Map K2.5 is unacceptable and shows a complete disregard for voters in Districts 2 &
4.
CD9 keeps USC & EXPO Park and Downtown My name is: Janira Cortez. I have lived on CD9 for 23 years, I oppose the Community Coalition's call to action to move USC and Expo Park to CD 8. It is not fair. It is clearly an attempt to take power away from Immigrant,
LA stay the same
black and brown poor communities.
Community Coalition pressures the Commission to provide USC and Expo Park to CD 8, THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE!
As a resident of the CD9 I demand that you keep our economic assets.
Keep the USC & EXPO PARK ON CD9 and Los Angeles Downtown keep the same
community Coalition organization, it is their own policy and they want to harm District 14, which is Kevin de Leon, he will run for mayor in 2022 against Karen Bass who is the former CEO of Community Coalition. They
have a political agenda that will harm our community.

cd4

Thanks for allowing me to speak for tonight. My name is Ben Poor. I'm a Jewish renter and organizer here in Los Angeles working for a Jewish organization, working for T'ruah, the rabbinical call for human rights. We
have a number of rabbis who have submitted public comments or are here tonight, all with the message: we urge you to keep the current CD 4 as intact as possible.. I am disheartened to see that the map in question
would disenfranchise many CD 4 residents. As a Jewish resident of LA who believes in a free and fair democracy, I urge you to keep CD 4 as intact as possible.
I want to pick up where Ms. Finsten left off about the critiques members of the Jewish community have of map K2.5. I am deeply concerned with voter suppression efforts across the nation. Last fall, I worked with Jewish
communities here in LA and in Atlanta, sending hundreds of postcards to voters across Georgia ensuring they had the information they needed to participate fairly in the face of incredible disenfranchisement efforts. We
engaged with this work as Jews because our history has shown that Jews are safer when democracy is upheld for everyone. That's why I'm so concerned to see that the map in question, if adopted, would, as several
commenters said tonight and as the New York Times wrote earlier this week, "effectively disenfranchise thousands of voters," right here in Los Angeles. As a Jewish resident of LA who believes in a free and fair
democracy, I urge you to reject the proposed map and pursue a transparent redistricting process that respects the rights of tenants, voters, and marginalized Angelenos, I second Commissioner Goldberg's call for a
special meeting, and may today's CD 4 be kept as intact as possible.

10/13/2021 21:07:10 Joe Barnes

CD9 keeps USC & EXPO Park - Downtown
LA stay the same

10/13/2021 21:07:38 Joseph Roth

Westside

I have lived on CD9 for 43 years, I oppose the Community Coalition's call to action to move USC and Expo Park to CD 8. It is not fair. It is clearly an attempt to take power away from Immigrant, black and brown poor
communities.
Community Coalition pressures the Commission to provide USC and Expo Park to CD 8, THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE!
As a resident of the CD9 I demand that you keep our economic assets.
Keep the USC & EXPO PARK ON CD9 and Los Angeles Downtown keep the same
community Coalition organization, it is their own policy and they want to harm District 14, which is Kevin de Leon, he will run for mayor in 2022 against Karen Bass who is the former CEO of Community Coalition, and CD8
reprrsenattiev is former Executive Director from Community Coalition,they have a political agenda that will harm our community.I'm asking the Commission to not allow anymore to Community coalition to give testimonies
or comments.
I am a long-time resident of the Westside and I want to applaud the Commission for K2.5 which keeps all prominent Homeowners’ Groups here wholly within one district and also respects the boundaries of the area’s
neighborhood councils.
From following this process since its beginning earlier this year, I am aware that some previous maps spread them over 3 potential council districts, so I appreciate K2.5. I know that it will be tweaked to address as many
concerns as possible – but, hopefully those tweaks can be done without undermining the strengths of K2.5.
Thank you for your continued advancing of K2.5 and respecting the boundaries of historically connected Westside communities.

10/13/2021 21:09:42 Blanca Lucio

CD9 stay with USC & EXPO Park

10/13/2021 21:13:57 Judy Gregory
10/13/2021 21:23:42 Brian Minor

Wilshire Park HPOZ
USC & EXPO Park stay one CD9

10/13/2021 21:24:11 buenas noches mi nombre es
Esperanza Bahena y no me rico ,
que me llamaran tenía a varias
personas para hablar . yo soy líder
comunitaria de Wynvernwood un
complejo de apartamentos ubicada
en la calle Soto y Olympic. somos
gente trabajadora y un total de 8 mil
residentes estamos conectados con
el centro de los Ángeles, donde
trabajan muchos de los residentes
de Wynvernwood , Queremos que
por favor señores Comisionados
seguir perteneciendo al Distrito 14
somos trabajadores de la industria
de la costura y tiendas de sus
alrededores y su famoso mercado de
piñatas déjenos por favor seguir
perteneciendo al Distrito 14.gracias
por su tiempo Señores
Comisionados.
10/13/2021 21:33:34 Jason Greenwald

Wynvernwood apartments in Boyle Heights
buenas noches Señores Comisionados: mi
nombre es José josé Sánchez vivo por 28
años en Wynvernwood Aparments mi
comunidad y yo queremos que no nos dividan
por favor mantengan al centro de los Ángeles
en el Distrito 14.gracias.

Los Feliz/Hollywood/Silver Lake

He vivido en CD9 durante 43 años, me opongo al llamado a la acción de la Coalición Comunitaria para mover USC y Expo Park al CD 8. No es justo. Es claramente un intento de quitarle el poder a las comunidades
pobres de inmigrantes, negros y morenos.
Community Coalition presiona a la Comisión para que proporcione USC y Expo Park al CD 8, ¡ESTO NO ES ACEPTABLE!
Como residente del CD9, les exijo que conserven nuestros activos económicos.
Mantenga la USC & EXPO PARK ON CD9 y el centro de Los Ángeles se mantenga igual
organización de la Coalición comunitaria, es su propia política y quieren dañar al Distrito 14, que es Kevin de Leon, se postulará para alcalde en 2022 contra Karen Bass, quien es la ex directora ejecutiva de Community
Coalition, y el representante de CD8 es exdirector ejecutivo de Coalición Comunitaria, ellos tienen una agenda política que perjudicará a nuestra comunidad. Le pido a la Comisión que no permita más a la Coalición
Comunitaria dar testimonios o comentarios.
I approve of the Map K2.5 because it keeps Wilshire Park together and intact under GWNC
I have lived in CD9 for 43 years, I am opposed to move USC and Expo Park to CD8.
Community Coalition is Pressuring the Commission to provide USC and Expo Park to CD 8, THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE!
As a resident of CD9, I demand that you keep our economic assets, Keep USC & EXPO PARK ON CD9 and Downtown Los Angeles stay the same.
Community Coalition organization, it is their own policy and they want to harm District 14, which is Kevin de Leon, he will run for mayor in 2022 against Karen Bass, who is the former executive director of Community
Coalition, and the CD8 representative is the former executive director from Community Coalition , THEY have a political agenda that will harm our community. I ask the Commission to NO longer allow the Community
Coalition to give testimonials or comments.
We want to keep wyvernwood apartments in district 14

I spent three hours tonight waiting to make public comment at the commission meeting. I was not selected to speak. Please consider the following comments:
1. The hillside neighborhoods around Griffith Park form a community of interest. We share beautiful urban wilderness, wildfire risk and common cause in balancing the needs of park visitors and local residents. We should
stay together.
2. Los Feliz, Silver Lake and the Hollywood United area are one community. My son goes to school in Los Feliz, plays soccer in Griffith Park and has play-dates in Silver Lake. We see the same families at school, at
camp, at the rec center. Please keep us together.
3. The Oaks neighborhood extends west of Canyon Drive in several locations. Please view the map at oakshome.org and include all of the Oaks in a single Council District along with Los Feliz, Silver Lake and Griffith
Park.

10/13/2021 21:39:35 Dre Guttag

Melrose Area

10/13/2021 21:41:56 Emily Trang

Chinatown

10/13/2021 21:48:08 Paulette Rios

South, Valley, and Chinatown

10/13/2021 21:53:19 Lorna Hennington
10/13/2021 22:17:02 Gabriela Eddy

Wilshire Park and GWNC
CD-15

10/13/2021 22:29:19 Peter White
10/13/2021 22:30:07 Lauren Malkasian

Wilshire Park
Los Feliz hills

10/13/2021 22:51:15 David Nguyen

cd8, 9, 10

10/13/2021 23:12:30 Julie Klabin

Los Feliz

10/14/2021 0:20:46 Rebecca Ruiz
10/14/2021 0:21:07 Stephanie Lee

CD4
Chinatown

Thank you for considering these comments as you revise the proposed map.
Hi - thank you for taking the time to discuss what is happening with the splitting of Melrose. Unfortunately, I am afraid your solution has done the exact opposite of what all of our testimony is trying to make happen. I want
to be perfectly clear, we are asking for the reunification of Melrose with it BEING PUT INTO COUNCIL DISTRICT 5. The Melrose district has commonality with the Fairfax region, etc. NOT with east LA. I realize you have
to look at population count, is it possible to remove some of CD5 from the northwest hills towards the valley? I believe this region has less in common with CD5 than the Melrose region. The Melrose area strongly feels it
belongs with Mid City West.
Please keep Chinatown whole. Extend the proposed Council District 1 down south to Cesar Chavez between N Hill St and N Alameda St. K2.5 separates important parts of Chinatown including two grocery markets,
restaurants, and Chinatown gates as well as Cathay Manor and a single use occupancy building. These buildings are vulnerable, working class immigrants and splitting them will make access to services and resources
more difficult. Community leaders were not consulted of this plan and is inaccessible to many Chinatown residents and are unable to call in.
We demand the redistricting committee keep Chinatown whole. Map K2.5 currently splits Chinatown apart. Multiple markets, places of worship, community-serving services and restaurants, even the Chinatown gates, in
addition to the largest senior housing building, Cathay Manor, and a few SRO buildings including 651 Broadway will be separated from the rest of the community.This will make for access to essential services and
resources even more difficult.Keep the current boundary east along the 101, north on Hill st, east on Cesar Chavez, and northeast along Main rather than stopping at Ord Street, as outlined in Map K2.5.We are also
appalled that the Chinatown stakeholders were not consulted about this Redistricting Plan. The public comment meetings are extremely inaccessible to most Chinatown residents who are monolingual working class
migrants and seniors.There ought to be an onsite presentation to the impacted residents, workers and business owners who would be separated from the rest of the community.
Keeps Wilshire Park in GWNC with other neighborhoods with similar interests. I approve!
I agree with the changes presented in the K2.5 map. The changes are minimal and it seems that the growth and development of CD-15 will continue, the port is part of the development of our community and at a
worldwide scale.
I am pleased with the map. Please keep Wilshire Park intact and residing in CD5 as MapK2.5. I am a resident of Wilshire Park for 15 years.
Los Feliz must not be split into separate districts and Griffith Park must be included in our district. Our home on Cadman Drive literally touches the park and we are directly impacted by what decisions are made about the
park but it looks like we will be excluded if the new districting goes through which makes no sense.
Good evening commissioners, my name is David Nguyen And I currently work in South central LA. I specifically would like to talk about all three districts in this area, CD8, 9, and 10. I have spoken to countless
community members in all three districts and one thing that stood out to me is that every district has different needs. But everyone wants to see real racial justice and equity. The disinvestment of our communities and
racist policies that has been ongoing for decades has impacted south LA and we need to reverse this now. What happened 10 years ago when the last time the commissioners convened to create our current districts is a
travesty for all these districts were cut off from assets. We want the African American population in this area to have the impact it deserves by expanding it instead of dividing it . We want the assets these districts lost 10
years ago including the California African American Museum back. We should be gaining economic drivers from the wealthiest parts of the city instead of a poorer district. Thank you for your time.
I have lived in Los Feliz for 29 years. In that time the neighborhood has changed, but I have always felt like I'm living in a small town in the middle of a big city. I walk 6 days a week from my house to Griffith Park, other
parts of Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Atwater Village, Frogtown, and occasionally Echo Park. This is my community. These are my neighbors. If I can walk to their homes and businesses I should be included in their council
district. I don't know why my neighborhood was carved out of the rest of Los Feliz, though I've heard rumors. I and my neighbors in the small gray area in the midst of all the purple deserve to be represented by the same
council person as the one who represents people a few blocks away. Redistricting is supposed to be a non-political process to benefit neighborhoods, keep them together, and have representation that includes the entire
district. Please don't separate me from my friends and neighbors in Los Feliz and the areas surrounding us. It just doesn't make sense. We don't need more division; we need inclusiveness. Thank you.
Reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4.
Chinatown is an important community that needs to stay together, in one district, for its issues to be heard and cohesively addressed in an effective manner. Adjust Map K2.5 so that Chinatown is unified in the proposed
Council District 1 by extending the proposed Council District 1 down south to Cesar Chavez Ave between N Hill St and N Alameda St. It doesn't make sense to split our community and even have the Chinatown gates
outside the majority of Chinatown. Please revise Map K2.5 and keep Chinatown whole. Thank you.

10/14/2021 2:50:40 Kenneth Scalir

Sherman Oaks

10/14/2021 6:15:09 Andres Moreta

Silver Lake

10/14/2021 6:38:20
10/14/2021 8:15:31
10/14/2021 8:53:43
10/14/2021 9:03:33

North Hills
CD4
Chinatown
Chinatown

Martha
Laura Mishkin
Keith
Nancy Chieu

10/14/2021 9:21:46 Jon Lin
10/14/2021 9:58:02 edgar
10/14/2021 9:58:02 Arturo Lindo
10/14/2021 10:25:08 Jenny Zhou
10/14/2021 11:16:59 Catie Langston
10/14/2021 11:17:06 Janini Milet
10/14/2021 11:24:33 Michael Wunderman
10/14/2021 11:39:33 Daniel G

Chinatown Neighborhood
Harbor City
San Pedro
Chinatown, Los Angeles
Los Feliz
Los Feliz
Los Feliz
CD4

Preserve old CD 4, Raman is a real voice for renters, so her district must be preserved. Also, preserve the old CD 3, don't disenfranchise the mid valley for an extra 2 years. The new CD 3 is a "whitewshed" district for
Katz to run in in 4 years. Hopefully, one day, we will have far more than 15 districts, and have a truly independent commission involved not appointed by city council people, mayor, controller, etc.
In the current formulation, we are in the same district as most of our neighbors. I worry that the current map proposal relegates Silverlake as an afterthought by placing us with the very large San Fernando Valley and we
will be effectively be disenfranchised as a neighborhood if this map holds. Silverlake is literally right next to Los Feliz. We should stay in the same district.
To have North Hills in CD12 do not redisteict. 405 fwy is large barrier. Keep us with northridge and Granada Hills
Restore CD4, do not change its boundaries
Do not divide up Chinatown
There is a portion of Chinatown being considered to separate from the current Council District #1 to #14. It posts harder conditions and is not beneficial to those residents in the Chinatown community. The affected area
borders: Hill Street, Ord Street, Main Street and Cesar Chavez Ave. We must keep Chinatown whole and include this portion in CD #1.
The map doesn't load properly, but it shows Chinatown as being split into District 1 and District 14, it severely impacts the ability of the residents to get the necessary support due to different districts, especially the more
senior and elderly folks with limited-English abilities
No issues observed
I support MapK2.5
Do not separate Chinatown
Griffith Park and all Los Feliz residential areas MUST stay in the same Council District as Los Feliz!
Griffith Park must remain part of the Los Feliz neighborhood. Supporting LFNC explanation letter.
Griffith Park is part of Los Feliz. Do not redistrict it.
Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to speak last night about my concern as a renter in the Hollywood area, SP #17. This is a direct request to review K2.5 and further line shifts as it relates to tenants, and to see if
it possible to restore more of these dense blocks with apartments, such as Hollywood or even Park La Brea to CD4 and to restore representation of renters in CD4. Any additional analysis that the commission may provide
is greatly appreciated. I support Commissioner Goldberg’s call for a special meeting regarding the issue of CDs 2 and 4.
I spoke about representative districts and specialist districts, as I personally feel that there is a misunderstanding on what are the priorities in making districts based on shared interests. The commission has noted from an
early point that renters are a key demographic that they would like to see represented in the district lines. To my understanding, that means that the commission should make an honest and good faith effort to draw the
lines to foster the ability to elect proportional to their size as a group. However I am seeing a lot of calls and,in return, the commission's attention to other matters like living next to Griffith park. I am pretty sure that the
number of people in the city living next to Griffith Park are finite, and does not require the same amount of attention to ability to elect as the larger group of renters.
From my point of view, the renter base of CD4, especially in Hollywood (Central, Hills West, and United) Mid City West, and Greater Wilshire portion of the existing lines, is being divided in 3 districts. This has resulted in
making CD13 a district for tenants, and CDs 4 and 5 districts for homeowners. It gives an unfair advantage to the home owners in elections who may have a greater ability to elect in two out of the three of those districts.
In the existing map, this is not the case, as renters and homeowners are divided more representationally - CD5 homeowners have a greater ability to elect, CD 13 renters have a greater ability to elect, and CD4 could be
either way in elections.
To speak specifically to K2.5, renters in Hills West and United (north of Sunset or Franklin) are the last small number of tenants to remain in CD 4. Tenants in Central Hollywood have been completely redrawn into the
renter-heavy CD13. Tenants in Mid City West and Greater Wilshire have been redrawn into the very wealthy homeowner-heavy CD5. Last night’s line modifications moved more wealthy homeowners in CD5, and more
tenants into CD13. It seems very much like packing to me under the disguise of uniting communities of interest. Further, you have homeowners calling in and specifically asking to further the packing to create siloed
districts of their specific communities, which as far as I can count, will earn them a disproportionate count of seats in city council. I don’t know if they know or not that they are asking for packing. If Central Hollywood, and
larger portions of Greater Wilshire and Mid City West could be restored to CD4, the number of tenants in each of CDs 4, 5, and 13 would be more proportional and representative.
I specifically mentioned Council Member Nithya Raman last night, because political lines are nebulous in a mostly-Democrat city, and if we are looking at tenants as a key group that the commission wanted to focus on,
that’s the only place I could think to draw the line. Of the three districts I mentioned, CM Raman is the only one to run on a pro-tenant platform. She has been redrawn to one of the homeowner packed areas mentioned
above, leaving CD13 the renter district to a politic that does not have a pro-tenant platform at the moment. You are leaving it up to chance to have tenants’ voices heard or eliminated in the coming election cycles.
I am aware that these are larger changes, and Chair Ali only seems interested in making microscopic line shifts. However, of the various groups that the commission had set as a goal to do outreach and listen to, it seems
that the commission has made an effort to address one. As myself, and other renters in CD4 have commented, this map is not acceptable, as it cuts the tenant base out of the pro-tenant district. We also have heard from
the Armenian community in the Valley about cracking that voter block into 3, from residents in CD8 referring to economic assets that need to be returned, from Latino groups in East LA asking not to have their
communities split, and even from Steven Ochoa last night who presented a viable map that would increase Latino districts. Chair Ali has made it seem like a call for a larger review of K2.5 is only coming from
Commissioner Goldberg, however, as we all saw and heard last night that is not the case.
I also wanted to express my shock at the modification proportion of the meeting, which to me, Chair Ali’s comment was a huge highlight : “Disenfranchisement is not one of the criteria of redistricting”. This is a statement
that he is aware of the disenfranchisement K2.5 will cause, and does not see it part of his responsibility to listen to the huge outcry to address. Just a reminder that the commission does need to make an honest and good
faith effort in creating the new district map. This is clearly a bad faith one, at best.
Even with a very limited amount of time, the modifications also started with Franklin Village, which as Commissioner Cagna pointed out there had only been 2 statements heard on Zoom in this round of public hearing,
compared to the 70+ statements about CD4. I am disappointed by Vice Chair Diaz’s attempt to shut Commissioner Cagna down, while it is very clear that there have been far more comments about CD4 than Franklin
Village. I counted 9 templated emails about Franklin Village, and only 5 online comments. Further analysis does need to be done for a tally on all comments, but it is bad faith to say that there hasn’t been a sufficient
amount of comments about the location of CD4 to warrant the commission to speak on it. As Commissioner Goldberg mentioned earlier in the meeting, Chair Ali is leading the commission to have larger items of
discussion, such as the locations of CDs 2 and 4 saved for last so that procedurally there will not be enough time to address it.
I am more than disappointed by Commissioner Katz and Chair Ali’s statements on how they select which comments to listen to. There should not be a hierarchy in public comments, whether it be online, on ZOOM, in
email, etc. A greater number of comments should also not disqualify them from being heard, based on Commissioner Katz’s interpretation of ability to participate. I am more than sure that Franklin Canyon has one of the
greatest abilities to participate, but their comment was prioritized among any other. They ability to participate, by the way, was a set of around 10 emails that were either direct carbon copies, or the same prepared
template. Residents of CD4 have called and wrote in at much greater numbers, with a much greater number of unique (not copied) comments, and you cannot assign one ability to participate to an entire city council
district.
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Please follow the request of Vice Chair Diaz to do further analysis on the comments, the request of Commissioner Cagna to address the larger comments based on that analysis, and the request of Commissioner
Goldberg to arrange a special meeting to discuss CD 4, probably one of the top 3 comments the commission is received.
Please do not divide our little tightly knit community by dividing it down the center of Briarcliff road. The Oaks is a community with a voice. There are other major roads such as Cannon Drive which may serve you well to
divide but not totally destroy the Oaks neighborhood.
I am in support of Map K2.5 of the redistricting plan for the area I live in, CD12. I am hopes that this will be the final plan for Council District 12. I am asking you to please support it too. Thank you
I am in support of Map K2.5 of the redistricting plan for the area I live in, CD12. I am hopes that this will be the final plan for Council District 12.
Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
It is detrimental to the existing communities, specifically
Please do not separate council district #1 of Chinatown to Council District #14. Chinatown should be whole, not redistricted. This will affect all individuals in that change who are of Chinese speaking descent. Stop the
carve-out of Chinatown. Thank you for your time.
Gracias por mantener a Pacoima junto. I a mi mejustaria avojgar por mantener a North Valley Caring Services en este distrito, ellos se encuentran en Rayen y Sepulveda. Ellos son una de las pocas organizaciones que
tenemos y es importante que se mantengan en esta area. Gracias por su consideracion.
Watts should not be a part of CD 15.
As an owner resident of the southeast appendage of the proposed District 2-or-4, I have serious concern about seemingly arbitrarily detaching our neighborhood from the remainder of Los Feliz, and Silver Lake, with the
only contiguity to the district being thru Griffith Park. We are also split from our Neighborhood Council as it cuts LFNC District D in half, and our neighborhood may end up neglected. The change from Map K2 - the only
change being the inclusion of this appendage - was also surprising as there was no reduction in the territory/population covered to offset the addition of this area.

10/14/2021 13:10:09 Council 7 resident

District 7 - San Fernando

10/14/2021 13:12:29 Edward Ramirez

City District 8,9,10

As someone who volunteers to feed the community with Making It Happen, we need to keep the North Valley Care Center in District 7, along with the Safe parking. We have been very proactive in keeping as many
people as possible from ending up living in a dangerous situation on the streets.
Im a youth organizer who works in south los angeles specifically with students
in city District 8 and 9 from Fremont High School and Manual Arts High School
i Disagree with the newly proposed 2.5 map. The practice of redistricting has threatened the livlihood for youth and BIPOC families through the lack of political representation by seeking to dilute Black political power.
South LA has been impacted by histories of racist policies and intentional disinvestment. Youth do not get to see folks in leadership who look like them, who care for them, or advocate for them due to the active attempts
by city leaders to downplay systemic racism.
I am here as a representative for the youth i serve, to ask you to not to make the mistake that happened 10 years ago when CD8 and CD9 were cut off from economic assets.
I ask you to take this direct and immediate opportunity to stop perpetuating harmful cycles of racial gerrymandering and reevaluate the consequences for our communities. i am calling on you all to give cd 9 back the
downtown economic assets that were taken from them
and then move back USC economic assets back to the 8 as you move forward to center Black voices when making decisions that continuously impact Black communities.
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Los Feliz
I volunteer at Make It Happen and we rely on
North Valley Care Center for donation. We
would like it to stay in CD7. Also the Safe Park
in Sylmar to stay in CD7.
Los feliz
I want to have more time to find out the motivation behind the changes. Why such a rush?
Los Feliz
Please change the proposal to keep Griffith Park and all Los Feliz residential area in the same Council District as Los Feliz.
Los Feliz
Do not split Griffith Park away from Los Feliz. The Los Feliz community largely considers itself stewards of the park. We live right below it. If we are split from it, we will lose our ability to advocate for this park which is such
an important part of our lives. We have no other recreational options – no pocket parks, no playgrounds, no community centers or sports fields. Griffith Park is it for us. We must keep it in our district.
Los Feliz
Griffith Park and all Los Feliz residential areas MUST remain in the same Council District for many reasons but mainly because it is our districts ONLY public green space. Not to mention that 2 newest play parks within
Griffith Park are there because of the efforts and hard work of MAEVE (local parents group) and the Los Feliz Rec Committee. WE did this, do not take it from our community. We are building this community to be a better,
safer place. We are a big HECK no to this ridiculous proposal.
Hermon
1.The Single Family Residences on the west side of Monterey Rd south of its intersection with Terrill Ave should remain in council district 14. These houses share the same neighborhood council and are an essential part
of Hermon which the balance of is in CD 14.
Pacoima
Como residente de Pacoima me agrada der que se quedara intacto. Megustaria pedir que el area de North HIlls que proponen quitar se quede en el distrito 7. Nuestra comunidad siempre ha sido echa a un lado.
Finalmente tenemos a alguien que nos escucha y que tiene una vision para conectar a todo el distrito. Y eso es con el projecto de Mission Mile que conectara North Hills desde Rayen y Sepulveda hasta Rinaldi en
Mission Hills. Gracias.
Los Feliz
Griffith Park currently serves as the ONLY public-accessible green space in ALL of Los Feliz! Contrary to popular belief and the optics that Los Feliz is a "wealthy" community, Los Feliz sits smack dab in the middle of
median income in LA County. This often puts us in a position where we lose out on municipal amenities that other communities receive because of the optics of "having enough." Ex. We have ZERO community centers,
rec centers with youth programming, splash pads, community gardens, pocket parks, youth baseball fields, or public basketball courts. By splitting the park from the rest of Los Feliz, it will become even more difficult to
advocate for the needs of our Los Feliz youth and low and middle-income families that are already park-poor because 100% of our green space and most likely any future recreational projects will, by necessity, be within
the park itself (Los Feliz has pretty much zero developable land outside the park)! Griffith Park has no residential population. There is no quantitative reason to
draw it into one district or another. Therefore, it should be drawn into a district
with the community of interest that is most associated with it. That community
is, unquestionably, Los Feliz. We formally request that Los Feliz and Griffith Park
remain within one council district.
Los Feliz
Please keep Griffith Park and all residential areas of Los Feliz in the same district! The ONLY green/park space Los Feliz residents have access to is Griffith Park and removing the park from the same district will impact
giving Los Feliz residents a voice regarding their only community park.
Los Feliz
Please keep Griffith park in the same CD as Los Feliz and keep all of Los Feliz together. Currently there is a small finger by the Rowena reservoir that is excluded from the larger Los Feliz CD.
Los Feliz
Griffith Park and all Los Feliz residential areas MUST remain in the same Council District. Our area is directly affected by decisions, activities, issues and events in the park and we need to have one voice. Greek theater in
particular directly affects the community given that primary access to the theater is through the neighborhood.
Los Angeles portion of Ladera Heights
We want Ladera Heights to remain where it is, under Westchester.
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Los Feliz

As a volunteer at Making it Happen I am against the redistricting. We need and want NVCC in CD7 as well as the safe parking.
Shadow Hills has historically been connected with Hansen Dam and the Big Tujunga Wash. Severing Shadow Hills from CD 7 would be severing it from that area. We have been instrumental in reserving the area,
facilitating the purchase of over 200 acres in the Wash from Con Rock by the County as part of its mitigation bank efforts, the preservation of over 210 acres when the Angeles Golf Course was built in the middle of a
flood plain. Establishing riding trails in the wash area fore use by equestrians in both Shadow Hills and Lake View Terrace. .Please move Shadow Hills back into CD 7 so that it can continue to participate in the
preservation of this area which contains treatened and endangered species. Shadow Hills residents have historically hiked in the Wash and have monthly hikes to maintain and keep the Wash clean. You moved the
Sepulveda Basin back to the Encino area , and Shadow Hills is just asking to remain connected to the Big Tujunga Wash area.
Griffith Park should be in the same district as Los Feliz. It is the neighborhood directly impacted by the activities in the park and serves as the main green space for the community. Given that there’s no population in the
park, it should be placed with the community that it impacts the most.
I am in full support of Map K2.5 because it maintains the interconnectedness of our area. This has worked extremely well for us in the past as we work together / volunteer together on issues vital to our community....
safety through block captain program,
emergency preparedness, community activities, information sharing, outreach to needy neighbors, support for local businesses etc.
This map erases the results of an election and denies Angelenos the representation they voted for less than a year ago -- it is blatant disenfranchisement.
There is a large progressive movement that voted for Council member Raman - made up of renters, working people, young people, and people of color - whose votes are now being disregarded.
The lack of clarity around which district is CD4 and which district is CD2 is leaving hundreds of thousands of voters in the dark
The current proposed map from the Redistricting Commission would remove half a million Angelenos from the districts of council members who they elected to represent them just 10 months ago, using an undemocratic
process to deny an enormous number of voters the representation they chose.
I am very opposed to the new map. Why would you remove any say the neighborhood has over the ONLY green space we have that is accessible by foot/bike? And why carve out an entire portion of the neighborhood
and put it in a district that is so far north of the neighborhood? The areas have nothing to do with each other and have greatly different needs when it comes to representation. Leave Los Feliz intact and leave Griffith Park
within the Los Feliz district. It is part of our home and we treat it accordingly. Don't take it away.
Griffith Park and all Los Feliz residential areas must remain in the same Council District as the rest of Los Feliz. Griffith Park is the only green space in all of Los Feliz and we should have a voice in decisions that occur in
our area. As the mother of small children this is a VERY critical issue. Please return Griffith Park and the Rowena neighborhood to our council district.
It doesn't make sense to split Los Feliz from Griffith Park. As it is, Los Feliz itself has no accessible green space outside of the park and proximity to Griffith is often cited as the reason why we don't have any parklets or
playgrounds within the neighborhood itself (compared to Silver Lake, which has two rec centers). The closest playground inside Griffith Park is about a 30-minute walk or more for residents living inside Los Feliz. Cutting
us off politically from the only green space we have does not make any sense. In addition, this map creates even greater inequities than before for renters in the area.
KEEP GRIFFITH PARK IN LOS FELIZ
Why redistrict?

Griffith Park and all Los Feliz residential areas MUST remain in the same Council District. By separating Los Feliz from Griffith Park, which has no voting population to speak of, and carving out a small part of residential
Los Feliz near the Rowena Reservoir, Los Felizians will have virtually zero power over the councilmember whose district covers the park or that small carved out piece containing parts of Los Feliz/Silver Lake. Whoever
that councilmember ends up being, there is no doubt they will be less incentivized to advocate for that area's needs seeing as there will be very little voting sway on the councilmember's next re-election cycle compared to
the rest of their district (which expands into the valley and shares very little common interest with Los Feliz).
Griffith Park currently serves as the ONLY public-accessible green space in ALL of Los Feliz! Contrary to popular belief and the optics that Los Feliz is a "wealthy" community, Los Feliz sits smack dab in the middle of
median income in LA County. This often puts us in a position where we lose out on municipal amenities that other communities receive because of the optics of "having enough." Ex. We have ZERO community centers,
rec centers with youth programming, splash pads, community gardens, pocket parks, youth baseball fields, or public basketball courts. By splitting the park from the rest of Los Feliz, it will become even more difficult to
advocate for the needs of our Los Feliz youth and low and middle-income families that are already park-poor because 100% of our green space and most likely any future recreational projects will, by necessity, be within
the park itself (Los Feliz has pretty much zero developable land outside the park)!
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By separating Los Feliz from Griffith Park, which has no voting population to speak of, and carving out a small part of residential Los Feliz near the Rowena Reservoir, Los Felizians will have virtually zero power over the
councilmember whose district covers the park or that small carved out piece containing parts of Los Feliz/Silver Lake. Whoever that councilmember ends up being, there is no doubt they will be less incentivized to
advocate for that area's needs seeing as there will be very little voting sway on the councilmember's next re-election cycle compared to the rest of their district (which expands into the valley and shares very little common
interest with Los Feliz).
Griffith Park currently serves as the ONLY public-accessible green space in ALL of Los Feliz! Contrary to popular belief and the optics that Los Feliz is a "wealthy" community, Los Feliz sits smack dab in the middle of
median income in LA County. This often puts us in a position where we lose out on municipal amenities that other communities receive because of the optics of "having enough." Ex. We have ZERO community centers,
rec centers with youth programming, splash pads, community gardens, pocket parks, youth baseball fields, or public basketball courts. By splitting the park from the rest of Los Feliz, it will become even more difficult to
advocate for the needs of our Los Feliz youth and low and middle-income families that are already park-poor because 100% of our green space and most likely any future recreational projects will, by necessity, be within
the park itself (Los Feliz has pretty much zero developable land outside the park)!
Como residente de Mission HIlls de mas de 25 anos pido que mi comunidad se mantenga junta, eso incluye el area de North Hills. El area que proponen quitar es essential a el distrito 7 porque en Rayen y Sepulvada
esta la organizacion llamada North Valley Caring Services ellos ofrecen mucho servicios a las personas desamparadas y beneficia a todos los residentes. Si esa organizacion es quitada no hay habra otra en el distrito 7
que lo haga como ellos.
I am a 20-year Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5. However, I would insist on keeping the Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE City Council. Include east of Cochran to La Brea and south
of Olympic to San Vicente in Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE City Councilmember to represent us all. Do not divide our neighborhood up. Thank you!
Los Feliz hosts the entrances to Griffith Park. Whether the Observatory l, Greek Theater, Zoo or golf courses. Our homes are impacted by the tourism and traffic. We need to be connected to Griffith Park and retain our
voice to protect the beauty of this natural resource
Como residente de North Hills no me gusta el mapa que estan proponiendo. Yo ya no estaria en el distrito 7. La representante que tenemos horita nos escucha. En esta area hay un projecto grande que vendra a
Sepulveda Blvd que unificara a North Hills con Mission Hills.
Los Feliz and Griffith Park need to stay within ONE district. Councilmembers may change, community identity DOES NOT! Please do not remove our voice on issues regarding the primary feature in our community that
impacts our every day lives and makes us proud to be Los Felizians!
Please keep lis feliz districted as it is today. Do not redistrict it.
I am a longtime Los Feliz resident. Thank you for aligning us with other like-minded communities of common interest like Silver Lake, East Hollywood, and Atwater Village. However, it is unconscionable that the
commission is planning on breaking Los Feliz up and splitting it from the park. We are one neighborhood and anything that happens in the park affects us. We have to stay within one district. Please correct this oversight!
Thank you!!
I would like to strongly prefer that the small section between CD10 & CD 5 bordered W 6th St, South Wilton Pl. & W 7th Street remain included in CD %
You must (please please please!) leave Griffith Park as part of Los Feliz. As a mother of two, I can say there are ZERO green spaces or parks for our children outside of Griffith. While many think of Los Feliz as a great
area for kids, the lack of pocket parks makes it challenging for families. If our closest green space is controlled by members from other areas of the city with little vested interest in the surrounding areas of the park, I think it
will be highly detrimental to the Los Feliz community.
I believe Los Feliz and Griffith Park should remain zoned together and not separated. I have two small children and believe there is more power in terms of park space, education, green space, etc for them and my
husband and I if we remain connected to Griffith Park. Griffith Park is the only green space we have access to, and if this area of Los Feliz is removed from that district, I fear our already small community will become
smaller and therefore lose a strong voice in all matters pertinent to our community.
I am in favor of making a new district for the valley. District 4 is too big and unwieldy.
I've been a business owner in Chinatown serving the locals and tourists for past 20 years. We demand the redistricting committee keep Chinatown whole.
Map K2.5 currently splits Chinatown apart and taking away valuable resources to the locals and especially less mobile seniors causes more harm.
The redistricting will split up multiple markets, places of worship, community-serving services and restaurants, even the Chinatown gates, in addition to the largest senior housing building, Cathay Manor, and a few SRO
buildings including 651 Broadway will be separated from the rest of the community. This will make access to essential services and resources even more difficult.
Keep the current boundary east along the 101, north on Hill st, east on Cesar Chavez, and northeast along Main rather than stopping at Ord Street, as outlined in Map K2.5.
We are also appalled that the Chinatown stakeholders were not consulted about this Redistricting Plan. The public comment meetings are extremely inaccessible to most Chinatown residents who are monolingual working
class migrants and seniors.There ought to be an onsite presentation to the impacted residents, workers and business owners who would be separated from the rest of the community.
Thank you!
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Glassell Park
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Allan Angkham
Please use Division Street and not the 2 Freeway as the dividing line between CD13 & CD1. This move will put Glassell Park wholly in a single district (13) for the first time in many, many decades.
I think the K2.5 map works well in what I consider to be my community.
Councilmembers are not supposed to select their Voters – Voters select Councilmembers. What the LA City Redistricting Commission is doing is redistricting manipulation. The Commission is purposely disenfranchising
hundreds of thousands of voters in the Valley and reversing the results of free and fair elections.
I am a resident of Valley Glen. The Commission’s selective gerrymandering disqualifies my vote in direct violation of the Voting Rights Act. Some of our Valley neighborhoods will go 3-7 years without a chance to vote for
our own representative – unacceptable and unAmerican.
Not only is the Commission invalidating our legal votes, but our neighborhood boundaries. As an example, the Commission is chopping my neighborhood into (3) different districts. The Commissioners incompetence and
complete disregard for democracy is impermissible. If the City Council does not reject the LA City Redistricting Commission’s abuse of power, I look forward to the lawsuits.
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Griffith Park is part and parcel of the Los Feliz community. With the majority of access points in Los Feliz and the singular, central green/recreational space for the community, it needs to remain under consistent council
district with Los Feliz.
Como residente de Pacoima agradesco que mantengan a Pacoima junto. Y avogo por que la agencia North Valley Caring Services se quede en el distrito 7. Ellos tienen programas que benefician a las personas sin
hogar y tambien ayudan con otros recursos que son necesarios para los residentes y de esos servicios no hay muchos en el distrito 7. Gracias por su consideracion.
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Canoga Park Neighborhood Council

IT IS RESOLVED THAT:
The Canoga Park Neighborhood Council discussed the issue of the redistricting of the Los Angeles City Council and proposed findings of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission at a special meeting on
October 12, 2021. In the course of that meeting, a pending proposed district map was discussed, and individuals and the public expressed their opinions concerning the benefits and problems with each.
At the end of the discussion, a proposal was made that when appropriate, a Community Impact Statement be submitted to the Los Angeles City Council expressing a preference that the final map to be adopted include
boundaries for Canoga Park and adjacent areas specifying that Canoga Park be included in the same Council District with all of Warner Center, Woodland Hills, Winnetka, and Reseda, based upon the following
considerations:
1. The suggested boundaries would allow for better coordination between the specific council member and contiguous neighborhoods and Neighborhood Councils concerning vital projects underway in the immediate
area, such as the development known as Westfield 2035.
2. The areas designated herein include other neighborhoods with which Canoga Park has significant shared interests;
The Council also decided to oppose any configuration which does not include the boundaries specified above , because the effect on our community would be deleterious due to many factors, including the following:
1. Other such alternatives placing Canoga Park outside the proposed boundaries would divide council representation within Neighborhood Council borders, creating bureaucratic difficulties and duplication of effort;
2. Other such alternatives placing Canoga Park outside the proposed boundaries would negate the benefits of numerous working relationships and alliances between communities over many years;
3. Other such alternatives placing Canoga Park outside the proposed boundaries would make communication and interaction more difficult.
4. Other such alternatives placing Canoga Park outside the proposed boundaries could sever connections with localities containing significant economic, cultural, and social assets which would be less likely to be
available to the Canoga Park community.
Therefore, The Canoga Park Neighborhood Council requests that the final boundaries adopted by the Los Angeles City Council specify that Canoga Park be included in the same Council District with all of Warner Center,
Woodland Hills, Winnetka, and Reseda.
Upon adoption, the Secretary of the Council is directed to forward a letter to the Redistricting Commission advising them of the CPNC’s intention to submit the CIS to the City Council.

10/14/2021 15:28:02 Tamsin Rawady

CD4

10/14/2021 15:30:32 Marti Cruz

Sylmar

10/14/2021 15:30:52 Sara Feiss Dusenberry

Los Feliz

10/14/2021 15:32:39 Jocelyn Towne

District 4 / Los Feliz

10/14/2021 15:37:53 Roy Jasso

Chinatown area affected

10/14/2021 16:06:17 Amy McRoberts

Los Feliz

10/14/2021 16:06:36 Jennifer Hunt Gudernatch

The Current CD 3 and the proposed cd 2 or 4

10/14/2021 16:34:21 Indu Subaiya

CD4 and CD13

10/14/2021 16:37:38 Deviations

CD2-4 and CD13

The redistricting of the neighborhoods of District 4 is catering to the wealthier households of our city and will cut out many renters and lower income households. We need diversity among the districts in order to support
those areas that aren't populated by the rich. Don't restructure the city so that the rich live in one area and the poor are in another. This doesn't benefit anyone.
Como residente de Sylmar me agrada que mantengan al comunidad junta y me gustaria pedir que tambien el area de North Hills se mantenga igual. En el area que quieren quitar se encuentra una organizacion que es
esencial para la comunidad llamada North Valley Caring Services.
The map proposes to separate Griffith Park and a sliver of Los Feliz around the Rowena reservoir into a separate district. Separating Los Feliz means that my neighbors and I have no voting power over the council
member whose district would cover Griffith Park and the section around Rowena reservoir. The council member won’t be incentivized to listen or advocate for our area’s needs since we won’t be their constituents and
have little sway over their re-election. The rest of the proposed district that would encompass Griffith Park has little common interest with Los Feliz. Griffith Park is also our only public-accessible green space in all of Los
Feliz. Our neighborhood is not the perceived “wealthy community” but one with residents in the middle of the median income in LA County. We have zero community centers, recreation centers with youth programming,
splash pads, community gardens, pocket parks, youth baseball fields or public basketball courts. The only local public pool in Los Feliz has been closed for 2020 and all of 2021, and I had to take my son to get swim
lessons in Pasadena. Splitting the park and Rowena reservoir from the rest of Los Feliz will make it more difficult to advocate for the needs our of Los Feliz youth and low-and-middle-income families that are already parkpoor because 100% of our green space and any future recreation centers or projects will most likely be within the park itself. I also personally live down the street from the Rowena Reservoir and walk there daily, and I
know that the Los Feliz Neighborhood council has been trying to make that a public space. It would directly affect my family and I if anything happened at the reservoir and we have zero say over it and it would be under a
new council member who wouldn’t listen to our needs. We need more green space and opportunities in our community for all of our families and youth, and we do not need to have our biggest gem here, Griffith Park,
taken away from us for unknown political reasons.
This map is altering district 4 in much too drastic a way. Specifically, it is disconcerting that Griffith Park is being removed from the district, when the park itself is a vital part of our neighborhood and district. Please don’t do
this.
Keep all of Chinatown area in same district and not redistrict as propose! By separating some of the area from District #1 to District #14! Stop the “Carve of Chinatown”! Also, my understanding that some of the
properties as (Cathay Manor), will create harder conditions not beneficial to it’s residence especially among the elderly! Thank you, Roy Jasso
Please don't split Los Feliz from Griffith Park. Los Feliz itself has no accessible green space outside of the park and proximity to Griffith is often cited as the reason that we don't have any parklets or playgrounds within the
neighborhood itself (compared to Silver Lake, which has two rec centers). The closest playground inside Griffith Park is about a 30-minute walk or more for residents living inside Los Feliz. Cutting us off politically from the
only green space we have does not make any sense. In addition, this map creates even greater inequities than before for renters in the area.
This is absolutely unacceptable- taking away green space from our already barren district is awful. An la Parks and Rec survey from 2016 says that we already are seriously lacking green space. Taking away our business
and commercial centers is setting our district up to fail. It is racist, unethical and not okay. Our current council member has a whole reseda rising plan, what will even happen to that?
Thank you commissioners.
I live in the flats of Los Feliz and all through the month of September, I engaged in good faith with the redistricting process. I drew my own map and sent it in using the cool software. I shared the site with all the
constituencies I touch (Franklin Ave Elementary school board, LFNC and more). I submitted written comments and attended and got to speak at public testimony hearings. I voted for Map K because I though it offered us
more commonsense boundaries for CD4 and so that Los Feliz could be unified with our cultural cousins and neighbors in Silverlake, Atwater, Echo Park and East Hollywood. My goal and those of many of my fellow
residents was so we could advocate effectively together on issues of the unhoused, education and transportation and safety. But On September 30th I was shocked to find out that all my engagement with this process
and my vote for map K would translate into an immediate change in elected leadership. I promise you, those of us who are not full time community organizers or entrenched in neighborhood council politics had NO IDEA
about that implication. We are the silent majority of working individuals and families, parents, homeowners and renters who are busy just trying to make life work. As you know, over 20,000 people in our area voted for the
sitting Councilmember in CD4. It was a vote for more transparency in government, more civic engagement by ALL residents of LA, a compassionate and results oriented policy for our unhoused neighbors and for new
demographics to be represented. We should NOT be caught in this awful position of actually liking map K but feeling totally misled about leadership. I am one voice but there are many behind me. We think January is
much too soon of a transition to suddenly be part of CD13 under Mitch O'Farrell regardless of the fact there's an upcoming election and frankly, regardless of who the elected official is. It's the suddenness of the change
without the heads up that feels a little like a "gotcha" to us and would definitely be experienced as traumatic and disenfranchising. Although we are not lawyers, we question the legality of this. I am asking for: a
transparent process and convening such as a subcommittee to be established to adjudicate this issue that will take input from all residents not just ones with time on their hands or with very partisan political agendas who
often speak the loudest. I have been moved to tears on these commission hearings in the most positive way seeing all the communities of our city speak up. I am grateful for the hard work you are all taking on. But this
calamity could have been avoided and it's not too late. I don’t speak for these institutions but I am a board member of Franklin Ave Elementary School PTA, the Education Council of the Los Feliz Neighborhood
Association and I'm a 10 year+ resident of the area, a mom, wife and proud parent of a 5th grader. I am happy to advocate for a compromise resolution that prioritizes good will, transparency and a sustainable resolution.
In short, can we please have a local meeting and talk about it. And let's please not invite just the usual suspects to the table - while neighborhood COUNCILS are important, so are NEIGHBORS, and many in my circle
simply don't have the time to engage in these groups and are totally out of the loop on whatever positions are being put forth as representative of all. Please utilize plain old residents without any political axe to grind, like
me and many others I can point us to, to help get the word out and to engage this community.
Preview of possible changes per requests on this form
Moving ~4,000ppl from CD2-4 to CD13
If helpful for those communities to understand- https://districtr.org/edit/64258?event=mapsofla
CD2-4 Deviation of -3.8% (previously -1.1%)
CD13 Deviation of +4.2% (previously +2.7%)
Delta 6.4% (previously 3.6%)

10/14/2021 16:47:58 Jay Kinn

Los Feliz and Silver Lake

10/14/2021 16:54:28 Matt Gudernatch

Reseda

10/14/2021 17:14:50 Deviations

CD2-4 and CD13

In Map K2.5, the tiny parts of the east end of Los Feliz and the north end of Silver Lake are separated from their neighborhoods in District 13 and lumped in with District 2-or-4, which is unfortunate and makes no sense.
They are completely cut off from the rest of the residential parts of District 2-or-4 with huge Griffith Park separating them. The east sliver of Los Feliz is so integral to the rest of the neighborhood. For example, the
Mulholland Fountain marks the entry to Los Feliz from the east, but now the fountain would be in District 2-or-4 with Toluca Lake, etc. Fixing this would be a very minor adjustment for the Commission to make. If the
Commission needed to equalize population in connection with such a change, areas west of North Highland Ave could be moved to District 2-or-4, which keeps residential areas of both districts contiguous. Of course,
Griffith Park should also be placed in District 13 as Los Feliz is most impacted by traffic in and out of the Park and both are part of the same neighborhood district. Since there are not residences in Griffith Park, this would
not affect population distribution.
It is done by greedy, power grabbing morons who are sad they’re losing to the will of the people. It makes communities that were tied together unrecognizable, just so a handful of rich idiots can live in areas where they
won’t be bothered by the sight of poor renters and the unhoused. It is an abomination, and is a direct threat to the lower income neighborhoods in the west valley.
Preview of possible changes per requests on this form (my own analysis, not tied to the commission)
Moving ~3,000 ppl from CD13 to CD2-4
If helpful for those communities to understand - https://districtr.org/plan/64283
CD2-4 Deviation of +1.07% (previously -1.1%)
CD13 Deviation of +1.07% (previously +2.7%)

10/14/2021 17:31:12 Robin

Shadow Hills, Sunland/Tujunga, La Tuna
Canyon

Delta 0.0% (previously 3.6%)
The K2.5 Map will break my community apart and place it into three different City Council districts, even though a stated goal of the Commission was to keep neighborhoods together. It has also been ripped away from
other equestrian neighborhoods in our current district - communities that we work with to help solve our similar problems. Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon would like to stay in CD7.
1. Shadow Hills has distinct geographic, topographic and physical boundaries. The natural border lines for the Shadow Hills community, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The Verdugo Mountains on the SOUTH.
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map K2.5 has severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills: The west side of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both sides of
Stonehurst north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the tunnel to
Sheldon, the north side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of Wheatland and Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel, including the streets off Wheatland north of McBroom:
Mahoney off of Wheatland, North Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W. Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow Hills Ave. The new lines in Shadow Hills would
also physically chop up the City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone and its Recreation Area -leaving our historic district in 2 different districts. This shows a basic lack of understanding of our
community elements. This carve-out also physically chopped up the City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone and its Recreation Area, leaving our historic district in 2 different city council districts.
REUNITE THE REST OF SHADOW HILLS WITH THESE STREETS AND RETURN THEM TO CD7.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst Ave. south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda,
Hershey, and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5 map has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6. All of these carved out streets dead end into the landfills or the Big Tujunga
Wash. In fact there is no other residential neighborhoods in any district besides CD7 that residents of these streets can walk to. The one road (western end of Sunland Blvd) connecting these streets to the parts of Sun
Valley in CD 6 is a steep curved road, with hills on either side and no sidewalks or even shoulders to walk on. This carve-out also physically chops up the City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone
and its Recreation Area, leaving our historic district in 2 different city council districts. REUNITE THESE STREETS WITH THE REST OF SHADOW HILLS AND RETURN THEM TO CD7.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow Hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up. The people living on the cut away streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.

10/14/2021 17:33:03 Deviations

CD2-4, CD13

PLEASE REUNITE ALL OF SHADOW HILLS AND RETURN IT AND LA TUNA CANYON TO CD7.
Preview of possible changes per requests on this form (my own analysis, not tied to the commission)
Moving ~3,000 ppl from CD13 to CD2-4
If helpful for those communities to understand - https://districtr.org/plan/64295
CD2-4 Deviation of +1.00% (previously -1.1%)
CD13 Deviation of +1.00% (previously +2.7%)

10/14/2021 17:54:57 Donald Nollar
10/14/2021 18:07:27 Michael Stein

Glassell Park
Shadow Hills

Delta 0.0% (previously 3.6%)
Please move the line dividing CD1 and CD13 from the 2 freeway to Division St. in Glassell Park. This minor change will put Glassell Park fully in one council district for the first time ever. Thank you.
The Shadow Hills Neighborhood has been an established Neighborhood of the now City of Los Angeles since the early 1920s when this area was originally an un-incorporated area known as "Rosco". The Shadow Hills
Neighborhood has ALWAYS included all the streets currently in CD7 along with La Tuna Canyon and has had a strong relationship with the related communities of Lake View Terrace and Tujunga. The current K2.5 Map
will disenfranchise whole or parts of our longstanding community.
Map K2.5 also violates the City Charter by breaking up established Neighborhoods, where Shadow Hills has distinct geographic, topographic, and physical boundaries established over 100 years ago.
Additionally, Map K2.5 will break apart the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) of which Shadow Hills is and integral component. It is critical that the entire Shadow Hills Neighborhood remain in the
FTDNC so that our areas concerns are heard and addressed with our area neighbors who have the same concerns
The neighborhoods of Shadow Hills, La Tuna Canyon, Lake View Terrace, and Sylmar have common interests:
- High Fire Zones. A critical interest as these neighborhood were all affected by the La Tuna Canyon and Creek fires of the last few years. I watch the La Tuna Fire come over the ridge towards my home in Sunland
Canyon.
- Equestrian and agrarian lifestyles
- Equestrian heritage
- Emergency evacuation plans and traffic issues, especially concerning large animal safety
The Shadow Hills Neighborhood is a small community of 7200 citizens and does not affect the mandated Council District Headcounts of the proposed CDs.
Please revise Map K2.5 to maintain the integrity of the Shadow Hills Neighborhood to be inclusive of the ENTIRE Shadow Hills Neighborhood within the current Map K2.5 proposed CD7.
Thank you.

10/14/2021 18:26:21 Arambula Family

Shadow Hills/Stonehurst

10/14/2021 18:29:45 Marsh Drucker

Shadow Hills

10/14/2021 18:34:52 Guardado
10/14/2021 18:45:13 Kristina O'Neil

Valley - Van Nuys
Lake Hollywood Estates / CD4

Please do not divide our community or separate our Historic Overlay. We worked very hard to establish and preserve our stone houses and equestrian community. To break this up for no valid reasons is to destroy our
unique neighborhood.
Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon should remain in CD 7. We have the same neighborhood council as Lake View Terrace; iboth communities have equestrian properties; both are in a mountain fire district; and they
share Hansen Dam as a regional and local recreation area. Adding the 7500 people back into CD 7 still keeps CD 7 within the 260,000 person area with a 5% variation allowed by the commission. there is NO good
reason why the commission would severe these areas from CD 7
I agree with the proposed changes. I reviewed the information provided and based on the changes in my community I support the changes.
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021:
This letter comes to you from Lake Hollywood Homeowners Association’s Board of Directors (LHHA). We represent Lake Hollywood Estates and border the SW portion of Griffith Park where the iconic Hollywood Sign
stands as a world renowned landmark of Los Angeles atop Mount Lee. After attending a majority of the 19 public hearings, listening to public testimonies, closely following the changes and considerations being made and
requesting input from our homeowners, members, and adjacent communities on the current redistricting “Map K2.5” regarding CD 2 or 4, we have many concerns.
First and foremost, we would like this commission to decide what areas CD4 will have within its district. There is an overall feeling of disconnect within this decision process. Multiple stakeholders have patiently waited
through these hearings to make public comments with hands raised and oddly none were called on. In fact, there were only a handful or less that had the chance to comment on the Hollywood Hills and how it’s being
divided.
It is impossible to believe that the city would separate Griffith Park from the communities that surround it. Los Feliz Hills from Los Feliz Blvd north to Mt Lee, The Oaks and Griffith Park are all historically attached since
their creation as neighborhoods and should stay intact as communities of interest with Beachwood Canyon, Lake Hollywood Estates, The Dell, and Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council. These hillside residential
communities surrounding Griffith Park from end to end have many shared interests along with its strong community leadership, good working relationship with the city, HUNC, and the CD4 team, both past and present.
We have many goals in common, to preserve the wildlife, open space, reduce congestion, improve fire safety, and develop and plan to manage tourism in the interest of public safety.
All these neighborhoods are seriously impacted by tourists visiting the Hollywood sign and the Griffith Park Observatory, in a fire danger zone with winding narrow streets and limited ingress and egress. All these
neighborhoods should be in the same council district to address tourism management most effectively. Why would you put the Hollywood sign that is in Griffith Park (formerly in Hollywoodland) and the tourist destinations
of Observatory, etc. in one district, and the neighborhoods impacted by tourism in another, or split them between two districts? It would paralyze us politically, and solutions a decade in the making would dissipate without
funding.
It is imperative that these neighborhoods of common interest stay together so that the solutions they have been working on, as a team can continue to move forward. These communities have worked side by side for over
50 years and have solved their common problems cooperatively with each other and with the leadership of CD4.
Please restore the southern boundary of this district back to Franklin Avenue, east up Western, then Los Feliz Blvd to Crystal Springs.

Best regards,
Lake Hollywood Estates
LHHA Board of Directors
10/14/2021 18:51:55 Laura Somers

Los Feliz

10/14/2021 18:53:19 HELEN SWEATT RESIDENT OF
LADERA CD11
10/14/2021 19:08:19 Camille Caiozzo,Ph.D

Ladera

10/14/2021 19:21:41 Jason Rothenberg

Los Feliz

10/14/2021 19:25:29 Deviations

CD2-4, CD13

Shadow Hills

Griffith Park and all Los Feliz residential areas MUST remain in the same Council District. Griffith Park currently serves as the ONLY public-accessible green space in ALL of Los Feliz and we have ZERO community
centers, rec centers with youth programming, splash pads, community gardens, pocket parks, youth baseball fields, or public basketball courts. How will our residents advocate for our youth since our only green space is
within the park? I am a member of MAEVE, formerly Los Feliz Mom's Club, which has for years worked tirelessly to succesfully establish the two newest playgrounds in Griffith Park. Also, the Tram and Greek Theater,
the Observatory all affects our neighborhood - with parking, attendees from outside of the neighborhood, and more. We deserve to have a say in stating what's best for our community in the long term.
We are hoping to keep our area Ladera Heights in CD 11 with less apartment areas
Please do not separate Shadow Hills from District 7. We share common interests with the other communities in this District...equestrian, agrarian life style and shared evacuation plans for fires. During the 2018 fire
season, we were 2 houses away from a mandatory evacuation and on a voluntary evacuation for our house. With the help of the pre-existing plan for horse evacuation, we were able to safely coordinate the quick
evacuation of our horses. Together, we also work on common traffic safety protocols and new traffic signals to better keep our pedestrians and equestrians safe. Councilwoman Minica Ridriguez has been a big supporter
of addressing the joint, common concerns of District 7.
I'm very concerned that Griffith Park is being removed from my Los Feliz council district and the majority of Los Feliz. It's a block away from our home and everything that happens there impacts our life. Griffith Park is the
_only_ public greenspace we have -- and of far more importance to us than to North Hollywood or Toluca Lake -- it's not even adjacent to those neighborhoods. Griffith Park is part of Los Feliz. Please do not make this
change.
Preview of possible changes per requests on this form (my own analysis, not tied to the commission)
Moving ~3,000 ppl from CD13 to CD2-4
If helpful for those communities to understand - https://districtr.org/plan/64352
CD2-4 Deviation of +0.71% (previously -1.1%)
CD13 Deviation of +0.71% (previously +2.7%)
Delta 0.0% (previously 3.6%)

10/14/2021 19:33:22 Pam Adams

Shadow Hills

10/14/2021 19:35:54 Deviations

CD2-4, CD13

We need to keep Shadow Hills, La Tuna Canyon, and Lake View terrace together to help insure that our equestrian properties are protected from being torn apart. It's hard to find country living and horse keeping in
California. We all work together to protect our properties from fire, and crime that is overtaking other communities. We need to be located and stay in CD7. Please help us to maintain our beautiful Shadow Hills
neighborhood!
To ease the conversation about Griffith Park, Los Feliz, CD2-4, and CD13, I posted 4 of my own maps with deviation data on Districtr.
If anyone commenting on this item would like to refer to it, these lines may help you be more specific about where you want the line to be.
All of the options are within the deviations set by the commission, but the easiest way option of just adding Griffith and Oaks to Los Feliz is going to make CD13 overpopulated and CD2-4 underpopulated. (Overpopulated
just means slightly above 1 person per vote, and underpopulated means slightly below 1 person per vote.)
There are these options: to make the boundary generally at the 101, at Sunset or Franklin, or to split at the east side of Beachwood. In the last case CD2-4 would have the Hollywood sign, and CD13 would have Griffith.

10/14/2021 19:45:19 Damian Griffin
10/14/2021 19:52:46 Katherine Lee
10/14/2021 19:55:58 Arabella Field

Liemert Park
Council District 4
CD4 Los Feliz and Griffith Park

10/14/2021 20:16:59 JAIME FACTOR
10/14/2021 20:18:32 Kevin Diamond

LOS FELIZ NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
Los Feliz

This is why I developed the lines at 101 or Sunset to be able to group those two together based on shared interests, in either 2-4 or 13, but will always be tied to Los Feliz in both cases.
I think the Crenshaw mall should be part of CD10
Don't wipe out the current District 4.
It is insane to divide up Los Feliz into the hills and the village and also separate it from Griffith Park. Griffith Park is the life blood of Los Feliz and is not just an empty lot to be developed. Our city has so little green space.
The bio diversity and positive ecological impact of Griffith park on the city cannot be overstated.
Griffith Park and all Los Feliz residential areas MUST remain in the same Council District
Griffith Park and all Los Feliz residential areas MUST remain in the same Council District for many reasons but mainly because it is our districts ONLY public green space. Not to mention that 2 newest play parks within
Griffith Park are there because of the efforts and hard work of MAEVE (local parents group) and the Los Feliz Rec Committee. WE did this, do not take it from our community. We are building this community to be a better,
safer place. We are a big HECK no to this ridiculous proposal.

10/14/2021 20:34:44 Nancy Cortes

Glassell Park

10/14/2021 20:43:47 Elektra Kruger

Shadow Hills

10/14/2021 21:07:51 Lee Turner

Hermon

Glassell Park to be in ONE district, not three!!! If possible to move the line of CD 13 over to end at Division St to include all of Glassell ? It is difficult for our community to access any assistance because one district will be
responsive, but then we are not in the area so we are back to trying the other and they won't respond or help! ONE COMMUNITY, ONE DISTRICT...
Removes Shadow Hills, an equestrian community, from other current CD7 equestrian communities. Streets are rediculously gerimandered. Shadow Hills currently is bordered to the north by the Tujunga Wash, to the East
by the 210 freeway, to the south by the ridge of the Verdugo mountains and to the West basically by Stonehurst St. However the community of Stonehurst from Stonehurst st to the landfills to the west is also an
equestrian community and should be added to CD7. Map K2.5 chops Shadow Hills between 3 different Council Districts. This would make reasonable Council representation impossible
As the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (Commission) carries on its work of independently drawing proposed City Council boundaries based on new census data for the City, it is critical that residents
provide feedback on plans that could adversely impact neighborhood solidity and identity. For the first time during this redistricting process, the Commission has proposed potentially dividing the Hermon neighborhood
between two Council Districts. Map K2.5 (Amended) keeps the majority of Hermon within Council District 14, but a small, critical portion of the Neighborhood (that contains two iconic Hermon landmarks) adjacent to Debs
Park has been moved, without apparent reason, to Council District 1.
More specifically, half of the iconic “Monterey Pass” (5300 block of Monterey Road) that features prominently in the Hermon Neighborhood Council logo and the “Hermon Car Wall” (Los Angeles City Historical Monument
#944) would be carved out from the vast majority of the Hermon neighborhood and its residents. The change affects less than 20 houses, so there is no recognizable significance to the change in terms of population
balancing between the districts.
The Hermon Neighborhood Council opposes the current division of Hermon Neighborhood as indicated in Map K2.5 (Amended) and urges the Commission to update their proposed maps to keep Hermon unified.

10/14/2021 21:09:59 Alex Tsao

Winnetka, Canoga Park, West Hills, Woodland It doesn’t make sense to break up the communities of interest to the Warner Center 2035 Specific Plan (West Hills, Canoga Park, Woodland Hills and Winnetka) and the communities most interested in the Sepulveda
Hills, Encino, Lake Balboa
Basin area (Encino and Lake Balboa). Additionally, and perhaps most importantly, as drafted, K2.5 seems to isolate certain ethnic and lower socioeconomic neighborhoods by grouping them together, significantly
reducing the diversity of the other districts — all of which creates negative optics for stakeholders throughout the city.
10/14/2021 21:16:45 Maria Sosyan, President of the NoHo NoHo/ North Hollywood
The NoHo Neighborhood Council opposes Map K 2.5 as drafted.
Neighborhood Council
NoHo is a community of renters (according to data on EmpowerLA, 74% of the units in NoHo NC’s service area are renter occupied) and we face particular challenges around housing instability because of this. K 2.5
ignores this fact and shoehorns our NC into an alliance with other NCs such as Foothill Trails (23% renter occupied) and Bel Air-Beverly Crest (16% owner occupied). It raises the question of whether a Councilmember will
be able to adequately and properly represent any of their constituents with such wildly varying interests. NoHo deserves to be connected to communities of interest, not sandwiched between districts of homeowners whose
interests do not align with ours.
NoHo Neighborhood Council also recognizes what appears to be a deliberate attempt to divide the largely Armenian communities within Council District 2 into different council districts. These communities are represented
by the City’s first Armenian-American ever elected to public office, Councilmember Paul Krekorian. Splitting them up would dilute the collective political power of this minority group and ultimately, silence their voices at City
Hall.
Further, we recognize our neighbors in the Reseda Neighborhood Council and their concerns about disenfranchisement. NoHo will get to vote in 2024; in contrast, large swaths of Reseda have been shifted from an even
numbered district into an odd numbered district; with the change to move municipal elections to coincide with federal elections and now the shift to a new Councilmember whose term will not expire until 2024, this means
large swaths of their constituents will go for seven full years with no opportunity to vote for a new Councilmember. This is not only fatally flawed but also undemocratic at its core. Reseda and the entire city deserve better
than this.
Next, NoHo NC agrees with the concerns of many stakeholders and neighbors who have lifted their voices to ask whether this map was designed to specifically attack Nithya Raman and invalidate the outcome of the 2020
election. It is no secret that Ms. Raman’s ascent to the council was surprising and has shaken many people at City Hall. The carving up of her power base and decision to shunt her either a) into an East Valley district that
is mostly new and unfamiliar to her or b) into a West Valley district that is wholly outside her electoral base is rank politics at its worst. Once again, we view this as deeply undemocratic. We all see what the Commission is
choosing to do, so let’s call it what it is: the Commission has chosen to protect other incumbents while steamrolling the most progressive voice on the council. This kind of partisan gerrymandering has no place in Los
Angeles or in the state of California.
Moreover, we raise broad concerns about process. Many commissioners have appeared to be confused about the content of certain motions. Ex parte communications over hot mics have been documented by Twitter
users. To address the procedural concerns, we support Commissioner Goldberg’s call for a special meeting to address the deficiencies of Map K 2.5 before it is submitted to the City Council.
In total, the map as drawn will disempower NoHo by potentially forcing us to create new relationships with a Councilmember who has been explicitly cut off by the commission from her electoral base, pushing us into a
new district that does not reflect the shared interests of our community, and dividing the significant Armenian American community of the San Fernando Valley. The map will disenfranchise our neighbors by breaking up
existing electoral coalitions in CD4 and by forcing current residents in CD3 to wait three more years before they can vote in a Municipal Election.

10/14/2021 21:27:46 Alex Tsao

West Hills, Winnetka, Canoga Park, Encino

10/14/2021 21:54:24 Helene Schpak

Glassell Park

10/14/2021 23:04:33 Charlie Mat
10/14/2021 23:42:09 Dora Esten

North Hollywood
Winnetka

10/15/2021 5:38:11 Greater Valley Glen Neighborhood
Council

Greater Valley Glen

10/15/2021 7:23:34 Emily Baird

Los Feliz

10/15/2021 7:40:33 Sylvie Lacroix

Winnetka

NoHo NC is under no illusions that our statement matters to the commission or to the Councilmembers who appointed them. We expect that K 2.5 will become the new City Council map, but we will not stand idly by while
the City Council and their appointees disempower us and our neighbors, and we will remember who stood in favor of this Faustian map that preserves existing power bases for Councilmembers while gutting
representation for our community.
It doesn’t make sense to break up the communities of interest to the Warner Center 2035 Specific Plan (West Hills, Canoga Park, Woodland Hills and Winnetka) and the communities most interested in the Sepulveda
Basin area (Encino and Lake Balboa). We should consider Stakeholder Map 57666 with NC boundaries, but put Winnetka in portion A (essentially District 3) and move Encino to portion B (which is the new district 2-4).
This could make sense because the areas of interest within the Warner Center Specific Plan are going to be some of the fastest growing sections of the valley - which will create population equality in the districts for future
reference. This set up builds in pending projects with the desire for population equality.
Additionally, and perhaps most importantly, as drafted, K2.5 seems to isolate certain ethnic and lower socioeconomic neighborhoods by grouping them together, significantly reducing the diversity of the other districts — all
of which creates negative optics for stakeholders throughout the city. The above-stated modification to the existing proposed plan improves on those optics.
Glassell Park MUST be located all within one council district. Our community has been divided for too long. We deserve to have the attention that a single council district would provide. Place ALL of Glassell Park in ONE
district.
Why should someone nobody in North Hollywood voted for represent us?
My thoughts are that the proposed map for CD3 is unfair and undemocratic, especially as it affects Winnetka. We would wind up being represented by a councilman we never voted for, who would be our council member
for the rest of his term. Mr. Krikorian is not connected to this neighborhood and isn't familiar with its problems. This move would also detract from the work that has been done by the Winnetka Neighborhood Council and
the associated community activism of the past twenty years. Our neighborhood is being completely ignored and discounted as a political entity. Winnetka should continue to be a part of CD3, where it has been ably
represented by our Council member, Bob Blumenfield.
The GVGC voted unanimously on to oppose map K 2.5 as it disregards the compact boundaries of Greater Valley Glen by trisecting it into 3 different Council Districts. It asks that the Commission support the GVG
placement for City Council representation as an identified Community and with its natural extensions to its neighboring Communities of Interest. The GVGC authorizes the following statement to the Redistricting
Commission both in writing and condensed wording. [Unable to attach statement here.]
Griffith Park and all Los Feliz residential areas should remain in the same Council District so that Los Felizians can advocate for our community as a whole. Griffith park is our only public accessible green space. I have
two small children and I am very invested in what goes on at Griffith Park (and would like a voice I’m it) because as Los Felizians the park is a part of our lives - we have no access to any other parks!
Please leave Winnetka part of CD3, my community has done much work with Councilmember Blumenfield. We've invested time and resources in a variety of Beneficial projects. Changing boundaries will negatively affect
and disrupt these efforts.

10/15/2021 8:13:12 David Kaufman

Melrose Village

Dear Commissioners,
I am completely AGAINST splitting Melrose Village into two separate City Council districts!!!!!!!!
While your work in the daunting task of dividing the city into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts is appreciated, my concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly affect
the area in which I have lived for the past 26 years. I have been a homeowner in the Melrose Village area since 1995, and this will impact me, my family and my neighborhood.
As a long time resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area, I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues, which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of
Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13. This is very upsetting to think that my neighborhood's representation in the city could be adversely affected for such an
incidental reason.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Thank you,

10/15/2021 8:22:33 James Kiehl
10/15/2021 8:33:15 Carol Bingaman

Glassell Park
Shadow Hills

David Kaufman
Melrose Village homeowner (800 block North Curson A
Glassell Park should be in one council district.
I have been a resident of Shadow Hills at 10511 Ormond Street, 91040 since 1993. My family was attracted to the area by the cohesive community this rural equestrian oriented area provides. As a community we have a
number of grass roots organizations working to support and advocate for our unique lifestyle within the City of Los Angeles.
The suggested realignment of districts would split our community into three, and if adopted, we would have great difficulty maintaining our community goals and meeting our community needs.
Here is what I’d like to happen:
Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
The 210 Freeway on the EAST
The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map K2.5 has severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills: The west side of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both sides of
Stonehurst north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the tunnel to
Sheldon, the north side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of Wheatland and Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel, including the streets off Wheatland north of McBroom:
Mahoney off of Wheatland, North Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W. Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow Hills Ave. These streets have remained in District
7, while the rest of Shadow Hills has been stripped away and placed in “District 2-or-4”.
The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst Ave. south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda, Hershey,
and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5 map has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6. Residents of these streets will no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Thank you for recognizing our unique community within the City of Los Angeles and acting on my concerns!

10/15/2021 8:33:41 Scott Kelly

Melrose and Fairfax area

I have on my house in Waring in Ogden for over 20 years and have never seen crime at the level it is now. I firmly believe that splitting up our district would be a detriment to helping improve the situation and then begging
city Council not to make that move.

10/15/2021 8:44:31 Anna Serridge

Shadow HIlls
Dear Council members,
My name is Anna Serridge and I am a proud and VERY CONCERNED Shadow Hills resident. I’ve been living at 9823 Wornom Ave. 91040 for the past eleven years. I am deeply committed to the health of our communityon ALL levels. The redistricting plans you are proposing are clearly not in consideration of, nor for the benefit of, our unique equestrian community. We have special needs that other parts of the City of Los Angeles does
NOT have and breaking up our district will negatively impact our community as a whole. Our community thrives BECAUSE of the unity of how we coalesce and utilize the resources we have which are unique to our
environment. THIS UNITY IS NOT BEING RESPECTED BY ANYONE WHO IS PROPOSING IT BE DIVIDED!
1. Shadow Hills cannot be divided up into different districts as is shown in the Redistricting map K2.5. Our community has been a recognized rural, horse keeping community for well over 50 years. The Shadow Hills
Property Owners Association (SHPOA) was founded in 1964. We have a recognized trail system throughout the community: our own Equestrian Trails Inc (ETI) Corral 20. There are numerous horse and rescue groups
located in our community.Shadow Hills has a K District overlay zone throughout, which gives added protections for horses and animal keeping lifestyles. All new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must provide trails in the public
access easements in lieu of sidewalks. Any new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must provide horse keeping set asides for the housing of horses along with wide access to those horse keeping areas. Our common interests
of Shadow Hills are those of a historically rural, animal oriented, horse keeping community. We are a diversified community with common objectives and goals.
The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
The 210 Freeway on the EAST
The Ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST
The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. This boundary does not sever off Stonehurst Ave. and the residential streets west of Stonehurst (Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Peoria, Elinda,
Hershey, and the ends of Art, Wicks, and N. Clybourne) which have historically been considered part of Shadow Hills.
2. The three (3) foothill communities (abutting the Verdugo Mountains, the Angeles National Forest and the Big Tujunga Wash) of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon must remain in one district, as they
currently are in CD7. All three rural communities have an equestrian heritage and agrarian lifestyles. All 3 communities are located in Mountain Fire districts and high fire zones. Over the years, these three communities
have developed fire protection and evacuation plans which have helped save human and animal lives and properties during our various wildfires (ie. La Tuna Canyon and Creek fires). During major floods of the Big
Tujunga Wash Lake View Terrace and Shadow Hills have worked together to provide shelter to flood victims and protect neighborhoods from flooding. There is a historical cooperation between these three communities
due to their common interests and goals. If they were to be separated into different communities, their unified voice and actions would be muted.
3. The Foothill District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) was specifically created to represent the equestrian and agrarian lifestyles of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon. If it is split up, as is shown on
Map K2.5, the FTDNC would no longer have a unified voice in its representation of these communities. It would become irrelevant. The Commission has stated that keeping Neighborhood Councils together one of their
goals.
Please heed my concerns as they are the concerns of ALL who live in this special community, regardless of the fact you may not receive correspondence from many of them. We are a passionate group, as you have
witnessed, and we will not be be dismissed in this important issue so that your own agenda’s can be furthered, with the detriment of our community being the sacrifice!
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,

10/15/2021 8:44:45 Bonnie

Shadow Hills Stonehurst CD7

Anna Serridge
Mark Serridge
9823 Wornom Avenue
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
818-983-9559
p.s. Map K2.5 is a terrible idea. Its boundaries tear the community of Shadow Hills into three different sections and this is UNACCEPTABLE! Shadow Hills needs to remain in its entirety in District 7 as it always has. Our
community, along with LVT, Sylmar, La Tuna Canyon & Arleta have specific equestrian needs and issues and need to stay together in order to maintain our way of life. This is a unique area in LA County and needs to
remain as such. The redistricting map of K2.5 would severely damage Shadow Hills' ability to serve our present community.
Please keep the natural border lines for the Shadow Hills community as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The Verdugo Mountains on the SOUTH.
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.

10/15/2021 8:47:17 Cris and her horse

CD7 Shadow Hills and Stonehurst

—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
Please keep the natural border lines for the CD7 Shadow Hills community as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The Verdugo Mountains on the SOUTH.
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
Please do not cut the City's Stonehurst HPOZ zone in half.
CD7 does not belong in district four with the Hollywood Hills; that makes no sense at all. CD7 is a rural community with completely different issues.

10/15/2021 8:56:32 Penny

CD7 Shadow Hills

1. Shadow Hills has distinct geographic, topographic and physical boundaries. The natural border lines for the Shadow Hills community, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The Verdugo Mountains on the SOUTH.
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has severed several streets in the Stonehurst area of Shadow Hills and placed these few streets in District 6. All these carved out streets
dead end into the landfills or the Big Tujunga Wash. In fact there is no other residential neighborhoods in any district besides CD7 that residents of these streets can walk to. This carve-out also physically chops up the
City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone and its Recreation Area, leaving our historic district in 2 different city council districts. REUNITE THESE STREETS WITH THE REST OF SHADOW HILLS
AND RETURN THEM TO CD7.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own neighborhood
council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.

10/15/2021 8:57:45 Paul Fruchbom

Los Feliz

10/15/2021 8:58:52 Deviations

Los Feliz, Oaks, Rowena Griffith, Glassell
Park

Thank you. Most sincerely,
-All the remaining horses of the City who live in and enjoy the Hansen Dam and Big Tujunga communities. WE ARE ONE!
It does not make sense to me that portions of East Los Feliz and Griffith Park are not included in the proposed district 13. The major entrances to the park to go to the Greek Theater, the Observatory, the Zoo, the golf
courses are all located in Los Feliz so I would think that our district would want some say in what happens in the park, particularly around traffic and park development. Our district has been fragmented in the past so I am
looking forward to seeing a more contiguous and unified district block on this map. I don't think we are there yet.
Preview of possible changes per requests on this form (my own analysis, not tied to the commission)
Uniting Los Feliz + Griffith in CD13
Uniting Glassell Park in CD13
If helpful for those communities to understand - https://districtr.org/plan/64525
CD13 Deviation of +8.20% (previously +2.70%)
CD2-4 Deviation of -3.20% (previously -1.10%)
CD1 Deviation of -8.90% (previously -3.90%)
Delta 17.1% (previously 6.60%) Exceeds 10% Commission Deviation Goal
*Note current upper limit is CD11 5.3%, lower limit CD7 -4.3%, Delta 9.0%
-ORUniting Los Feliz + Griffith in CD13
Uniting Glassell Park in CD1
If helpful for those communities to understand - https://districtr.org/plan/64527
CD13 Deviation of +1.00% (previously +2.70%)
CD2-4 Deviation of -3.20% (previously -1.10%)
CD1 Deviation of +3.27% (previously -3.90%)
Delta 6.47% (previously 6.60%)
-ORUniting Los Feliz + Griffith in CD2-4
Uniting Glassell Park in CD13
If helpful for those communities to understand - https://districtr.org/plan/64525
CD13 Deviation of +6.80% (previously +2.70%)
CD2-4 Deviation of +6.80% (previously -1.10%)
CD1 Deviation of -8.90% (previously -3.90%)
Delta 15.7% (previously 6.60%) Exceeds 10% Commission Deviation Goal
*Note current upper limit is CD11 5.3%, lower limit CD7 -4.3%, Delta 9.0%

10/15/2021 9:06:56 Sarah L

CD2 Noho Arts District/North Hollywood

10/15/2021 9:29:16 Guillermina

Wilmington

More options may be posted on Districtr for those communities in that area to review.
PLEASE KEEP Paul Krekorian for CD2 Noho Arts District. Do not redraw CD2 Lines. He has done so much for Noho Arts District like tiny homes, tree plantings, encouraging the arts and finally clearing encampments. We
can't afford to start over with someone who doesn't understand the needs of our area.
In my personal opinion the map should be kept as how it is because we are connected with the other communities.

10/15/2021 9:42:08 Christine Louise Mills

Elysian Valley, Cypress Park, Los Feliz,
Atwater, Glassell Park

I am writing to you as Founding Director of LA River Communities for Environmental Equity (LARCEE.org), a community organization working to improve public health in northeast Los Angeles via advocacy for clean air,
complete streets, pedestrian safety, and public transportation. For purposes of identification only, I am also a resident of Elysian Valley, and elected member of the Elysian Valley Neighborhood Council. I am writing to
share my interests and concerns regarding proposed map K2.5.

It is of primary importance that the Elysian Valley be contained in one City Council District and continuity of leadership along the LA Greenway shared path. As neighbors of the L.A. River, we already deal with multiple
governmental entities, from the Army Corp of Engineers to the Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority. Dividing authority for the area any further would make effective coordination with the City nearly
impossible.

I am pleased that the proposed map K2.5 contains both banks of the River along a stretch between the 110 Freeway (Arroyo Seco Parkway) and Fletcher Drive in a single district. relieved to see that the Metrolink Central
Maintenance Facility would fall within CD 13, as we deal with ongoing pollution problems of noise and air pollution from the CMF, and we are hopeful that with it being placed within the district boundary, our council might
be more effective in helping work toward solutions. However, I cannot see any reason for the intrusion of district “2-OR-4” between Fletcher Drive and Griffith Park.

10/15/2021 9:49:14 Pamela Garrett

Watts Community in CD 15

10/15/2021 10:04:36 Dominique Addison
10/15/2021 10:06:45 Very Upset at blatant have vs have
not district valley lines

Watts
the proposed cd2 or cd4

10/15/2021 10:08:49 Andrea

Shadow Hills - CD7

This is only possible because the map separates uninhabited Griffith Park from its historic association with Los Feliz. It makes even less sense when District 13 sends odd little tentacles into Glassell Park on one end and
the narrow strip of Hollywood west of La Brea on the other. This kind of transparent fiddling undermines public trust in the whole process and in government generally. By all means, keep Elysian Valley in one District, but
don't surround it with gerrymandering gimmicks.
I write today to comment on the revelation of Commissioner Denis Caga during the Oct 13th meeting. I was saddened to hear that he [and probably more] is only relying on the verbal comments and not giving
consideration to written testimony . That's too bad and apparent that a person who wants to be involved but works at the time of the meeting so they leave written comments isn't valued in this process nor people who are
just learning to navigate and figure out what is happening so they leave written testimony. As well I note there has been no discussion regarding the idea of moving the entire Watts Community into CD 9.
How will this affect the SPA areas and service areas?
Is the intent of redistricting to destroy the central SFV? b/c it sure seems like it w/your new district of Lake Balboa/Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda. Lake Balboa has NOTHING to do w/ canoga park. It has more to do
with van nuys or Encino than the western end of the valley. The closest medical services aren't in Canoga Park, they are Tarzana/encino or Northridge. If you want lake balboa to have representation the area the
boundaries for cd2/4 should be roscoe, 405, mulholland drive, tampa. Seriously, do any of your commission members live in the valley? Are interested in the various communities here or are you just trying to
gerrymander based on income?
1. Shadow Hills has distinct geographic, topographic and physical boundaries. The natural border lines for the Shadow Hills community, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The Verdugo Mountains on the SOUTH.
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has severed several streets in the Stonehurst area of Shadow Hills and placed these few streets in District 6. All these carved out streets
dead end into the landfills or the Big Tujunga Wash. In fact there is no other residential neighborhoods in any district besides CD7 that residents of these streets can walk to. This carve-out also physically chops up the
City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone and its Recreation Area, leaving our historic district in 2 different city council districts. REUNITE THESE STREETS WITH THE REST OF SHADOW HILLS
AND RETURN THEM TO CD7.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own neighborhood
council.

10/15/2021 10:12:00 Deviations

Los Feliz, Glassell Park

4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
Numbers in my previous comment contained errors. Honest mistake, first time using Districtr and calculating deviations.
Just trying to make sure the community is informed -- I think it is understood that we need to connect to Griffith, but need to be more specific about how. Agnostic about how it's done, as long as Los Felizians remain
stewards of the park and that Los Feliz is not separated.
United Los Feliz and united Glassell Park in CD13 does still exceed the 10% deviation, the rest I think do not.
Regarding THE K2.5 MAP redrawing map boundaries, North Valley Care Services is located at Rayen/Sepulveda, proposed to go into CD6 which is orange area. Please do not change this area to CD6. We need it to
stay in CD7 as we work with NVCS in our food pantry needs up here in Sunland Tujunga for the 180-200 we service weekly. Also our local non profit refers many to the Safe Parking which would be taken away. We
already suffer from services and need these to stay in CD7.

10/15/2021 10:41:20 Sandy Capps

Sunland Tujunga and North Hills

10/15/2021 10:45:18 Marlyn
10/15/2021 10:45:33 Sergio Florws
10/15/2021 10:46:09 Glassell Park
10/15/2021 10:47:53 Suzie Wilkinson
10/15/2021 10:50:17 Cathy Curtis
10/15/2021 10:50:59 Andrew Bush

Shadow Hills, California 91040
Glassell Park
Glassell Park
Glassell Park
Glassell Park
Glassell Park

Keep the foothill communities together.
Put Glassell Pk wholly in 1 (one) single district please.
Please put us wholly in a single Council District (CD)!!!
Please have Glassell Park in only one council district rather than three CD's.
Glassell Park should be in ONE council district. Our interests are best represented by a single council member.
I believe:
Glassell Park should be in a single council district.
* The interests of Glassell Park are best represented by a single Council Member.
* Glassell Park should be in a single district that includes other river-adjacent communities.

10/15/2021 10:56:48 Holly Lloyd
10/15/2021 10:57:14 JD Cullum
10/15/2021 10:58:09 Edan Lepucki
10/15/2021 10:58:33 Paula Russell

Glassell Park
Glassell Park
Glassell Park
Lake Hollywood Estates

Glassell Park should be in a single council district; The interests of Glassell Park are best represented by a single Council Member; Glassell Park should be in a single district that includes other river-adjacent communities.
I have no idea what to think of the map, and I see nowhere to go to participate in a discussion.
Please put all of Glassell Park in the same district with other neighborhoods that are next to the river.
It would be devastating to our community to not be park of Griffith Park and Los Feliz.

10/15/2021 11:00:49 Steven Baker

Melrose Avenue Neighborhood

Subject: Urgent: Please Move Melrose Area to CD5 Commissioners,
Though I did not write this letter, please understand that it addresses my beliefs and my firm desire to keep the Melrose neighborhood unified and within the CD5 boundaries.
My name is Steven Baker and I live in the Melrose Neighborhood, specifically on the 700 block of North Genesee Avenue. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent
meeting about the Melrose district’s placement. I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community. While I’m glad you
agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council District 5. Much of
your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It groups them
with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow: 1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who
have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely amongst stakeholders. The Mid-City West Neighborhood Council has one of the
highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an
additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does. 2. Combating the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous
community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not
only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an
additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall district. 3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the
Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this
process. Looking at the alarming spike of anti-Semitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic
Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum and so many other Jewish cultural institutions. 4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid-City
and very little in common with East L.A. As the city begins its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners and patrons want to have their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated
into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid- City. 5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed
above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in
CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village, Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose
area. Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
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Glassell Park
Glassell Park
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Glassell Park
Melrose Avenue Neighborhood

Thank you,
Steven Baker
North Genesee Avenue
90046
Glassell Park should be in a single council district because the interests of Glassell Park are best represented by a single Council Member.
I would just ask that you please put Glassell Park in ONE district. Having our neighborhood currently split into 3, with my home lumped in with a downtown district was terrible. I think our concerns would most align with the
neighborhoods in 1, but 13 would be okay too. Please help us out by putting the entire neighborhood in one district though, so we don't have to deal with multiple district admins to get things done here.
Glassell Park should be in a single district that includes other river-adjacent communities.
Subject: Urgent: Please Move Melrose Area to CD5
Commissioners,
My name is Paula Baker and I live in the Melrose Avenue NEIGHBORHOOD. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid-City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a liaison
between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. Combating the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business Improvement
District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy
programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread between two
council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of anti-Semitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid-City and very little in common with East L.A. As the city begins its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid- City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Paula Baker
735 North Genesee Ave.90046

10/15/2021 11:13:02 Lynne T. Jewell

N

In a world/country that has become so divisive and divided, why would the LA City Council Redistricting Commission propose to remove Waverly Heights and The Oaks AND Griffith Park from the workable, long-existing
Los Feliz community? For years, we have worked together and collaborated on solving neighborhood issues.
As a long-time Waverly Drive resident, I want to be in the same City Council and Neighborhood Council district as the rest of Los Feliz.
It truly takes a community to make things happen: John Marshall High School still stands thanks to volunteers who fought off the wrecking ball; Griffith Park has an improved fire protection water system thanks to
residents' efforts; Griffith Park became a Historic Cultural Monument thanks to local citizens championing the designation; Rowena Reservoir would be a big tank if it wasn't for neighbors working diligently with the DWP
for a decade.
This community cares and is willing to go the extra mile. Please reunite Los Feliz--put our sides back on--and give us back Griffith Park. Don't break up something that works.
Thank you for your consideration--and your own hard work.
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Skip Nicholson
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Joanne McCullough
Sarah Gudernatch Smith
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Glassel Park / Mt Washington
Shadow Hills
Glassell Park
The Valley - we live in Woodland Hills

CD5

Please don't split our neighborhood into separate districts
It is imperative to keep a community of like properties together!!!!
Glassell Park should be in a single council district
I am against map 2.5 because it creates a clear barrier between communities with high levels of income / mostly white communities and those with working class families / mostly communities of color. Your proposed map
strips several Valley communities (Reseda, Winnetka, Canoga Park, Lake Balboa) of their current assets, including the Sepulvida Basin and Balboa Park. You can improve this map by not redistricting or redistricting in a
way that is not racist/classist.
I am writing today in support of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district for many decades. The community is not monolithic by any means and is in fact comprised of a diverse group of ethnicities.
Please keep the historic Jewish communities together in Council District 5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic core of the Jewish community together in CD5. We strongly urge the commission to also support the needs of other communities of interests.
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Glassell Park
studio city
Glassell Park
Glassell Park
Glassell Park
Shadow Hills

Please keep Glassell Park in one district, and not in CD 13
keep studio city with valley communities, not hollywood
Northeast LA - Glassell Prk, Cypress Park, Highland Park, Eagle Rock - should be consolidated. We spend most of our time in our community - I avoid Hollywood like the plague.
Glassell Park should be in a single district that includes other neighborhoods near the river
Make Glassell Park in its own single council district. Not broken up into 3 different ones. It sets up innumerable difficulties in organizing and funding and legitimacy within the city council system.
October 15, 2021
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
My name is Tina Eick. I am the President of the Shadow Hills Property Owners Association, SHPOA, which is a volunteer group representing the community of Shadow Hills since 1964.
After attending the Redistricting meeting on October 13, it became quite clear that we need to be more specific in describing the areas which have been removed from the community of Shadow Hills and which must be
returned to the community of Shadow Hills - and CD7. The following streets have been severed from Shadow Hills and placed in CD6:
Currently Map K2.5 indicates that the west side of Stonehurst Ave. south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda, Hershey and the south side of the west ends of Art St. and N. Clybourne have been put
in CD6. This irrational and some say punitive decision comprises the removal of an approximate 69 residential equestrian-keeping homes out of the community of Shadow Hills and into the Industrial zoned areas of CD6.
Clearly, the Redistricting Commission must redraw the map to include these streets back into the community of Shadow Hills so that their common rural interests and equestrian lifestyles will be better protected and
preserved.
Currently Map K2.5 indicates that only the following streets will remain in CD7: The west side of Stonehurst Ave. from Art St. to Clybourne Ave., both sides of Stonehurst Ave. north of Clybourne Ave, Wealtha, Allegheny,
Dronefield, Fenway, Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the horse tunnel to Sheldon, the north side of McBroom from 10875
Wheatland Ave. back along McBroom going west to the horse tunnel, including the streets off Wheatland Ave. north of McBroom: Mahoney off of Wheatland, North Horse Creek Ave., Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W.
Meadow Ridge St., W Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Rd. and W. Shadow Hills Ave. The rest of Shadow Hills (which is the major portion of the Shadow Hills community) has been divided up and placed in either CD2
or CD4. How did this happen? There is not another community in Los Angeles with more common interests or lifestyles than in Shadow Hills. People move here to have chickens, rabbits, goats and horses - among other
animals. We are not wealthy; we are hard working “weekend farmers” who enjoy the rural atmosphere, unique to our community. Shadow Hills has existed for well over 70 years as an equestrian, agrarian community and
we, the residents, have recognized that we must continually persevere to promote and preserve our uniqueness - if we are to survive in the City of Los Angeles.
Additionally, it is critical that our community of Shadow Hills remain connected to our neighboring communities of La Tuna Canyon, LakeView Terrace and Sylmar. As we all share the same lifestyles, history and
community concerns regarding the preservation of horse keeping and fire protection, it would be a rational decision to keep these foothill communities together in CD7 to better advocate for these unique communities. The
Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) exists to represent these specific communities. If the communities are divided into different districts, the FTDNC would no longer be an effective representative with the City of
Los Angeles.
We urge you to reconsider Map K2.5 to redraw Shadow Hills to its former entire geographically compact community - as it is currently in CD7. And we also implore you to keep the entire foothill communities of La Tuna
Canyon, Shadow Hills, Lakeview Terrace and Sylmar united in CD7 to better protect and promote our very unique and common interests.
Finally, I am concerned that it appears that the Commission is now only considering input from the Web Feedback site. Please consider ALL the input from the citywide communities, including emails, letters, phone calls
and public testimony in your decision making process. To do otherwise would be an egregious mistake.
Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.
Tina Eick, SHPOA President
tinaeick@icloud.com
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Glasses Park
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Glassell Park
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Los Feliz, Silverlake, Griffith Park

Suggestions:
* Glassell Park should be in a single council district.
* The interests of Glassell Park are best represented by a single Council Member.
* Glassell Park should be in a single district that includes other river-adjacent communities.
Thanks for all your work on this. Glassell Park is challenged by the fact that it is presently split among three City Council districts. From experience, I recognize that each City Council member tries his best to represent the
neighborhood, but the elaborate districting currently in place makes it difficult to implement policy, and extremely difficult to communicate with and motivate residents. Placing Glassell Park into a single Council district
would unite the community and make it easier for government to address resident needs. I support the letter already filed by the Glassell Park Improvement Association on this matter.
Thank you very much for the opportunity to make a public comment. I'd like to register two points:
#1 The portion of Silver Lake now in CD4 or CD2 ought to be part of CD13. This area is a fundamental part of the neighborhoods included in the K2.5 drawing of CD13. The area in Silverlake in question does not belong
in the same CD as the neighborhoods in the Valley. It makes no sense. I suspect the design relates to gerrymandering based on relative influence of the current CD4 and CD13 council members.
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Los Feliz/Griffith Park
Glassell Park

10/15/2021 13:06:04 Debby Wolf

Shadow Hills

#2 Griffith Park belongs in the same CD as Los Feliz. The vast majority of the visitors to GP pass through Los Feliz. It makes sense that LF and GP are in the same CD. I suspect #1 above is a factor in the way the map
is drawn--and possibly the clout of the equestrian community that uses the valley side of the park as a point of entry.
Griffith Park should be with Los Feliz in CD13. It is ridiculous that it would not be when it is such an integral part of Los Feliz residents' lives and lifestyle. Please keep Griffith Park with Los Feliz!
I think Glassell Park would fair better as a community if it were a single district represented by one councilperson. Right now my council person represents very different types of communities in different parts of L.A. .It
would make more sense for Glassell Park to be one district which could also include other river-adjacent communities.
If the tenet of redistricting to to keep neighborhoods together, the current proposal is doing the opposite to shadow Hills. 3 adjacent areas of housekeeping/semi-rural and agricultural zoning are being split up along some
very arbitrary small streets and not natural geographical or larger streets that typically divide areas of collective interests/needs/issues. Please put ALL of shadow Hills back into CD7 along with the other equestrian areas.
Thank you for your attention in this matter.
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Los Feliz/Hollywood/Silverlake

I'm in support of K2.5, but please return our historic neighborhood of Los Feliz back into the cd13 district. Please return, the Oaks, Griffith Park, Waverly Heights, Los Feliz Hills back to Los Feliz. These have always been
together.
These areas also include our signature Los Feliz Official Los Angeles Cultural Monuments, such as: Griffith Park Observatory, the Greek Theater, LA Zoo, the Gene Autry Museum, the Merry-Go-Round, the Los Feliz
Adobe, and the Deodars LF BLVD HCM. This is essential for us to maintain our community, which is really a village. We are caretakers of the park, we need the resources to protect ourselves from fires threats of Griffith
Park.
I'm a native, third generation Angeleno and my family has been here in the Hollywood/Los Feliz area, as an early Jewish family, since 1910. Los Feliz is a rare, cultural jewel, in a beautiful historic hillside community. It's
one of the last walking districts in Los Angeles and we are a village. Our identity is tied in intimately, tied into all these areas. As a community, we work closely to protect the park and wildlife and have been doing so, for
over one hundred years. It's essential to keep our community together with these areas above.
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Shadow Hills, Lake View Terrace, CD7,
Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council
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Glassell Park
Los Feliz
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Melrose Area CD5

K2.5 map, clearly makes the most logical sense of any maps so far. Again, I kindly ask that you keep Los Feliz whole and not split it up. This means including Griffith Park, all of the Oaks and Whitley Heights area by the
rowena reservoir in District 13 under the K2.5 map. Please immediately forward this to Council for approval.
SHADOW HILLS is currently part of FOOTHILL TRAILS DISTRICT NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL and COUNCIL DISTRICT 7. Draft Map K2.5 removes SHADOW HILLS from CD7 and does not respect the boundaries of
the FOOTHILL TRAILS DISTRICT NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL, splitting our historic equestrian community in two. SHADOW HILLS and LAKE VIEW TERRACE work together as one of the oldest equestrian
communities in the City of Los Angeles. LAKE VIEW TERRACE borders HANSEN DAM HORSE TRAILS to the north and SHADOW HILLS borders HANSEN DAM HORSE TRAILS to the south. SHADOW HILLS AND
LAKE VIEW TERRACE share a long history of properties that are specially zoned for residential horse ownership property rights and have special access to the HANSEN DAM HORSE TRAILS. As a united Equestrian
Community, we work together to protect these horse trails and to keep them safe. In addition to LAKE VIEW TERRACE and SHADOW HILLS, CD7 also contains the equestrian communities of SYLMAR, SAN
FERNANDO, and LA TUNA CANYON. Neither CD2 or DC4 have any similarly unique shared interests as that of SHADOW HILLS, LAKE VIEW TERRACE and the other CD7 Equestrian Neighborhoods. We share the
major interests of one of the largest equestrian communities and are in a high fire area of the Angeles National Forest foothills demanding us to work together to evacuate horses and other farm animals only as an
equestrian community that are kept together in the same Council District can. Shearing off SHADOW HILLS from the rest of the residential equestrian horse communities located in CD7, including Lake View Terrace,
Sylmar, San Fernando, and La Tuna Canyon, divides the strong common community voice we currently have in the City of LA in support of retaining one of the last remaining historical horse owning communities in the
City of Los Angeles. Removing SHADOW HILLS from CD7 will throw that historical equestrian community into disarray leaving it at the MERCY of developers frothing at the mouth to take over the larege horse properties
of SHADOW HILLS and will end this last strong hold of equestrian / horse property owners. Don’t break up the last vestige of historic horse communities in the City of LA. Thank you.
I think Thank CD 1 is too large. I would prefer to be part of CD 13 or 14.
The redistricting proposal splits the Valley Glen community between three different council districts. This is unacceptable. Revisions to the plan need to be made so that Valley Glen can maintain it's relationship to the city
as a whole, cogent neighborhood.
Definitely want CD7 to remain intact. Shadow Hills is a unique community. With it's own property owner's association. It's rural. Been here since 1975.
I do not like this map. I oppose it! It separates us from our neighbors by wealth. This is segregation. We are not the 1960s south. Stop behaving like it.
Please keep Glassell Park within one single council district.
I am reviewing the updated map posted at https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-K-2.5-Amendment-1.html. I live at 3620 Amesbury Rd. In this new map you are literally splitting our neighborhood
in half and creating an island that is no longer included in the district. One side of the street is within the Los Feliz district (district 13) and the other side of the street, where I live, is in a different district with the closest
neighborhood being Hollywood Hills. Please do not do this! Our neighborhood should not be split across 2 districts. Also, the part of the neighborhood that I live in should not be discontiguous from the rest of the district
(i.e. separated by Griffith Park from the entire rest of the residential portions of the district). I think this will lead to our small sliver of the neighborhood being disenfranchised and underrepresented.
Hello Commissioners,
I write to you today as a member of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. We are one of the largest Neighborhood Council’s in Los Angeles and thanks to the hard work we do to better our community, we have one of
the highest voter turn outs.
That work would be severely undermined if you were to split us across two City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out more of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and share little in common with.
We have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid City West is districted under a singular council office. Please respect this request, and the countless testimony given to us by stakeholders,
and reunite the Melrose District with the rest of Mid City West under Council District 5.
Feel free to reach out to me if you need further clarity or have any questions.
Thank you,
Andrea Guttag
Chair Outreach and Civic Engagement

10/15/2021 13:53:19 Andrea Jane Guttag

Mid City Melrose Area

My name is Andrea Guttag and I live in the Beverly Grove region of LA. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a liaison
between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate,
and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread
between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
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glassell park
North Hills West

Thank you,
Andrea Guttag
6200 Block 5th Street
90048
Glassell Park should be in a single district that includes other river-adjacent communities.
I do not want to have our Boundries altered. We have a unique horsekeeping, etc. Area
I am a Miracle Mile resident and I support redistricting Plan K2.5, BUT I urge you to keep the Miracle Mile neighborhood entirely under ONE city council district. I urge you to include east of Cochran to La Brea and south of
Olympic to San Vicente in Map K2.5. Miracle Mile is ONE neighborhood and we need ONE city council district to represent us all. Please do not divide the Miracle Mile! Thank you!"
The interests of Glassell Park are best represented by a single Council Member.
Right now our neighborhood is split up in 3 and lumped in together with geographically and culturally different neighborhoods. NELA has grown into a distinct area and with it Glassell Park in particular. As we evolve into a
distinct neighborhood, we would particularly benefit from being represented by one council district member that understands the needs of the neighborhood and has a vision for what we can become.
keep glassell park in one district as well as eagle rock, highland park, cypress park, it is all NELA
I find 2.5 PERFECTLY ACCEPTABLE. My neighborhood stays within my current and preferred district 12, and a major reason why I bought my home in this area in the first place. The draft map which I do NOT agree with
is E-H, which would move us to district 7. A major reason I purchased my home within this area is to be within district 12, and am absolutely against moving to 7. Thank you.

10/15/2021 14:37:00 Ann Masterson

Shadow Hills

Greetings,
My name is Ann Masterson and I am a proud and VERY CONCERNED Shadow Hills resident. I’ve been living at 9906 Wornom Ave. 91040 for the past 21 years. I am deeply committed to the health of our community- on
ALL levels. The redistricting plans you are proposing are clearly not in consideration of, nor for the benefit of, our unique equestrian community. We have special needs that other parts of the City of Los Angeles does
NOT have and breaking up our district will negatively impact our community as a whole. Our community thrives BECAUSE of the unity of how we coalesce and utilize the resources we have which are unique to our
environment. THIS UNITY IS NOT BEING RESPECTED BY ANYONE WHO IS PROPOSING IT BE DIVIDED!
The K2.5 Map will break my community apart and place it into three different City Council districts, even though a stated goal of the Commission was to keep neighborhoods together. It has also been ripped away from
other equestrian neighborhoods in our current district - communities that we work with to help solve our similar problems. Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon would like to stay in CD7.
1. Shadow Hills has distinct geographic, topographic and physical boundaries. The natural border lines for the Shadow Hills community, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The Verdugo Mountains on the SOUTH.
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map K2.5 has severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills: The west side of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both sides of
Stonehurst north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the tunnel to
Sheldon, the north side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of Wheatland and Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel, including the streets off Wheatland north of McBroom:
Mahoney off of Wheatland, North Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W. Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow Hills Ave. The new lines in Shadow Hills would
also physically chop up the City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone and its Recreation Area -leaving our historic district in 2 different districts. This shows a basic lack of understanding of our
community elements. This carve-out also physically chopped up the City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone and its Recreation Area, leaving our historic district in 2 different city council districts.
REUNITE THE REST OF SHADOW HILLS WITH THESE STREETS AND RETURN THEM TO CD7.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst Ave. south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda,
Hershey, and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5 map has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6. All of these carved out streets dead end into the landfills or the Big Tujunga
Wash. In fact there is no other residential neighborhoods in any district besides CD7 that residents of these streets can walk to. The one road (western end of Sunland Blvd) connecting these streets to the parts of Sun
Valley in CD 6 is a steep curved road, with hills on either side and no sidewalks or even shoulders to walk on. This carve-out also physically chops up the City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone
and its Recreation Area, leaving our historic district in 2 different city council districts. REUNITE THESE STREETS WITH THE REST OF SHADOW HILLS AND RETURN THEM TO CD7.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow Hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up. The people living on the cut away streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
PLEASE REUNITE ALL OF SHADOW HILLS AND RETURN IT AND LA TUNA CANYON TO CD7.
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Melrose District
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Valley Glen, San Fernando Valley
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Melrose, Mid City West, Fairfax

Melrose District Belongs in CD5. Unifying the area along Melrose under one Council District is the right decision. However, the Melrose district should also be unified with the rest of its community of interest, which is the
Fairfax area, Hancock Park, Carthay, Park La Brea, Beverly Grove and its other surrounding neighborhoods.
Please move the Melrose district back into CD5 where it belongs and stop trying to pry it off into the completely dissimilar CD13.
I endorse the border suggestions made by the Greater Valley Glen Council, dated 10/14/21. They seem like very reasonable, common sensical borders. I do reside in the Valley Glen neighborhood that would be affected
by the redrawn maps and urgently request that you adjust the border accordingly.
I am a member and Committee Chair of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. We are one of the largest NCs in the City. Thanks to the hard work we do to better our community, we have some of the highest voter
turnout.
That work would be severely undermined if you were to split us across two City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out more of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and share little in common with.
We have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid City West be placed under a singular council office. The current map is so close to doing so! Please respect this request, and the countless
testimony given to us by stakeholders, and reunite the Melrose District with the rest of Mid City West under Council District 5.

10/15/2021 14:52:31 Clara Solis

Highland Park

Thank you,
Valerie Washburn
Chair, Economic Development Committee
Mid-City West Neighborhood Council
Map K2.5 unfairly divides Highland Park. Almost every resident who spoke from Highland Park requested to remain in CD 14. They do not want to be in CD 1. Residents in the CD 14 part of Highland Park wanted to
remain with El Sereno and Boyle Heights. The Region 2 document that created a narrative that there was an overwhelming desire and history that mandated that Lincoln Heights, El Sereno and Boyle Heights should be
together was based on the testimony of a few staff and members of Inner City Struggle (ISS) whereas the overwhelming Community of Interest statements submitted by Boyle Heights residents expressed a desire for the
boundaries to remain the same. They did not make the request the ISS staff and members made that Lincoln Heights be included. I have no objection to Lincoln Heights be included in CD 14 if Highland Park is not
excluded from CD 14. In fact some El Sereno and Ramona Gardens requested specifically that they be together with Highland Park. While the East LA Blow-outs were a significant part of Chicano history, it is not the
only history. Highland Park residents contributed to that history as well and were involved in the Chicano Moratorium, the United Farm Workers struggle, advocating for civil and voting rights through MALDEF and through
art creating murals, newletters like Chisme Art. Chisme Arte advocated that Chicana rights be considered along with the quest for civil rights. This year two Cultural Historic Monuments dedicated to the history of the
Chicano Movement were designated in Highland Park, Centro de Arte Publico and Mechicano Art. The impacts to Highland Park from Map K2.5 will be severe, 25 % of the population will have a council member who they
didn't vote for. I'm sorry but Gil Cedillo is not popular in Highland Park. I personally know only one person who thinks he is a good council member. All of the Latinx people I know think he's a vendido (sell-out) in
developer's pockets. The other 25 percent who will remain in CD 14 will have no political influence with their council member. This map relegates them to insignificance. Further, they will lose their major business
corridor on York. Many residents have supported these businesses, now they will be in another CD. We will be left with only 41 businesses. I counted them. And some of these remaining businesses suffered during the
pandemic. The businesses left in the CD 14 portion of Highland Par will be including 1 paycheck loan business, 3 coin laundries, 1 recycling center, 6 auto repair, 1 used auto, 2 gas stations, 1 auto part store, 6
restaurants, 3 small markets, 1 pharmacy, 1 discount store, 2 miscellaneous repair shops, 1 alteration shop, 1 flower shop, 4 barber shop/hair salon, 2 chiropractors, 1 realtor, 1 shoe store,1 sporting goods and other
miscellaneous businesses. I will submit more later.

10/15/2021 15:08:57 Taylor Holland

Mid City West

Hello Commissioners,
I write to you today as a member of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. We are one of the largest Neighborhood Council’s in Los Angeles and thanks to the hard work we do to better our community, we have one of
the highest voter turnouts.
That work would be severely undermined if you were to split us across two City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out more of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and share little in common with. The important work our neighborhood council does will be severely undermined if we have yet another council district to
coordinate with.
As the Chair of the neighborhood council's Social and Racial Equity Committee, I am extremely concerned about the impact the proposed map will have on our historic Jewish community. The map divides the Jewish
community. In addition, the small portion of the Jewish community that are included within the proposed CD 13 boundaries will be separated from where important cultural resources, including the Federation, are located.
This puts our Jewish community in a position where that small group of people will feel disenfranchised and unheard because they make up such a small portion of the proposed district 13. Given the recent spike in
appalling antisemitism in Los Angeles, including another vehicular manslaughter attempt in our neighborhood council area at Fairfax Synagogue a few weeks ago during the High Holidays, it is now more important than
ever that the Jewish community feels like we have a strong ally on City Council who is willing to take action on our behalf. Years of relationship building with Council District 5 are at stake.
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Glassell Park
Glassell Park
Beverly Grove

As a neighborhood council, we have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid City West is districted under a singular council office. Please respect this request, and the countless testimony
given to us by stakeholders, and reunite the Melrose District with the rest of Mid City West under Council District 5.
On behalf of many Los Feliz residents, we respectfully urge you to reconsider this new map as it separates a critical portion of the Los Feliz neighborhood from the rest of Griffith Park. The Los Feliz neighborhood should
absolutely not be split as it will weaken our voice as a community and can impact residents for years to come. For the residents, and for the youth and children that rely on access to green space and the safety and
security we have built as one community, please do not move forward with Map Plan K2.5.
The interests of Glassell Park are best represented by a single Council Member
Glassell Park should have its own representation
Commissioners,
My name is Taylor Holland and I live in the Beverly Grove neighborhood. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It groups
them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a liaison
between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does. The
Neighborhood Council has spent years building support in CD 5 for the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway - which is going to be installed along Rosewood Ave. We have won a multi million dollar grant, and new
signals and other things to calm traffic and make Rosewood more friendly to people on bikes and scooters that are scheduled to go into the ground. If Rosewood is now a CD5/CD13 border, we will need to start
community outreach over and also possibly have the project killed completely by a potentially unsupportive and unknown Councilmember to our area.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate,
and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread
between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city begins its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
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Glassell Park CD 1
Pacoima-San Fernando Valley
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Glassell Park
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North Hollywood-San Fernando Valley

10/15/2021 16:20:02 Cristina Perez

Pacoima-San Fernando Valley

10/15/2021 16:25:46 chinyla

Sherman Oaks

10/15/2021 16:28:57 Yudy Mena

Pacoima-San Fernando Valley

Please do not separate Griffith Park from CD4. It makes the most sense sense for that area to remain in our district. It's the consensus of the citizen's of our neighborhood, so please respect the majority's wishes.
I have live in Sun Valley for 35 years. I am currently a community activist in my community with in Pacoima Beautiful. I disagree with the Map K2.5. I will like to have Sun Valley remain part of the San Fernando Valley
because I consider my self part of San Fernando Valley and need representation that understand my needs.
I have live in the San Fernando Valley since 1973. My children and grandchildren live here too. I am an activists with Pacoima Beautiful for many years. I disagree with the proposed map K2.5. In the San Fernando Valley
we are a united community that deserves to stay together as we have for many years. We need representation that understands our community needs. We ask that you reconsider the changes in the map that will take
Sun Valley and Norh Hollywood out of the San Fernando Valley.
I have lived in Arleta for that last 40 years. I am currently retired. I am also a activist with Pacoima Beautiful for the last 5 years. I am in disagreement with Map K2.5. We are a strong community in the San Fernando Valley
and don't agree with splitting off my community members from Sun Valley and North Hollywood from the San Fernando Valley. I ask that you consider remaining the San Fernando Valley as is. Thank you.
IT'S GREAT BUT PLEASE MAKE LOS FELIZ WHOLE AND INCLUDE THE PARK ALL IN CD13
I SUPPORT BUT PLEASE PUT ALL OF LOS FELIZ AND GRIFFITH PARK TOGETHER IN CD13
I have lived in the San Fernando Valley for that last 30 years. My family and I have been part of this community for a very long time. I am an activist from Pacoima Beautiful for the last 12 years. I am in disagreement with
Map K2.5. We need to keep Sun Valley and North Hollywood in the San Fernando Valley as they are a valuable asset to our community. In the San Fernando Valley we all work together and wish to stay together.
Keep Glassell Park CD 1 separate!
I have been in the San Fernando Valley my entire life. I am a mother and activist from Pacoima Beautiful for the last 4 years. I don't agree with Map K2.5. Please think about the people that have live in Sun Valley and
North Hollywood for many years. They deserve to remain part our San Fernando Valley. Also they deserve to be represent my representatives that understand their needs. Thank You.
Glassell Park should be in a single district that includes other river-adjacent communities and represented by a single council member.
I have lived in the San Fernando Valley for more than 30 years. I am also an activist with Pacoima Beautiful for that last 5 years. I am in disagreement in Map K2.5. I will like to keep the San Fernando Valley united as is.
We are a community that works together. That is used to helping each other. Please reconsider removing Sun Valley and North Hollywood out of San Fernando Valley.
I have live in the San Fernando Valley for that last 15 years. I am a mother and activist of Pacoima Beautiful for the last 3 years. I am in disagreement with map k2.5. We need Sun Valley and North Hollywood to remain
part of the San Fernando Valley for t hey are a big asset to our community. We are a community of like minded individuals that need representation that understand our needs. Thank You.
The approved Draft Map K2.5 makes more sense than any I've seen in decades for Sherman Oaks. We need to be grouped with those of similar interests. Does tying us to Koreatown, or the previous flag seem rational
to anyone? They strike me as the definitions of redlining. Please keep Sherman Oaks intact and exclusively within the Valley.
Thank you,
Respectfully,
chinyla
I have lived in the San Fernando Valley for the 18 years. I am a mother and wife and activist with Pacoima Beautiful for the last 3 years. I am in disagreement with map K2.5. In the San Fernando needs to remain together
and we need the Sun Valley and North Hollywood to remain part of the Valley. We need the revenue that this communities create. We want to keep the San Fernando Valley as is. Thank you.
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Pacoima-San Fernando Valley
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Los Feliz
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Los Feliz
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Shadow Hills

I have lived in the San Fernando Valley for the past 18 years. I am father and hard worker that likes to keep active in my community. I been part of Pacoima Beautiful for the past 3 years. I am disagreement with map k2.5.
We don't agree with having Sun Valley and North Hollywood community be taken out of the San Fernando Valley. I just don't see how this could benefit the San Fernando Valley. This communities are an asset to the
Valley. Please keep the San Fernando Valley as is.
As a long-time resident of Los Feliz, I'm in favor of Map K2.5 with one exception. The inclusion of Griffith Park with the Los Feliz community is essential. The Los Feliz community has been the park advocate/steward for
generations. It's inclusion has no affect on demographics as there are no residents of Griffith Park. KEEP GRIFFITH PARK IN THE SAME DISTRICT AS LOS FELIZ.
The map can be improved by keeping Los Feliz whole with Griffith Park in CD13. We need the Oaks, Griffith Park, Los Feliz Hills, the rest of Los Feliz Blvd. between Hillhurst and RIverside, and Waverly Heights, back to
make Los Feliz whole again
The K2.5 Map will break my community apart and place it into three different City Council districts, even though a stated goal of the Commission was to keep neighborhoods together. It has also been ripped away from
other equestrian neighborhoods in our current district - communities that we work with to help solve our similar problems. Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon would like to stay in CD7.
1. Shadow Hills has distinct geographic, topographic and physical boundaries. The natural border lines for the Shadow Hills community, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The Verdugo Mountains on the SOUTH.
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow Hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up. The people living on the cut away streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
PLEASE REUNITE ALL OF SHADOW HILLS AND RETURN IT AND LA TUNA CANYON TO CD7.
THANK YOU!!
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CD4

small sections at the east end of Los Feliz and the north end of Silver Lake are now put in District 2-or-4. They are weirdly removed from the rest of the residential areas of District 2-or-4 with Griffith Park between them.
Not only that, but the east part of Los Feliz is often seen as the beginning of Los Feliz neighborhood welcomed by the Mulholland Fountain. Moving the fountain into District 2-or-4 destroys an historic Los Feliz
neighborhood.
What happened to Nithya Raman's district?
I don't see any issues with the K2.5 map. Shadow Hills should remain as part of the 2 or 4 because even in the past the neighborhood councils were in different districts. Sunland Tujunga has more in common with
Pacoima and Mission Hills. Please keep the map as is for Council District 7 as is. Finally we have a map that reflects our community and stakeholders.
Glassell Park has suffered by being split into 3 City Council districts. We want Glassell Park to be in one district so that our needs will be heard.
RA-K requires a councilman that understands equine and issues of rural Nieghbor breaking it up to separate sections connection to a central support of this special community .The community support would be greater to
that councilman that address this issue
In Map K2.5, Hollywood is properly kept together with Los Feliz and Silver Lake, which keep the heart of Los Angeles' LGBTQ+ community together. The City and County of Los Angeles is home to an expansive and
culturally intersectional LGBTQ+ community that is connected through a rich history of LGBTQ+ civic activism dating back to the 1967 Black Cat Riot, which erupted in response to police brutality experienced by LGBTQ+
people – marking one of the first LGBTQ+ demonstrations in the United States. This solidarity and sense of belonging among Los Angeles LGBTQ+ residents continue to this day with several LGBTQ+ businesses and
community spaces thriving in neighborhoods from Silver Lake and Los Feliz to Hollywood. With this history and solidarity, the LGBTQ+ community of interest in Los Angeles has actively organized around LGBTQ+
candidates of choice and made history for the LGBTQ+ community in the city, county and state. It is paramount that the LGBTQ+ community be kept together as it is with Map K2.5.
The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need Diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4!
Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This draft map is a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman of Color from office.
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Neighborhoods surrounding Griffith Park and
other major tourist destinations.

Don't wipe out the current District 4.
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need diversity of race,
income, and more renter/tenant representation in CD4! I like the diversity represented in CD4 and CD13 in this community produced map: https://districtr.org/plan/52876 If things continue according to Map K2.5, it appears
to be a direct attempt to disenfranchise Nithya Raman and her district and remove a woman of color from office -- a woman who won the most votes for LA CITY Council in its history.
As a 20+ year resident of 11520 Orcas Ave. in Lake View Terrace, I believe this map represents my communities of interest the best. We have more in common with pacoima, sylmar, north hills, and mission hills. As part
of an immigrant community, we do not share the same issues and concerns or ideologies as the communities of Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon. We believe that North Hills should stay connected to the Council District
7 because of the services providers there that provide critical support to the 7th district. I have also heard and read comments that the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood council wants to stay in a single council district,
however when they were formed they were split between what was then CD2 and CD7, so this is not an unreasonable split moving forward in my humble opinion. Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon were historically split
between two districts.
Please don't include Beverly Blvd in Koreatown as the shop keepers are Latino (as am I). We do not want to be pushed into Koreatown when all the residents and workers north of 3rd street are Latino not Korean - this is
east of Normandy to Vermont. This area is not Korean- our neighbors are Latino. And dividing Beverly to push the Latino community into CD10 to include it in Koreatown ignores the real residents of the area. This is
imperative. This area has more in common with the vendors at the Metro and LACC which is only a few blocks north.
The map could be improved by restoring Los Feliz to the Franklin boundary within the same CD as the rest of the hillside communities including Lake Hollywood Estates. We have been working together to address
solutions related to tourism, safety, wildfire mitigation etc. It has come to my attention that there was a proposal to put the Hwood sign in a separate district from Lake Hollywood Estates. Along with Hollywoodland we have
worked with CD4 past and present to ensure the safety of residents and visitors. Dividing us diminishes our voice and increases risks all around. We bear the brunt of the vehicle traffic, litter, fire risk, (cigarette butts and
fireworks). Separating the impact and responsibility from the accountability would be unthinkable for our communities.
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Melrose Area - CD5

Dear Commissioners,
My name is Isack Fadlon and I am a longtime stakeholder in the Melrose area. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a liaison
between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate,
and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread
between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Isack Fadlon
7700, 7300 & 7100 blocks of Melrose Avenue
90046
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Los Feliz
I want to keep Los Feliz whole In map K2.5 in the new Cd13 district- please add back in
The Oaks
Griffith Park
Los Feliz Hills
Waverly Heights
LF Blvd
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CD5 - Melrose Area

Dear Commissioners,
My name is Carmela Fadlon and I am a longtime resident in the Melrose area. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a liaison
between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate,
and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread
between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Carmela Fadlon
700 block of Curson Avenue (Melrose)
90046

10/15/2021 19:03:18 Lourdes Ramirez

CD3/Canoga park

10/15/2021 19:10:35 Mario Milch

Los Feliz

10/15/2021 19:11:43 Michael LeGrande

Los Feliz

10/15/2021 19:16:03 Vianey Moreno

CD2 and CD6

I do not like the map. I like my current representative and I believe the new map is a bit segregationist. Diverse neighborhoods thrive, and it seems to me the map is being redrawn to lump communities that are wealthier
together and push out those that are not. This would mean the new district would have a harder time deciding where funds would be allocated. There is no good reason to split up this district other than a modern form of
redlining. Please leave it as is.
Please include Griffith Park, the Oaks, Los Feliz Hills, and Waverly Heights into the proposed District 13. There is no reasonable reason why they would not be included into one district. Particularly Griffith Park has been
connected to Los Feliz in a councilmanic district and there is no reason it should not continue to be connected to the adjoining community
It is a mistake to remove Griffith Park from Los Feliz and separate our neighborhood from what is essentially our back yard. I live below Los Feliz Blvd and Griffith Park is what I see when i walk out my door every morning.
It is our only green space. To give this space which has been in our district for decades does not make sense. What community has a greater interest in the protection and/or improvement of Griffith Park than the people
who are it’s direct neighbors.
My name is Vianey, and I’m a resident of San Fernando and a member of Pacoima Beautiful.
Communities such as North Hollywood and Sun Valley are at the front lines of climate change and according to the Cal Enviro screen, they have some of the worst air quality in the state. In this area, there is a low tree
canopy and a lack of green spaces. There is also a lack of basic infrastructures such as sidewalks and storm drains. This is why as map K2.5 is considered we need to ensure districts protect people of color & increase
funding for our community so we can advance equity and justice by not merging them with other more affluent communities that could dilute representation for minority groups.
In closing, I want to thank fellow community members for attending today’s meeting and thank you, members, of the LA redistricting commission, for your time. Let’s make sure we adopt a fair map that keeps our
community together.

10/15/2021 19:20:58 Joey Anne Pangilinan

North Hollywood and Sun Valley

I’m a resident of Pacoima and a member of Pacoima Beautiful. I understand what it means to live in a community with very few resources.
Communities such as North Hollywood and Sun Valley are at the front lines of climate change and is noted to have some of the worst air quality in the state. In this area, there is a low tree canopy and a lack of green
spaces. There is a lack of basic infrastructures such as sidewalks and storm drains. This is why as map K2.5 is considered we need to ensure districts protect the people over profits and increase resources for
communities of color. Community development looks like increasing funding and strengthening the already existing assets within a community. However, byy merging our existing community with a more affluent
community does not lead to community development but instead dilutes representation for minority groups.

10/15/2021 19:22:04 Judith Wilkins

Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Atwater Village, East
Hollywood, The Oaks and the Hollywood
Grove HPOZ, and the eastern Los Feliz Hills
north of Los Feliz Blvd.

I thank the Commission for adjusting Map K2.5 to keep Los Feliz, Silverlake, Atwater Village, and East Hollywood together within Council District 13. It is vitally important to the residents of Los Feliz that the entire Los
Feliz area above and below Los Feliz Blvd., The Oaks, and the East Los Feliz Hills be kept intact as it has been for over 200 years.
We request the area known as The Oaks, bordered on the west by Canyon Drive and on the north by Griffith Park and currently part of the Los Feliz District, be incorporated into CD 13. In addition, the East Los Feliz Hills
above Los Feliz Blvd and bordered by Interstate 5 must also remain part of the Los Feliz District.
I believe the Commission is aware the Los Feliz residents consider Griffith Park to be part of their heritage as the area represents the 1800 Los Feliz land-grant and subsequent incorporation into the City of Los Angeles in
1910. With this in mind, the Los Feliz District must be kept together with Griffith Park not only for historical but a practical reasons.
Los Feliz shares the longest residential border with Griffith Park. The streets in and out of the park's most popular venues are in Los Feliz. As a result, any resolutions made through the Council Office concerning Griffith
Park directly impact the Los Feliz residents so our well-being demands a role in these decisions.
I have lived in Los Feliz for over 47 years and within 2 blocks of the Commonwealth Ave. entrance to Griffith Park for the last 24 years. I am directly impacted as Commonwealth is currently used by the LA City Shuttle
Service transporting visitors 24/7 to and from the park from offsite parking.
Griffith Park is not only the central focus of our neighborhood association, but we consider it our responsibility to safeguard the Park's future for the benefit of every Angeleno and visitors from all over the world as we have
for the past 220 years. There is no reason to sever this relationship and we will strongly oppose any effort to do so.
We appreciate the Commission's grouping Los Feliz in the new Council District 13 because it forms a compact district with our neighbors including Silver Lake, Atwater Village and East Hollywood. In addition to the
Commission's goal of basing redistricting on data and not to advantage or disadvantage particular elected officials, we encourage it not to make changes based solely on keeping a council member's home linked to their
new district.

10/15/2021 20:00:48 Ilka Erren Pardinas
10/15/2021 20:02:01 Diana Lannes
10/15/2021 20:14:06 Peter Horton

Glassell Park
Glassell Park
Los Feliz

10/15/2021 20:21:04 Desireh Sedaghat
10/15/2021 20:26:57 Hera Tchakalian

Los Feliz
Shadow HIlls

10/15/2021 20:29:16 Anzhela Martinian

Shadow Hills North Hollywood

10/15/2021 20:32:06 Gagik Tsaturyan

North Hollywood

10/15/2021 20:35:04 Nolan Jonson

North Hollywood all of Los Angeles

10/15/2021 20:45:47 Armen Aloyan

Los Angeles Armenia

10/15/2021 20:48:07 Allegra Padilla
10/15/2021 20:48:33 David Depinto

Chinatown
Shadow Hills

10/15/2021 21:00:33 Ryan Wells
10/15/2021 21:11:56 Maria Yocum

Shadow Hills
Canoga Park

10/15/2021 21:15:53 Jennifer Monsalvez
10/15/2021 21:16:20 Juan Monsalvez
10/15/2021 21:20:26 Brett Cody Rogers
10/15/2021 22:32:27 Jacqy Gamble

Los Feliz
Los Feliz
Los Feliz
Shadow Hills, Lakeview Terrace and LaTuna
canyon

Thank you for your consideration and we look forward to the successful elimination of gerrymandered districts.
Glassell Park should be in a single district that includes other river-adjacent communities.
Glassell Park needs to be one district, and we are excited to have Mitch O Farrell to be our council member
The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need Diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4!
Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This draft map is a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman of Color from office.
Make CD5 the bridge to the valley!
Do more outreach to low-income communities, especially communities of color!
We like the diversity represented in CD4 and CD13 in this community produced map https://districtr.org/plan/52876
Map is great. It makes much more sense for us to be in the same district as Atwater Village, silver Lake and Hollywood in CD13. Please keep Griffith Park with Los Feliz though.
As a resident of Sunland-Tujunga, I believe map k2.5 best represents my communities of interest. As a resident of Tujunga neighborhood, we have more in common with Pacoima, Sylmar, north hills, and mission hills. As
a growing immigrant community, we do not share the same issues and concerns or ideologies as the more rural and equestrian communities of Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon.
As a resident of Sunland, I believe this map represents my communities of interest the best. As a resident of Sunland neighborhood, we have more in common with pacoima, sylmar, north hills, and mission hills. As part of
an immigrant community, we do not share the same issues and concerns or ideologies as the communities of Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon. We believe that North Hills should stay connected to the Council District 7
because of the services providers there that provide critical support to the 7th district. I have also heard and read comments that the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood council wants to stay in once council district,
however when they were formed they were split between then CD2 and CD7, so this is not an unreasonable split. Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon were historically split between two districts.
We are okay with the map with my whole family. We will never vote for Paul Krekorian ever again and are willing to take chances with any other councilmember. Karo is telling everyone that Armenians were left out of the
conversation, but if they cared enough they would have reached out to the Armenian people in Los Angeles to get us involved. They don't care until their political position is effected. Paul can't be councilmember if he
can't LIE to the Armenian people.
I have a business in North Hollywood and Paul Krekorian voted to put us out of business. All the Hookah Lounges would be out of business if Paul Krekorian can have it his way. He doesn't care about the Armenian
people or businesses. He just want to remain in his position so he can make money hand over fist. Please get me out of his Councildistrict. Move him to area of the City.
I want to see Little Armenian be part of the Armenian Councilmember city. Keep Armenian people together. Draw line from Hollywood Blvd. and give to North Hollywood. You can't divide Armenian people we are already
less. Don't give to everybody but Armenia. Armenians are everywhere in Los Angeles. Every hole you will find Armenain, but not real Armenian. Only fake Armenian like Armenian Councilmember
Keep Chinatown unified as one
Please keep Shadow Hills under Mr. Paul Krekorian. We don't want to be part of CD7. I was President of Shadow Hills Home Owners Association for 8 years and supported Karo Torrossian. We are Republicans with
nothing in common with Pacioma and Sylmar.
Keep this map please. We don't want to be part of the CD7 anymore. Please keep us part of CD2.
I don't see how the proposed new council district benefits the Canoga Park neighborhood in any such way. If anything, I see how it would lead to the further degradation of the area, which I find completely unjustified given
the turmoil and hardship the Canoga Park community has just experienced, and continues to experience in this pandemic. Furthermore, the proposed map just furthers segregation in the West SF Valley and screams out
the whole concept of White Flight.
I am in support of K2.5. Nonetheless, keep Los Feliz whole but add in the Oaks, Griffith Park, Los Feliz Hills, and Waverly Heights.
I am in support of K2.5. Nonetheless, keep Los Feliz whole but add in the Oaks, Griffith Park, Los Feliz Hills, and Waverly Heights.
Thank you very much for all your hard work. I’m in support of K2.5. However please add back in Griffith Park, The Oaks, Los Feliz Hills, and Waverly Heights.
Shadow Hills has distinct geographic, topographic and physical boundaries. The natural border lines for the Shadow Hills community, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The Verdugo Mountains on the SOUTH.
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has severed several streets in the Stonehurst area of Shadow Hills and placed these few streets in District 6. All these carved out streets
dead end into the landfills or the Big Tujunga Wash. In fact there is no other residential neighborhoods in any district besides CD7 that residents of these streets can walk to. This carve-out also physically chops up the
City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone and its Recreation Area, leaving our historic district in 2 different city council districts. REUNITE THESE STREETS WITH THE REST OF SHADOW HILLS
AND RETURN THEM TO CD7.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own neighborhood
council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. Please keep the Hansen Dam Recreational area and the surrounding neighborhoods in the CD7 District. We share similar life styles and act together as one on animal keeping zoning requirements an wild fire
prevention issues.
These three communities can be united in CD7 and still fall within the population quota for a council district

10/15/2021 22:44:41 Susan Stedman

Shadow Hills
Dear Councilmembers:
My husband and I have resided in Shadow Hills since March 1994. We treasure our community for its unique characteristics. The equestrian way of life and its proximity to the Tujunga Wash give our community a "country
glow" and help it serve as an important corridor for wildlife. It is important that when the new boundary lines are drawn that horsekeeping communities are kept in the same district, so that equestrians can advocate as one
united voice. Another characteristic is that our foothill community is located in a high-fire zone. We need to be placed in districts that share this same attribute, so that we can advocate as one voice to share our concerns
and needs as citizenry. Please keep our Shadow Hills community intact with other likeminded communities in CD-7. Our neighborhood council (Foothill Trails Distict Neighbhood Council) has done such a splendid job
advocating for us and seeing that we have proper representation so our needs are met. Shadow Hills deserves to have their voices heard.

10/15/2021 23:11:08 Teresa Esparza

Canoga Park

Thank you for your consideration. Susan and Dale Stedman
As a Canoga Park resident for over 60 years, I believe that Canoga Park should remain a part of District 3. Over the years we have developed a strong relationship with Councilman Blumenfield’s office, in solving our
community issues in a timely manner. The amenities surrounding my neighborhood— Pierce College, Topanga Plaza and The Promenade— have long been pillars of the community both as places for social congregation
and as economic engines of prosperity.
When Topanga Plaza was nothing but a chain of inexpensive stores no one had any interest in, we in the community still supported the mall with our dollars. Back then Topanga Plaza went unnoticed because people were
shopping at The Promenade but now that it has high end stores, restaurants, and a Costco it has become prime real estate. Now the City, with the redrawing of districts in Map 2.5, is purporting to take this and other
community amenities away from those of us in the community who have supported these small shops and enabled them to grow to what they are today. WE should be reaping the benefits of the visibility, property value,
and host of other attributes which have improved our neighborhood as well.
How is it that Canoga Park, which is located in the West Valley, is now suddenly being lumped together with cities like Van Nuys and Lake Balboa which are located in the East San Fernando Valley?
Topanga Plaza sits at the intersection of Topanga Canyon Blvd and Vanowen, cutting directly through Canoga Park. The shopping center sits at the heart of our neighborhood. Frankly, this redistricting is a blatant act of
segregation because 73% of our population is Hispanic and only 11% are White (https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/report/calenviroscreen-40).
My community resents being thrown together with neighborhoods that we have NEVER been associated with. We see this redistricting for what it is— a devaluation of our properties, a fleecing of our economic engines
and a severing of our ties with community amenities we have long supported, helped grow and been proud to say exist within our community.
So how can you improve this map? Leave Canoga Park be! We belong in District 3 where our concerns are taken seriously and we have a long standing relationship with Bob Blumenfield and his staff. If West Hills is
considered part of District 12, Warner Center and Canoga Park should most certainly REMAIN part of District 3.

10/15/2021 23:18:14 Henry Schaeur

Los Feliz, Hancock Park

10/15/2021 23:25:38 Andrew Bartels

Los Feliz/Griffith Park

10/15/2021 23:31:41 Rachel Hirst

Los Feliz, Hancock Park

10/15/2021 23:50:12 James Hirst

Los Feliz, Hancock Park

I have heard and read a lot about political divisiveness, and I have to say that I am very concerned because all of these comments seem to come directly from or to be colored by the Recall Raman campaign. Sam
Wasserman, Sheila Irani, Cheryl Holland, and Melody King were all vocal proponents of the movement to recall Nithya Raman, and they have also been very vocal here. The comments of praise of the committee for
moving Los Feliz, Larchmont, and Hancock Park are all colored by their involvement in trying to remove this CM from her office. This should be taken very seriously since they are obviously trying to utilize their existing
network of anti-Raman voices in Hancock Park, Los Feliz, and Larchmont to sway this commission.
Because Griffith Park is so accessible from Los Feliz, and because it is the closest park space to Los Feliz, there is a strong case to be made that the residents of Los Feliz should share the same district as the park so
that they can directly advocate for its future to their council person. Los Feliz constituents have been doing this for years with multiple CD4 council people, helping clean up the park, and build playgrounds among other
things. Please endeavor to keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in the same district. Thank you.
I heard that some of the Recall Raman supporters were trying to say that there is political divineness. I want the commission to be fully aware of the organizational efforts of Recall Raman network informing these
comments. They have made themselves known - people like Sheila Irani, Cheryl Holland, Melody King, and Sam Wasserman were all vocal in their efforts to recall Nithya Raman. You can see it in their testimony as they
are all either grateful that they have been drawn out of Nithya Raman's district, or still trying to influence the commission to move them out her district. They have colored all of the comments of Larchmont, Hancock Park,
and Los Feliz congratulating the committee for moving them out of Raman's district.
Please pay attention to this organized effort to choose their councilmember through redistricting.
We are alarmed that people that have been vocal about removing Nithya Raman from office on Nextdoor, are now organizing to have her moved from their districts through redistricting.
As you can see from very vocal Recall Raman proponent Melody King in her tweet on Sep 29, she is working from a divisive political position, even though she called in trying to blame all of the fighting on others, Melody
said:
"1) Please please stop giving the city away to developers. 2) Pls make sure Raman’s district is far away from her current one 3) PLS keep Griffith park with Los Feliz in the redistricting map"

10/16/2021 0:05:13 Hirsts

Los Feliz, Hancock Park

The other Recall Raman people are Cheryl Holland, Sheila Irani, Sam Wasserman of Hancock Park and many more. Please remember when reading comments from areas like Larchmont , Hancock Park, and Los Feliz
that are happy to be moved our of Nithya Raman's district, they are all part of the organized chain on information left over from the failed Recall Raman movement.
If you search the LA City Ethics website, there are 241 entries for the Wassermans, showing that they are very politically motivated, even though they keep calling Raman supporters divisive.
They have donations to recall raman, buscaino, and feuer.
They are organizing voicing in Hancock Park to fulfil their political control. Do not be distracted by the comments by the Wassermans, or other anti-Raman commenters like Melody King, Cheryl Holland, Sheila Irani, or
any other comments from Hancock, Los Feliz, Spaudling or Hollywoood trying to move out of Nithya Raman's district.

10/16/2021 0:51:06 Diane M. L. Tan

Chinatown

Do not give into their political game.
I am a longtime community and civil rights advocate who supports and promotes the saving and protection of the historic cultural neighborhood of Los Angeles Chinatown. I am a volunteer in various community and
professional organizations, such as the Chinatown Sustainability Dialogue Group (CSDG), Chinatown Community for Equitable Development (CCED), OCA-Greater Los Angeles (OCA-GLA), Multicultural Bar Alliance
(MCBA), and many others.
I am very glad that the Map K2.5 was recently amended to not divide up Chinatown by restoring that portion of Chinatown north of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue to one Council District.
To further keep Chinatown's neighborhood unified within one Council District, two other portions of this community's current boundary should be restored, i.e., North Alameda Street/North Main Street/Alpine Street, and
that portion south of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue, which includes Ramon C. Cortines School of Visual and Performing Arts (Grand Arts High School), the only high school within the present Chinatown boundary. It is unclear
as to why those portions of Chinatown's existing boundary were redrawn to be included in CD 14. Chinatown's current boundary should neither be changed nor reduced since the existing boundary is important, essential
and beneficial to this unique historic cultural neighborhood.

10/16/2021 0:53:12 Cheryl M.

The CD3

10/16/2021 1:11:34 Dylan Lench

Reseda

10/16/2021 1:37:50 Ernest Lee

Chinatown

Thank you for your consideration.
DO NOT CREATE CD4 and CD2, it would fracture our communities and resources will not go to the communities who need it Most!!
Tarzana, Reseda, Woodland Hills, Warner Center should all be in the same District - CD3!!
This redistricting is obscene. It serves no functional purpose but to gerrymander and concentrate wealth in majority white ethnicity areas while further disenfranchising more diverse communities and neighborhoods in LA. I
demand that Reseda be included in the new CD3 and that the Sepulveda Basin Facilities remain a part of Reseda's district.
We have collected 246 signatures from the residents of Cathay Manor (600 N. Broadway, LA 90012) and surrounding apartments and business owner/workers. They all urge the Redistricting Commission to keep
Chinatown in one city council district - currently CD1.

10/16/2021 2:28:32 Lake Balboa

Lake Balboa

The map makes NO sense as it relates to the Lake Balboa community that runs from the 405 to White Oak, from victory up to Vanowen. That part of Lake Balboa is actually 100 yards from the actual boundaries of the
Sepulveda Dam basin. How can commission members with a straight face say that people who live next to Calabassas will have a greater voice in matters relating to Lake Balboa then the people who actually live 100
yards away? There is a great deal of lip service being offered that "redistricting" is about improving representation and people's voices but I find it hard to fathom how a Democratic stronghold like Los Angeles is openly
gerrymandering districts based on race and class and not sound civic policy.
Look to services in the aforementioned area of Lake Balboa. White Oak to 405, victory to Vanowen. On Louise ave and Vanowen is LAFD Station 100. Many of Station 100 and RA 100's service calls involve fires in the
Sepulveda dam basin, OD's, accidents, water rescues etc. Is the LA Redistricting Commission actually saying that the people who live in Woodland Hills understand the homelessness issues in the Dam Basin that's 7
miles away, more so than those of us who live next to it? Lake Balboa in the section next to the park, is covered by LAPD west valley division. Not Van Nuys division. Not Topanga division, who covers actually covers
Canoga Park, much of Winnetka as well as West Hills and Woodland Hills. If you wanted to create a district whose needs coincided with public safety, you would draw lines that actually took into account the service
providers for the area. Speaking of services, let's talk health. If someone need an ambulance in Canoga park, the RA will take them to West Hills, Kaiser WH or if diverted, Northridge. In lake Balboa, next to LAFD 100,
patients are taken to Tarzana, Valley Pres or Northridge. So not even the healthcare services are in common with Lake Balboa to Canoga Park.
So what is the actual intent of drawing a new CD that runs the width of the valley instead of in an northern/ Southern format? It doesn't make sense in terms of services. It doesn't make sense in terms of resources. As
drawn CD4/2 It has no colleges. No major parks. No airport. No major shopping malls. The Sepulveda dam basin was part of this new district but as Richard Katz of Katz Consulting implied, the people of Encino wanted
the park, so of course, they get it.
The problem is that the universal criterion that applies to all redistricting is compliance with the Voting Rights Act and the Equal Protection clause of the 14th Amendment, which frowns on drawing district lines in a way that
dilutes the voting power of minority groups. When the LA City Redistricting commission made CD3 run along Ventura blvd you created a 70% white affluent district, and you created a 55% Latino district in CD4/2. On the
other hand, if you made CD3 Woodland Hills, west hills Tarzana Canoga Winnetka and then CD 4/2 Encino reseda lake Balboa Sherman oaks, you would have racially diverse districts that don’t dilute minority voices.

So here is my suggestion. Either put Lake Balboa back into the rightful district lines of the community actually 100 yards from Lake Balboa (CD4/2) OR take the sliver of Lake Balboa that runs along victory to white Oak,
from the 405 up to Vanowen and make that part of CD3. Or run CD3 and CD4/2 in north south configurations. Don't gerrymander people who live next to a major resource as well as transportation corridor and strip us of
having a voice in the resources that we live with.
If you are worried adding the sliver of lake balboa adds to many people to CD3, no problem, just take part of Woodland Hills and add it to CD4/2.

10/16/2021 3:50:00 Jennifer Wagner

Los Feliz / 13

I strongly disagree with separating Griffith Park and the small community surrounding Rowena Reservoir from the Los Feliz District.
Griffith Park serves as Los Feliz's only public accessible green space, and because our community is in the middle of the median income of LA County, we lose the opportunity to have municipal amenities, such as
community centers, recreation centers with youth programming, splash pads, community gardens, pocket parks, youth baseball fields, or public basketball courts. By splitting the park from the rest of Los Feliz, it will
become even more difficult to advocate for the needs of our Los Feliz youth and low and middle-income families that are already park-poor because 100% of our green space, and most likely any future recreational
projects will, by necessity, be within Griffith Park itself.
If Griffith Park/Rowena Reservoir is no longer part of our district, it would not allow for our community to support our only green space as we have in the past, and advocate for things such as the two newest playgrounds in
Griffith Park or reopening Rowena Reservoir as a public space.
In addition, Griffith Park's accessibility for visitors, tourism, and events at the Greek Theater or the Observatory directly affects OUR community, and often times requires community coordination, as would any potential
disaster remediation. Being unable to have a voice in ways that these issues are handled would negatively impact our neighborhood.
Because redistricting happens only after a census, removing this area from our district not only separates it for a council member's term, but for potentially a decade or more. It has been part of our district for almost 40
years. As a resident of Los Feliz for 6 of those years, I have been involved in the community and a non-profit who continues to support these spaces. It is where we as neighbors meet and spend much of our time, with
each other and with our children. We visit Travel Town and the LA Zoo monthly, attend weekly music classes at Mineral Wells, enjoy playing on ALL of the playgrounds. When my parents visit, they golf at the Wilson &
Harding course, and we frequently attend events at the Greek Theater, and hike throughout the park.

10/16/2021 4:58:52 Katherine Dayen

Shadow Hills

10/16/2021 5:24:32 Lois Dayen

Shadow Hills

10/16/2021 5:47:38 Melissa Algaze

Mid City West

Griffith Park, and hopefully soon, the Rowena Reservoir too, are our community spaces -- more importantly, OUR COMMUNITY, and I plead that this map be redrawn to include Griffith Park and Rowena Reservoir and its
surrounding neighborhood with the Los Feliz District.
The K5.2 map does an injustice to Shadow Hills and the entire East Valley horse keeping district. The Shadow Hills community should NOT be split into two different districts. We are a congruent community. The written
goals of the Redistricting Commission is to keep neighborhoods together. I have attended three of the last webinars, and that has been stated as the goal at the beginning of each meeting. La Tuna Canyon, Lake View
Terrace, Sylmar (Kagel Canyon), and Shadow Hills should remain TOGETHER in CD7. We have similar issues with respect to horse keeping, hillside living, fire danger, and evacuation plans in the event of emergencies. If
we are removed from CD7, the Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council will be split. This is not a goal of redistricting- to spilt up communities of similar interest. I implore the Commission to change the boundaries and leave
Shadow Hills intact with its neighboring communities of La Tuna Canyon, Lake View Terrace, and Sylmar. Thank you.
I have lived in Shadow Hills for the last twenty years. At that time, I was a first-time home buyer. I purchased my home, not only for the location, but because upon traveling through the community, people were friendly and
welcoming. Since living here, I have made many many close friends with people from Shadow Hills, as well as the neighboring communities of La Tuna Canyon, Sylmar, and Lake View Terrace. These communities share
multiple similar issues with respect to horses and agriculture, fire danger, and traffic. All of these neighborhoods should remain in CD7, so that we have consistent representation regarding our concerns. To split Shadow
Hills into separate districts is going against your own goal of keeping neighborhoods intact. In addition, if Shadow Hills is moved out of CD7, the Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council will also be split. Shadow Hills is
actually in the center of these equestrian communities. We lie between La Tuna Canyon on the south, and Lake View Terrace and Sylmar to the north. Please keep our communities together in the redistricting process.
Thank you.
Hello Commissioners,
I write to you today as a member of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. We are one of the largest Neighborhood Council’s in Los Angeles and thanks to the hard work we do to better our community, we have one of
the highest voter turnouts.
That work would be severely undermined if you were to split us across two City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out more of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and share little in common with.

10/16/2021 5:51:25 Harold R Slater

Los Feliz

We have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid City West is restricted under a singular council office. Please respect this request, and the countless testimony given to us by stakeholders,
and reunite the Melrose District with the rest of Mid City West under Council District 5.
I think a major failing of the redistricting is not including Griffith Park, The Oaks and The Waverly area in CD13. These areas are adjacent to Los Felix and impact our daily lives. To arbitrarily exclude them due to a
council members residence is inappropriate and inexcusable.

10/16/2021 5:57:25 Melissa Algaze
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Mary Rawlings
Maya
Maya
Caleb Hummel

Mid City West

Commissioners,
My name is MELISSA ALGAZE and I live in the BEVERLY GROVE. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose Melrose joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in
Council District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a liaison
between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate,
and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread
between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city begins its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,Melissa Algaze116 N. Wetherly Drive #301Los Angeles, CA 90048
Keep Shadow Hills Together!!!! We need to be with the rest of the horse property areas and with La TUna Canyon!!
Chinatown NEEDS to be kept whole as one district instead of dividing it between CD1 and CD14. Please PRESERVE THE CURRENT CD1 boundary in Chinatown!
Chinatown NEEDS to be kept whole as one district instead of dividing it between CD1 and CD14. Please PRESERVE THE CURRENT CD1 boundary in Chinatown!
I’m am writing against the proposed map K2.5. As a resident of Valley Village, I urge that the Redistricting Commission place Valley Village in a council district with North Hollywood and other long standing adjacent
communities of interest such as Studio City and Valley Glen who share issues important to our stakeholders such as our North Hollywood/Valley Village Community Plan, the Red and Orange Lines, similar businesses
and commerce, core public schools, and the robust southeast San Fernando Valley Arts Community. All city services for our community (fire, police, DWP, Library) and services for Valley Village/North Hollywood Park
originate in North Hollywood. We have worked collaboratively with adjacent communities to address quality of life issues, especially in our response to the unhoused, and with our neighboring communities we represent an
ethnically diverse area within the City of LA. Therefore, for these and many other sound reasons Valley Village should remain joined with our neighboring communities. There are clearly political factors at play in this
process and it unacceptable that our community suffer due to this.
Leave Valley Village as it is currently. The proposed changes make absolutely no sense. My family opposes the configuration of Valley Village on map K2.5. We urge that the Redistricting Commission place Valley Village
in a council district with North Hollywood and other long standing adjacent communities of interest such as Studio City and Valley Glen who share issues important to our stakeholders such as our North Hollywood/Valley
Village Community Plan, the Red and Orange Lines, similar businesses and commerce, core public schools, and the robust southeast San Fernando Valley Arts Community. All city services for our community (fire, police,
DWP, Library) and services for Valley Village/North Hollywood Park originate in North Hollywood. We have worked collaboratively with adjacent communities to address quality of life issues, especially in our response to
the unhoused, and with our neighboring communities we represent an ethnically diverse area within the City of LA. Therefore, for these and many other sound reasons Valley Village should remain joined with our
neighboring communities.
The coverage area for District 13 should cover the area strattling Los Feliz Blvd to Riverside Dr. down to Elysian Parks western border for geographic continuity and income equity.
I do not like the map I want the Sepulveda Basin with the Lake to stay in Lake Balboa It makes the best sense Lake Balboa represents the area just North of the Basin I should remain We know the area we live there No
one else knows this area as well Do not change this please

Shadow hills
Chinatown/CD1
Chinatown/CD1
Valley Village

10/16/2021 7:16:21 Abbe Murray-Coté

Valley Village

10/16/2021 7:28:06 John Riley
10/16/2021 7:43:24 Mrs. Taylor

Silver Lake, Los Feliz
Lake Balboa

10/16/2021 7:58:54 Michael Bulander
10/16/2021 8:03:55 Are you serious?

Glassell Park
CD4 (Sherman Oaks)

10/16/2021 8:04:09 Susanna Luong

CD1 and CD14. Specifically Chinatown, Los
Angeles

10/16/2021 8:09:26 Hannah Bowman

West Valley — Canoga Park, Reseda,
Winnetka
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Silver Lake and Los Feliz

10/16/2021 8:27:05 David Benz

Hollywood Hills including Lake Hollywood
Estates, Beachwood Canyon, Los Feliz, The
Oaks, Hollywood Dell

10/16/2021 8:28:52 Stan Orand
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Chinatown

Please make Glassell park whole, it should be represented by a single district
We do not like the map you all proposed. Put Sherman Oaks with Studio City and Hollywood. Why are trying to do these back door deals and listen to SOHA folks to move Sherman Oaks with the wealthy and white??
We are NOT that.
Keep Chinatown, Los Angeles whole please and preserve it's current boundaries. Sectioning Chinatown off by the Harbor Freeway, Cesar Chavez Ave., N. Hill St., and the 101 would be detrimental to the low income
immigrant residents living there as many of them do not speak English, and are Asian Americans and LatinX Americans. Sectioning off Alameda St., N. Main St., and Alpine St would also be detrimental, as these residents
rely heavily on the resources allocated specifically in Chinatown. Chinatown has been stripped down already as it is as a result of high rise luxury apartment buildings and gentrification -- to split Chinatown like this would
be tragic to the local community, showing that the council members of Los Angeles especially CD1 and CD14 do not have respect or any consideration for the needs of the immigrant Asian American or LatinX community.
If Chinatown does become split as a result of the proposed Map K2.5, then this will implicate that the council members truly only care about profit and money , rather than the very people living here who voted for these
council members in the first place and believed that they would help create positive systemic changes in the community. Especially the Chinese American community, who has endured public lynchings, segregation, hate
crimes, and murders because of the color of their skin and their physical appearance. To section off the very streets of Chinatown where these lynchings and murders occurred is showing that you Councilmember Gil
Cedillo, and Councilmember Kevin De Leon are contributing to systemic racism and support keeping the Asian American community down. What good is erecting a statue at the Union Station claiming that you have
respect for the atrocities that the immigrant Asian community has gone though and the sacrifices they have made to contribute to creating Los Angeles as it is, when you can't even honor keeping Chinatown Whole ?
I am a resident of West Hills. As a West Valley resident, I know the importance of fair representation for the neighborhoods in our community. The proposed map is not that. It creates a new CD 3 not based on existing
communities but on wealth, tying the richer and whiter Ventura corridor together while leaving other West Valley neighborhoods out. The effect of this is that the new CD 3 is significantly whiter than the current one (from
40% to 70% white) while all major assets such as Pierce College and Warner Center are included in it. In other words, this has the effect of disempowering the Valley residents of color in neighborhoods such as Canoga
Park, Reseda, and Winnetka. CD 3 is made majority white and given the tax base. Meanwhile the people of color in the new 2/4 in the West Valley are disenfranchised and unable to vote for a Council Member for 7 years.
Bluntly, this map is not representative of the real diversity of the West Valley but instead an attempt to pretend the Valley is a white homeowners’ playground.
As a resident of CD 13 in Silver Lake, a neighborhood that is served by both CD 4 and CD 13, I have been happy with the current districts and encourage you to keep CD 4 as intact as possible. CD 4’s work in Silver Lake
and Los Feliz has been vital to the well-being of our neighborhood and stakeholders which is something I observed and participated in as a silver lake neighborhood council board member. This map would potentially
move Councilmember Raman, who has fought for the rights of tenants throughout her campaign for office and her administration, into a district with a lower percentage of tenants. By refusing to number two of the districts
on the map, the Commission has withheld transparency from hundreds of thousands of Angelenos and has made it virtually impossible for them to advocate for their representation in this process.

CD4 should include all the neighborhoods directly impacted by tourists that come to see the Hollywood Sign, the Griffith Observatory, and all Griffith Park attractions; we bear the brunt of the impact of the tourists (but not
the financial gain to the city); our infrastructure was not built to accomodate the number of people coming to visit, and one council district is best to address these issues. The southern border of CD4 should be Franklin
Avenue as all residents north of Franklin Avenue bear the burden of Griffith Park traffic congestion and increased fire risk. The eastern border should be Crystal Springs Drive, and the western border should align with the
border of Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council.
We have little in common with Shadow Hills, which belongs in a valley oriented district. A council person should not need to spend 1 hour in the car driving from one end of the district to another.
90034 N/A
Preserve current boundaries of Chinatown as the proposed map would further hinder access for residents to already-shrinking resources. Keeping Chinatown whole would allow for policies to be addressed by the
neighborhood at large.

10/16/2021 8:37:00 Lenny Squiggy

Los Feliz / Glassell Park

I would like to bring it it the attention of the committee the political motives of some calling to Keep Los Feliz together and to split Glassell Park. These people are all getting talking points through the remnants of the Recall
Raman campaign structure, and are still in communication.
This is a political motivated abuse of the redistricting commission, as some living in the neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Larchmont, Hancock Park and Sherman Oaks wanted to undo the 2020 elections with regard to Nithya
Raman. They clearly want to the commission to draw the lines to severely disadvantage her, while moving them to other districts. It is especially clear when you see that Los Feliz wants to be together with only the half of
Glassell Park where Mitch O'Farrell's house is.
Also there are willing to split up the beautiful nature and trails that connect Griffith Park to Mount Lee, so that they avoid any chance of being in Nithya Raman's district. Please do not leave a permanent scar on one of Los
Angeles greatest assets because of this group of politically motivated and vocal Recall Raman supports in Los Feliz, Larchmont, and Hancock Park.
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Country Club Park
Windsor Square / Koreatown
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District 10, 8
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Echo Park and Echo Park Lake
Van Nuys
CD13. Los Feliz
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CD4 Sherman Oaks
LA City Ladera

10/16/2021 9:15:32 Nicole Plescia
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CD7 shadow hills
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Glad to see Country Club Park and the Olympic Park Council Area kept together in CD 10
The map moves St. Andrews (a quiet residential neighborhood) to be part of the larger Koreatown group. The cutout is obvious and disturbing. This is gerrymandering at its worst. Many of these old craftsman homes have
been restored to preserve the history of the city’s architecture. People put a great deal of care and love into restoring these old homes. The proposed map seems to favor big businesses and politicians.
K 2.5 Works, I would vehemently oppose any map that does not include Echo Park Lake - we need to keep the current Echo Park area in CD13. I also hope they don’t kill the affordable housing project, but I am having
difficulty finding more information on that
I apposition the propose plan. I own property in Baldwin Hills. To unite this area with Koreatown is unacceptable. We will join forces to put a stop to this! At this time considering the chargers Mark Ridley Thomas is facing,
he should be silenced and not seen. He need need not make any decisions.
As a resident of Winnetka, I appreciate that Draft Map Plan K2.5 will allow all of Winnetka to remain in one council district. However, it would be much preferred NOT to break up the communities of interest for the Warner
Center 2035 Specific Plan (Canoga Park, Woodland Hills and Winnetka) and the communities most interested in the Sepulveda Basin area (Encino and Lake Balboa) between council districts. There has been a lot of
investment and improvement within our current CD3 district and I would very much like to see that momentum continued.
It is an improvement. We need to keep Echo Park and the lake in CD13
I agree with the statement by the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council. I oppose the proposed map that would harm the residents of Van Nuys like me by increasing the logistical barriers to improving our public services.
I want Los Feliz go remain whole with Griffith Park in CD13, We need Oaks, Griffith Park, Los Feliz Hills, and the rest of Los Feliz Blvd. back between Hillhurst and Riverside Dr. and Waverly Hills, back again to make Los
Feliz whole again. Please don’t divide it up. Sincerely Kathy Metz
Are you all serious?? This map is horrible. Keep majority of CD4 together like you are doing for the other council members.
The overpopulation in CD11 could be resolved by restoring the portion of Palms that was added from CD5 back to that district and restoring Ladera to CD11. Please keep Ladera united with Westchester.

I oppose this map as a resident of Woodland Hills, who lives south of the boulevard and whose child attends school in Reseda. I believe this map segregate the San Fernando Valley and diminish the power of workingclass residents and residents of color.
Keep Shadow Hills united!! please please PLEASE with all my heart and soul i beg you to hear our call our voices out here, after moving to shadow hills and living and caring for streets and people of shadow hills please
do not divide the neighborhood and the community. We dont want division. Keep neighborhood intact. I am on mcbroom and i want all to be included in cd7.
Winnetka, Canoga Park, Reseda, Lake Balboa The way it is currently divided deprives these neighborhoods of parks and other community assets. It’s very clear by the divisional lines that the poorest, and economically challenged neighborhoods are being put into one
district, while the wealthier neighborhoods are being classed together. The new proposed district also ironically groups the neighborhoods with the highest percentage of minorities as residents. We are being
disenfranchised. This feels like a very calculated discriminatory decision that will only bring further division. If there has to be a “redistricting” then we should be part of 3.
CD1
Chinatown must be kept whole from Cesar Chavez and Alameda St. and N Main St. North of Cesar Chavez, West of North Main Street is Chinatown historical boundaries and needs to stay in CD1.
Highland Park
I have lived in Highland Park for over 50 years and I'm happy to see it the way it is. Also, I voted for Kevin DeLeon because he is working hard to improve the Highland Park neighborhood appearance and if the map K2.5
gets approves then I will be forced to have Gil Cedillo, not that he is a bad person at all, but he is a council member I did not vote for, what is the sense on voting then if the vote will not be respected. I would love to see
the Senior Center and the York Blvd. businesses to remain under CD14
Chinatown
Keep Chinatown unified as it currently is! That means incorporating back these areas: one is outlined by Harbor Freeway, Cesar Chavez Ave., N Hill St, and the 101, and the other lies between Alameda St, N Main St, and
Alpine St. There are a number of small businesses and a high school that occupy these areas. They’re part of Chinatown! We need Councilman Cedillo to continue to take responsibility for the socioeconomic challenges
that Chinatown has been experiencing.

LOS FELIZ / GRIFFITH PARK

This entire redistricting process has been incredibly inaccessible to the community members that would be disproportionately impacted. In Chinatown, many are elders, speak another language other than English, work
during the times these meetings happen, and lack digital literacy and access to technology to be able to provide comments. Please ensure these processes involve them from beginning to end!
PLEASE KEEP THE COMMUNITY OF LOS FELIZ TOGETHER IN ONE DISTRICT, ALONG WITH GRIFFITH PARK.
THERE IS A SLIVER OF OUR LOS FELIZ RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY AROUND ROWENA RESERVOIR THAT HAS BEEN EXCLUDED FROM CD13. THIS ISOLATES US FROM OUR IMMEDIATE NEIGHBORS AND
COMMUNITY.
THIS DECISION WAS MADE BASED ON THE LOCATION OF NITHYA’S HOME IN SILVER LAKE, BUT PLEASE CONSIDER THAT SHE IS IN OFFICE FOR ONLY A FEW YEARS WHILE THIS CHANGE WOULD
IMPACT US FOR 10 YEARS. THE LOCATION OF HER HOME SHOULD NOT DETERMINE THE OUTCOME OF SOMETHING THIS SIGNIFICANT.
FURTHERMORE, THIS ISOLATED SLIVER OF LOS FELIZ THAT HAS BEEN MARKED AS CD 2-OR-4 IS GEOGRAPHICALLY ISOLATED FROM THE OTHER NEIGHBORHOODS IN CD 2-OR-4. I’M CONCERNED
OUR VOICES AND CONCERNS WILL BE OVERLOOKED AND FORGOTTEN.
AS A HOMEOWNER IN LOS FELIZ, I HOPE TO SEE LOS FELIZ AND GRIFFITH PARK KEPT TOGETHER AS IT HAS BEEN FOR MANY DECADES.
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CD3 - Winnetka
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Sun Valley and overall Northeast San
Fernando Valley
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All Neighborhoods
Chatsworth

THANK YOU FOR CONSIDERING MY FEEDBACK!
Keep it with CD3 Please. We have about 20 years of invested community service and activism with our collective Winnetka Rec Neighborhood Watch. Although we don't always agree, the work and progress we have
made in these last 7 years is amazing. We exemplify the true nature of working together regardless of political, ethnic and economic backrounds. To start anew with a different CD would be a huge set back.
From coaching Girls volleyball, to clean ups in the river bed, to monitoring our neighborhood public safety, our Winnetka Rec Neighborhood Watch has had so much great support from CD3 and the likes of exemplary
representative like Keith Banks, Safi Lodin and Seemee Park to mention a few. Councilmember Blumenfield has put a great team in front of us to engage with, and its all being changed so quickly without real research to
how this is going to affect us. Rest assured, you affect us, we affect you! We will not take this lying down at all and will continue to voice our opinion in support of those who have lent us a great deal in return.
I work for Pacoima Beautiful where we are constantly fighting for environmental justice. I remember fighting the landfills in Sun Valley who were trying to expand their operations with little to no mitigation or consideration
for the surrounding communities. They needed to be held accountable for their impact and prevent their expansion. At the time we had 2 Council members representing Sun Valley and it was difficult to get solutions
because of the 2 representatives. Now this commission is proposing to cut up Sun Valley into 3 districts! Please keep Sun Valley in one district. This community needs to stay together to be able to fight for Environmental
Justice together.
NO - These are bad. Do not redistrict to disenfranchise people!
The Chatsworth Neighborhood Council (CNC) voted on 10/6/21 to unanimously support the Redistricting proposed Map K-2.5. The map takes into account the CNC main concerns as expressed, that the CNC boundary is
maintained and kept within CD12 and that the Chatsworth Nature Preserve also remain in CD12.

10/16/2021 10:23:05 Alysia Piccioni

Valley Glen

I am a resident of Valley Glen. I can’t believe I have to spend another Saturday fighting the LA City Redistricting Commissions’ abuse of power on Map K 2.5.
1.The Commission is chopping my neighborhood into (3) different districts. The Commission’s redistricting map violates the City redistricting ordinance 204(d) ensuring that such redistricting “shall keep neighborhoods
and communities intact”. By ignoring our neighborhood boundaries and the redistricting ordinance, you are purposely setting up our community to fail.
2.The Commission is purposely disenfranchising hundreds of thousands of voters in the Valley and reversing the results of free and fair elections. The Commission’s selective gerrymandering disqualifies my vote, and
hundreds of thousands of voters, in direct violation of the Voting Rights Act. Some of our Valley neighborhoods will go 3-7 years without a chance to vote for our own representative – unacceptable and undemocratic.
What the LA City Redistricting Commission is doing is redistricting manipulation. The Commission is purposely disenfranchising hundreds of thousands of voters in the Valley, ignoring neighborhood boundaries, and
reversing the results of free and fair elections. No wonder the Commission limits public testimony. If the City Council does not reject the LA City Redistricting Commission’s abuse of power, I look forward to the lawsuits.
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Sun Valley
Griffith Park, the Oaks and Los Feliz Hills

Council Member Krekorian and his staff have been tireless workers for his part of Sun Valley, and losing them through this odd redistricting would do irreparable harm to us.
Griffith Park and its venues have always been of extreme interest to our Los Fleiz neighborhood. Venues that impact us include the Greek Theatre and the Observatory. The Park, the Oaks and Los Feliz Hills must be
included in the same district - which is currently proposed as part of CD-13

10/16/2021 10:31:18 Suzanne Kelley

Los Feliz Hills

10/16/2021 10:43:37 Jerri DiPrima

Shadow Hills

It makes no sense to carve off Los Feliz Hills east of Amesbury road. Our issues, especially related to the Greek Theater, traffic and Griffith Park. Los Feliz, and especially Los Feliz Hills have the same concerns and
issues. We do not have the same issues as Sunland and Tujunga
To whom it may concern:
1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map K2.5 has severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills: The west side of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both sides of
Stonehurst north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the tunnel to
Sheldon, the north side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of Wheatland and Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel, including the streets off Wheatland north of McBroom:
Mahoney off of Wheatland, North Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W. Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow Hills Ave. These streets have remained in District
7, while the rest of Shadow Hills has been stripped away and placed in “District 2-or-4”.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst Ave. south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda,
Hershey, and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5 map has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6. Residents of these streets will no longer be stakeholders in their own
community.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. The people living on these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own
community. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Jerri DiPrima
9627 Stonehurst Ave.
Sun Valley 91352

10/16/2021 10:44:23 Jane Wishon
10/16/2021 10:45:59 Taylor

Westside Neighborhood Council and Cheviot
HIlls
Koreatown

10/16/2021 10:47:59 Hari Balachandran

CD4

10/16/2021 10:52:54 Dace Pavlovskis
10/16/2021 10:58:18 Maricella Sherwin

Glassell Park
Valley Glen

10/16/2021 11:03:08 Anonymous

Los Feliz

10/16/2021 11:06:47 Bob Abrahams

Melrose area

10/16/2021 11:13:02 Mary Jerejian

North Hollywood

10/16/2021 11:14:02 Jamie Smith

Valley Village

Thank you for keeping our Neighborhood Council together
DO NOT gerrymander Districts 2 and 4. These communities are not plug-and-play, we need to take time to ensure people can stay under the jurisdiction of the officials they chose to elect. Your job is to better depict
communities on a geographic level, not to kneecap officials.
This map is clearly trying to remove Councilman Raman from her constituents, with no justifiable reason. The diversity represented in CD4 and CD13 in suggested map 52876 (https://districtr.org/plan/52876) reflects the
diversity of LA that makes this city great. Consolidating districts into the hands of wealthy homeowners ultimately disenfranchised the minority communities who found a voice in Raman. The cynical intentions behind this
map is self evident.
Please assign Glassell Park to one Council District. We are covered by three councilmen resulting in no one taking responsibility for our neighborhood.
I do not support breaking up Valley Glen into 3 different council districts and in doing so Completely disregarding our being a distinct community. This redirecting map would tear our diverse neighborhood apart and
minimize the power of our voice by having three different council members. I strongly oppose the redirecting of Map K2.5.
The commission should redraw its map and leave Los Feliz connected to CD4.
The people who voted Nithiya Raman into office are now being disregarded.
It seems more logical to extend the CD5 district north of Melrose Ave. to the City of West Hollywood boundary. Not only does this avoid splitting Melrose Ave., which creates logistical problems, but it also conforms to
boundaries such as LAPD Wilshire Division.
I realize that this takes some population from CD13, but I think the boundary east of La Brea Ave,. can be moved to the south the balance this.
This map is unacceptable and will be diluting the Armenian voice in the North Hollywood community. We cannot afford to lose the political voice we’ve fought so hard to achieve, and we cannot separate communities
where Armenians are concentrated. Valley Glen, east Van Nuys, and North Hollywood need to remain United the same way communities like Pacoima, Arleta, and Sylmar will not be separated. As a young Armenian
American, councilman Krekorian is who inspired me to pursue public service. I know he is a role model to many Armenians like myself.
TOTALLY AND COMPLETELY OPPOSE REDISTRICTING THAT WOULD MOVE VALLEY VILLAGE OUT OF OUR CURRENT DISTRICT 2. I have lived in Valley Village and previously, Studio City for over 30 years and
have benefited by the close ties these communities have along with North Hollywood where I worked for many years. MOREOVER -- I DO NOT WANT MY VOTE FOR MY REPRESENTATIVE "ERASED" AND TO BE
SERVED BY A CONGRESSPERSON I DID NOT VOTE FOR WHO SQUARELY AND FAIRLY WON THEIR ELECTION.

10/16/2021 11:18:02 JOE ADAMS

SHADOW HILLS.LA TUNA.SYLMAR (&
OTHERS AS CONSTITUTED)

LEAVE THE CURRENT LINES AS BEFORE ANY ADJUSTMENTS THIS YEAR. I VOTE NO TO ANY CHANGES. THE REASON FOR THE LEVEL OF SAFETY IN OUR SHPOA NEIGHBORHOOD IS DUE TO OUR
ORGANIZATION, DEDICATION OF VOLUNTEERS TO HEAD UP 18 DIFFERENT POSITIONS WITHIN OUR LOCAL BOARD, THEIR LEADERSHIP, OUR APPRECIATION & LOVE OF COMMUNITY AND THE BONDS
BUILT BETWEEN FAMILIES -- NOT TO MENTION THE COOPERATION WITH LAW ENFORCEMENT. SOME OF THOSE RESIDENTS HOLD MORE THAN 1 POSITION AND HAVE REPEATED THEIR SERVICE
YEAR AFTER YEAR IN VARIOUS CAPACITIES.
THE PRIMARY REASON WE ALSO HOLD THESE BOUNDARIES SO DEAR IS DUE TO ITS RURAL, EQUESTRIAN AND SERENE ATMOSPHERE (WHICH WE HOLD AS A HIGH PRIORITY AND WHICH WE'VE
PAID HANDSOMELY FOR IN TAXES. IN ADDITION, OVER THE YEARS THESE (OUR) AFFECTED AREAS, HAVE SUFFERED VARIOUS LOSSES DUE TO THE 'REMAPPING' & 'GERRYMANDERING' ACTIVITY OF
GOVERNMENT.
IN CASE ANYONE MAY HAVE FORGOTTEN WHAT 'GERRYMANDERING' MEANS FROM THE OXFORD LANGUAGES PUBLICATION: IT IS TO "MANIPULATE THE BOUNDARIES OF (AN ELECTORAL
CONSTITUENCY) SO AS TO FAVOR ONE PARTY OR CLASS". Hmmm "TO FAVOR ONE PARTY OR CLASS...." NOW THIS WOULDN'T BE WHAT'S HAPPENING IN THIS SITUATION WOULD IT? ("OH NO" YOU
SAY).
INTERESTINGLY TO ME ABOVE WAS THE TERM: 'ELECTORAL' WHICH FURTHER IS DEFINED AS: "AN ELECTORAL SYSTEM OR VOTING SYSTEM IS A SET OF RULES THAT DETERMINE HOW
ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS ARE CONDUCTED AND "HOW THEIR RESULTS ARE DETERMINED". SO, COUPLED WITH THE DEFINITION OF "GERRYMANDERING" ALONG WITH "HOW THEIR RESULTS
ARE DETERMINED" I CAST MY VOTE AGAIN AS 'NO'.
SECURITY, INTERNAL LEADERSHIP & SERVICE ARE ALL COMMON ELEMENTS & VALUES OF A HEALTHY NEIGHBORHOOD TO BE EMULATED BY OTHERS. WE HAVE PREVIOUSLY SACRIFICED,
RESPECTED AND CONTINUE TO 'PAY OUR DUES' TO GOVERNMENT. IT'S PAST TIME TO LEAVE OUR COMMUNITY 'ALONE AS IS' .
LASTLY, THANK YOU FOR THIS CHANCE FOR FEEDBACK -- BUT I CAN'T CONCLUDE WITHOUT ASKING EACH OF YOU "WHEN WAS YOUR COMMUNITY LAST 'CUT UP' FOR POLITICAL/PERSONAL
PURPOSES BY YOUR LOCAL GOVERNMENT IN WHICH YOU COULD DO LITTLE OR NOTHING ABOUT IT?"
JOE ADAMS
27 YEAR RESIDENT

10/16/2021 11:24:24 Marcia Whitfield
10/16/2021 11:35:59 Michele Spear

Valley Village
Shadow Hills

10/16/2021 12:24:03 Shervin Aazami

West San Fernando Valley

I can't see any good coming from moving my neighborhood to a different district. Especially when all of our services are joined with North Hollywood. This seems chaotic for residents.
It is a travesty to separate Shadow Hills into two (or possibly three) different districts. Shadow Hills should be maintained into one district- including those of similar interests- such as Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon,
and Sylmar. We should all remain in CD7. We are all equestrian communities (some of the last in Los Angeles City proper), and share the same interests with respect to agriculture, country living, fire danger, and traffic.
We should maintain congruency so that we can be represented by our neighborhood Council (FTNC) as one. I am under the understanding that the Redistricting Commission has a goal of keeping neighborhoods intact
and under the same district, so that they can be properly represented as a community. To split Shadow Hills into different districts goes against that goal. Please keep the entirety of Shadow Hills in the same district, and
keep Shadow Hills with the other equestrian communities of La Tuna Canyon, Lake View Terrace, and Sylmar. Thank you.
The West San Fernando Valley is my hometown. I grew up in Canoga Park and Chatsworth, and my wife and I now live in West Hills with our firstborn. I am writing to strongly urge the Commission to thoroughly reject Map
K2.5. This map divides and segregates the West San Fernando Valley by race and class, while disenfranchising thousands of largely low-income and Latinx voters in Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda, Lake Balboa, and
Van Nuys.
This is because voters shifted from the current CD3 to the proposed new CD4 would be unable to vote in City Council elections for a period of 7 years - double the election cycle. That is an egregious violation of people's
constitutional right to vote. Further, the newly proposed CD4 would be devoid of any economic or cultural landmarks, which would greatly weaken its political power in City Hall.
The West Valley is beautiful because of its diversity and inclusivity. We must preserve and nurture that, not divide and conquer. Many of us travel across the West Valley daily for work, school, and to visit family, shop, and
explore; indeed, our communities are intimately connected by culture and background. While the Valley is roughly 40% White, the newly proposed CD3 would have a White population of over 70%, while its Latinx
population would be cut by more than half. As the Commission has heard loud and clear from multiple Valley Neighborhood Councils - including Reseda, Canoga Park, North Hollywood, and others - racist gerrymandering
has no place in our vibrant community. We must keep the West Valley together, as our strength lay in our unity.

10/16/2021 12:25:59 Brian Frobisher
10/16/2021 12:29:12 John H. Welborne

Glassell Park
Proposed CD 5 and Greater Wilshire

10/16/2021 12:45:29 Ian Kamus

Historic Filipinotown (HiFi)

10/16/2021 12:45:44 Margaret Gillespie
10/16/2021 12:52:31 Natalie H

Westside Neighborhood Council
Los Feliz, Sherman Oaks, Hancock Park,
Larchmontmont

Again, I urge the Commission to reject Map K2.5 in its entirety.
Glassell Park should be in a single district that includes other river-adjacent communities.
It appears that YOUR K2.5 boundary at the east edge of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) follows a Redistrictr line that improperly records the GWNC boundary. See illustration sent to you by e-amil. A
simple solution is to use the existing Council District line (also in Redistrictr and also in the e-mail transmission). Thank you.
Hello, my name is Ian Kamus and I am writing on behalf of the neighborhood of Historic Filipinotown or HiFi and the Filipino residents of CD 13. I am very pleased that in Draft Map K 2.5 the two neighborhoods of HiFi and
Thai Town are both kept whole and together in CD 13. I implore you to keep it that way as you continue to make edits and changes to the existing Draft Map, but with one addition - the southern boundary of CD13 should
extend to Third Street because many Filipinos reside there as well. For example, SIPA, Search to Involve Pilipino Americans, built and runs an affordable housing complex in the extended area. The extended area shares
the same socio-economic character as that of the officially designated portion. Please unify Hifi.
Residents of these communities as well as Filipino community members across Los Angeles want to keep historic neighborhoods like HiFi and Thai Town unified in one district. Keeping these two neighborhoods whole
and within CD 13 will make sure our communities get the representation we need and make sure our voices are heard. This is critical now more than ever. For the last two years, community organizations in HiFi and Thai
Town have led in providing COVID-19 vaccine appointments and awareness, in-language voter education, and programs to protect our Asian American communities against rising anti-asian hate. If you split up our
communities, you will play a role in the active silencing of two of LA’s historic AAPI communities and take away much needed resources from our community’s businesses, families, and children.
Thank you for your time and attention.
Please keep the WNC in one council district. We are a diverse community that has worked together successfully for many years.
I was very disappointed to hear a repeat call in today from someone who was organizing to RECALL NITHYA RAMAN, has now had the chance to SPEAK TWICE Also, there was a call in from Susan Collins in Sherman
Oaks, who forget to disclose that she previously ran for city council, and also organized to recall Nithya Raman earlier this year.
These are the people who are saying that there is political motivation, organizing, and division from other people calling in who are not happy with the map.

10/16/2021 13:12:50 Richard Marquez

Highland Park

10/16/2021 13:24:02 Christophe Jonatowski

Shadow Hills / Stonehurst

Let's just be clear, they are being very hypocritical. They are also very happy that about what has happened to Nithya Raman, so are fine with congratulating the commission on transparency, data-driven, etc. This is all in
their own self-interest and they are abusing the redistricting process.
I’m 35-year resident of Highland Park, I wanted to speak today in opposition to Map K 2.5, I oppose having a 25% fraction of Highland Park serve as a council district bridge and a sacrificial lamb so that Eagle Rock can
be in one district.
Why would any commissioner agree to this inequity in our community, let alone anywhere in the city! This 25% fraction of our community will have very little political influence, and of course this will reflect on our city
services from cd14.
Why can’t we be fair and have Highland Park be at least 60% cd14 and Eagle Rock 60% cd14. Or eliminate Eagle Rock from cd14 and having all highland park in cd14! Or even be fairer and eliminate downtown and unite
all northeast and east LA!
Why should a community be segmented for the benefit of another? Highland Park is closer to the rest of cd14 and at a minimum should remain 60% CD14. I hope that the commissioners can correct this injustice!

Keep all of Shadow Hills / Stonehurst in CD7, to give all equestrian communities a voice in city government. I live on Stonehurst Avenue, and this block has the same interests as Shadow Hills, Lake View Terrace, and La
Tuna Canyon. For proper representation of the equestrian & rural needs of these communities, they all need to remain in CD7.
Looking at the current proposed map, the properties right about my house - which are also equestrian properties and share the same trails - are proposed to be removed from CD7 and moved to CD2 or 4, which are
*NOT* equestrian communities. This would split the equestrian community and further erode the equestrian community's ability to preserve horse-keeping right & trails.
All equestrian neighborhoods need to be included in the same CD.

10/16/2021 13:33:04 Kristina O'Neil

Lake Hollywood Estates - CD4
Commissioners:

This letter comes to you from Kristina O’Neil, I am the President of Lake Hollywood Homeowners Association (LHHA). I have been a resident of Lake Hollywood Estates (LHE) since 1996. Our community of 120 homes
borders the SW portion of Griffith Park where, Lake Hollywood Park and the iconic Hollywood Sign stands as a world renowned landmark of Los Angeles atop Mount Lee. Lake Hollywood Estates shares common streets
with Lake Hollywood Park, which attracts over 500 visitors daily and over 1,500 on weekends. Our safety depends on being in the same district as Griffith Park. There is an extreme need for public safety due to visitors
looking to photograph the Famous Hollywood Sign, which has brought more vehicles than our streets can handle, there is no ample parking, reckless smoking in a NO SMOKING HIGH FIRE ZONE causing fires, theft to
homes and vehicles and much more. There is no enforcement or management set in place for our area since GPS, LA Visitor and Tourist Bureau and the internet promotes the Estates and Lake Hollywood Park as the
prime location to see and photograph the sign.
We have worked so closely with CD4 - past and present, Griffith Park’s Chief Losorelli, Superintendents and Park Rangers, LAFD Chief Hogan, Station 76, LAPD Captain McGuyre and our Senior Lead Officers to find
solutions to the dangerous situations that tourism added to the Hollywood Hillside Communities. Now, I have attended 20 public hearings, listening to public testimonies, closely following the changes and considerations
with my hand raised and have heard individuals called on multiple times, yet not one person from Beachwood Canyon, Hollywoodland, The Dell, Knolls, or our community of LHE have not had even 1 minute to speak.
I am very concerned that Los Feliz wants to separate from CD4 and is asking to have Griffith Park moved into District 13. It is impossible to believe that the city would separate Griffith Park from the communities that
surround it. Los Feliz Hills from Los Feliz Blvd north to Mt Lee, The Oaks and Griffith Park are all historically attached since their creation as neighborhoods and should stay intact as communities of interest with
Beachwood Canyon, Lake Hollywood Estates, The Dell, and Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council. These hillside residential communities surrounding Griffith Park from end to end have many shared interests
along with its strong community leadership, good working relationship with the city, HUNC, and the CD4 team. We have many goals in common, to preserve the wildlife, open space, reduce congestion, improve fire
safety, and develop and plan to manage tourism in the interest of public safety.
Why would you put the Hollywood sign that is in Griffith Park (formerly in Hollywoodland) and the tourist destinations of Observatory, etc. in one district, and the neighborhoods impacted by tourism in another, or split them
between two districts? It would paralyze us politically, and solutions a decade in the making would dissipate without funding.
It is imperative that these neighborhoods of common interest stay together so that the solutions they have been working on, as a team can continue to move forward. These communities have worked side by side for over
50 years and have solved their common problems cooperatively with each other and with the leadership of CD4.

Best regards,
Kristina O’Neil
3003 Arrowhead Dr.
(818) 749-7578
10/16/2021 13:33:40 Yolanda Nogueira

Highland Park, CD14 York Blvd Business
Corridor

10/16/2021 13:36:30 Jeff in Park La Brea

Park LaBrea / Fairfax / Miracle Mile

10/16/2021 13:38:24 Susann Jarvis

Valley Village

10/16/2021 13:40:17 Kimberly Christensen

CD 5 - Westside Neighborhood Council
District

10/16/2021 13:42:36 Pearl C Hsiung

Chinatown

10/16/2021 13:42:52 Judy Huern

Ladera city residents- District 11

10/16/2021 13:47:11 Sharen B
10/16/2021 13:48:45 John Gresham
10/16/2021 13:52:55 Kimberly Christensen

General comment
Wilshire Park/Greater Wilshire Neighborhood
Council
CD 5 - Westside Neighborhood Council

10/16/2021 14:04:40 Bobby Peppey

Silver Lake

10/16/2021 14:16:07 N Nazarian
10/16/2021 14:20:46 Marianne King

The valley
Chatsworth

I produce many cultural events including the Northeast Christmas Parade and Veterans Parade, Mercado Hispanic Heritage Fair, NELA Artwalk, Dios de Los Muertos procession, team with LGBTQ Fashion show, all on
York Blvd. There is no way our events will go on if we are not in CD14. CD14 has supported our business corridor and made it a success with everything we needed to make our event when our Christmas Parade is in
CD1. CD1 would not help us with decorations, port a potties, for 2000 people and fliers/posters for our 75th year, 2nd oldest largest parade in LA that runs right in front of his field office. Please include the Highland Park
recreation Center, Senior Center, Arroyo Library-these landmarks are in need of repair and I know that CD14 will see that they get the attention they need. Also the Arroyo Seco Tiny Homes. The York business corridor
hugely voted for Kevin de Leon as our Councilman. York is the bridge to Eagle Rock we work very well together. So please keep us united as we reach out towards our neighboring community.
Very important to keep the residents on the east and west sides of Fairfax Avenue together under CD5. With a subway line coming and plans to tear down mom and pop Fairfax businesses and replace them with multi
million dollar luxury high rises, we need to have ONE council office to work with instead of the two we've had all this time. And that should be CD5 so that the Jewish community can be together. I am 81 years old and
have lived at Park La Brea for more than 25 years. Every Park La Brea neighbor I've spoken with would prefer we go to CD5 and keep together with Beverly Grove and the Jewish community in Fairfax District and Pico.
The Park La Brea residents association has been trying to push our residents to support staying with Nithya, but as a former board member of that association, it looks to me like the president and vice president of PLBRA
have political ambitions that are tied to their affiliation with CD4. They don't speak for me or any of my neighbors. Please go forward with the K-2.5 map.
Moving Valley Village to a different district is not in the best interest of our neighborhood. We are closely associated with North Hollywood, Studio City and Valley Glen.We, the residents and voters within these
communities, share concerns and have worked on shared issues such as the North Hollywood/Valley Village Community Plan, the Red and Orange Lines, core public schools, quality of life issues, and the robust
southeast San Fernando Valley Arts Community. Our city services -- DWP, Public Library, Fire and Police departments -- originate in North Hollywood, not in Sherman Oaks, Encino, Woodland Hills or Tarzana. In
addition, Valley Village residents elected Paul Krekorian to represent us. Moving Valley Village to a new district where we did NOT elect the representative is not in keeping with the principles of government ". . .of the
people, by the people, for the people . . ."
I support Map K2.5 amendment #1. Please keep the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) in one Council District for any changes that are made to address other issues with other parts of the City. I am a longtime
resident of the Westside of Los Angeles. I have been both a renter and now a property owner in this area. I am the Land Use Committee Co-Chair for the WNC and we work to represent our property owners, renters and
business alike. Do not put us in multiple Council Districts.
Do not change the boundaries of Chinatown! Preserve THE CURRENT BOUNDARY. Do not divide the culture and community of what residents of Chinatown have already built. Do not divide their voices, lives and
livelihoods!
I'm listening to your discussion on the zoom and it feels as though you're trying to group ethnic group together. African-Americans are NOT asking for this. Your map is crazy as you've taken the smallest strip of Ladera,
basically the LA City Residents (district 11) and are planning to lump us with the African-Americans in district 8. Don't do it please. And please stop saying that this isn't political, everything is. It seems that white
residents who call in from places like Hancock Park and Beverly Hills always take the time to thank you for not making this political. That's dog-whistle speak for thanks for taking care of us. I'd love to thank you for taking
care of us too but I'll see where we end up. I've written before with concerns about emergency services like the fire department response. It's taken us years to be united with Westchester and to receive their services.
Their fire department is much closer to us than departments in District 8. Again, we are city residents. There is a county fire department right up the street, but because it is county, they will allow our homes to burn to the
ground before they will help us. It's taken us so many meetings with Mike Bonin to be included with Westchester. Stop lumping black people together. We're not Koreatown, or Chinatown or Thai town or Little Ethiopia We're African-Americans who purchased homes in a beautiful neighborhood. In fact, we're a very diverse group, including Asian Indians, Latino, Caucasian and at the like, but we're primarily African-America, so why are
we lumped into District 8? Please explain your decision-making process. It feels like racism to me...Jim Crow... etc. Convince me that it's not based on race. Leave us alone. KEEP LADERA HEIGHTS CITY
RESIDENTS IN DISTRICT 11. I do not support K2.5
It appears to divide the wealthy from the poorer neighborhoods- nothing democratic about it
Support Plan Map K2.5, Amendment 1, keeping all of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
I support Map K2.5 amendment #1. Please keep the Westside Neighborhood Council in one district (CD 5) per the redistributing criteria regardless of what modifications you may make to address concerns in other areas.
I wanted to also note that I attended the Thursday September 30th meeting fully from the beginning and most of the Saturday October 16th meeting. I raised my hand both times and I never got called to speak either time.
I also attended under my email address and role as the Land Use Co-Chair for the Westside Neighborhood Council Seat 4 Kimwncseat4@gmail.com.
We oppose the attempt to remove Nithya Ramen’s CD 4 out of Silver Lake and Los Feliz. It’s is blantly political against the first South Asian woman elected to City Council, a political progressive that the powers that be in
Los Angeles loathe.
Map K 2.5 also removes Griffith Park from its 40 year incorporation within Los Feliz’s council district boundaries which most likely is causing former CD 4 and Griffith Park savior Tom LaBonge to roll in his grave
Ali’s and Katz’s knives are out with their gerrymandering of so-called “CD2 or 4” at LACCRC2021, coordinated by Katz and Ali behind closed doors, to disenfranchise the 73,000 (largest vote total for a City Council
candidate in LA’s history) voted for Nithya, the rent burdened, and BIPOC, at the behest of the HOA’s and wealthy homeowners and right wing corporate interests.

This looks like a very decisive way of carving up the San Fernando valley - how is it that no other districts are being divided like this?!
I fully support Map K2.5 as does the Chatsworth Neighborhood Council - very concerned if you start discussing other maps that the public has not had a chance to review and provide testimony on.

10/16/2021 14:28:12 Andrea

Shadow Hills

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7.The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which needs to be kept together, are dictated by real topographical and physical boundaries, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes along Stonehurst Ave. and McBroom St, as well as some of the streets off of these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living on these streets would no longer be
stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. These communities share common
interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and all have the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in
CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.

10/16/2021 14:45:12 Morgan McCann

Los Feliz

10/16/2021 15:13:49 JJ Jackman

CD-14

10/16/2021 15:33:55 Lydia Mreno

Solano Canyon

10/16/2021 15:38:56 Susan Wong

SHADOW HILLS!

10/16/2021 15:46:42 Jeffrey Chernin

Los Feliz

10/16/2021 15:52:45 Lauren Borchard

Mid City West

Please keep Griffith Park with Los Feliz in CD13!!! Our neighborhood association closely looks after the park. Additionally traffic to and from the Observatory and the Greek Theater directly impact Los Feliz (not
Hollywood). Los Feliz Blvd is THE major thoroughfare for park access and traffic/road repair work directly impact Los Feliz as a neighborhood not Hollywood. Traffic also impacts air quality/quality of life directly impacting
Los Feliz. Otherwise CD13 looks great. Thank you for hearing our voices!
Granted, my familiarity with maps such as this is not strong, but I'm hard-pressed to understand these district lines. I'm guessing the majority of time spent on developing these convoluted districts was in the interest of
political parties holding on to their seats, and much less time spent on embracing communities. I full realize that gerrymandering is the national norm , but it'd be of interest to hear the rationale behind this complicated
puzzle.
Divide Elysian Park equally. Using 110 Freeway as the dividing line, Solano Canyon North should be in CD13. CD1- los Doyers, Radio Hill and Buena Vista Hill in Elysian Park. Our small community can benefit from
having two council offices representing us.
You just removed part of Shadow Hills (even though their mailing address is Sun Valley) from CD7, which was opposed by multiple speakers and MANY written feedback as seen on this spreadsheet!!!!!!!!!! I am appalled:
The appropriate natural border of Shadow Hills in cludes the Stonehurst section: the border should be: The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has severed the following streets: the
west side of Stonehurst Ave. south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda, Hershey, and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5 map has irrationally placed these few
streets in District 6. All these carved out streets dead end into the landfills or the Big Tujunga Wash. In fact there is no other residential neighborhoods in any district besides CD7 that residents of these streets can walk to.
The one road (western end of Sunland Blvd) connecting these streets to the parts of Sun Valley in CD 6 is a steep curved road, with hills on either side and no sidewalks or even shoulders to walk on. This carve-out also
physically chops up the City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone and its Recreation Area, leaving our historic district in 2 different city council districts. REUNITE THESE STREETS WITH THE
REST OF SHADOW HILLS AND RETURN THEM TO CD7.
The proposed changes separates tiny slivers of the east end of Los Feliz and north end of Silver Lake from their neighborhoods in District 13 and are placed with District 2-or-4, which completely cuts this part of the area
off from the rest of the residential parts of District 2-or-4 with Griffith Park in between. The eastern part of Los Feliz is important to the rest of the neighborhood. For example, the Mulholland Fountain marks the entry to
Los Feliz from the east, but now the fountain would be in District 2-or-4. Changing this this would be a minor adjustment. If the Commission needs to equalize the population, areas west of Highland Avenue could be
moved to District 2-or-4, which keeps residential areas of both districts contiguous. Griffith Park should also be placed in District 13 since Los Feliz Blvd is most impacted by traffic in and out of the Park and both are part of
the same neighborhood district. Since there are no residences in Griffith Park, this wouldn't have an impact on the population distribution.
Hello Commissioners,
I write to you today as a member of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. We are one of the largest Neighborhood Council’s in Los Angeles and thanks to the hard work we do to better our community, we have one of
the highest voter turn outs.
That work would be severely undermined if you were to split us across two City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out more of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and share little in common with.
We have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid City West is districted under a singular council office. Please respect this request, and the countless testimony given to us by stakeholders,
and reunite the Melrose District with the rest of Mid City West under Council District 5.
Thank you,

10/16/2021 16:34:47 Isaac
10/16/2021 17:26:00 Karen Lee
10/16/2021 18:38:49 Piper Kamins

Van Nuys
Shadow Hills
Los Feliz

10/16/2021 18:44:19 Luis Gonzalez

Hollywood (District 13)

Lauren Borchard
Renters Representative
Planning & Land Use Committee
Social & Racial Equity Committee
It's highly undemocratic and disheartening to tie such disparate parts of Los Angeles together. Local constituents have local problems and are entitled to a representative that can advocate for them.
As an animal neighborhood , we need to stay as is for the good of our communities . Please do not split us . In fire/ emergency conditions, it could be life threatening to evacuations…
I have lived in Los Feliz for over 7 years, and was born and raised in LA. As a resident and renter in CD4, I am pleased with Nithya Raman as my City Council representative. I encourage you to keep CD4 as intact as
possible, so that Ms. Raman can continue to advocate for renters like me. It also feels strange to have a shift to my community's representation, when I voted for Ms. Raman and would vote for her again. The vitriol I
have seen towards her on platforms like NextDoor feel completely unfair, gendered, and misguided - such as people expecting her to magically "solve" the issue of homelessness in LA within a few months. I worked in
homeless services for 7 years in LA, and see what a challenging issue it is, caused by so many factors, which Ms. Raman is working to address.
As a Jewish CD4 resident who was brought up with the values of access to a free and fair democracy, I am disheartened to see that the map in question would disenfranchise me and other residents; I urge you to keep
CD4 as intact as possible.
The redistribution makes sense and I think it will help the area of Hollywood tremendously.

10/16/2021 18:53:43 Douglas Loeb

Shadow Hills

Keeping Shadow Hills with other council districts, horse keeping and brush fire regions.
Hello,
I LOUDLY AND FIRMLY object to the current redistricting map that splits up my beloved community of Shadow Hills. It seems that the needs of the neighborhood councils are being totally ignored in the several ways that
Shadow Hills has been carved apart in most of the previous
You are attempting to dilute our voices and ignore the unique needs of this tight knit community!
KEEP SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON in the same CD!!!

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes in the Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on
these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.

10/16/2021 18:56:40 Susie White Eagle

Shadow Hills

5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Hello,
I LOUDLY AND FIRMLY object to the current redistricting map that splits up my beloved community of Shadow Hills. It seems that the needs of the neighborhood councils are being totally ignored in the several ways that
Shadow Hills has been carved apart in most of the previous
You are attempting to dilute our voices and ignore the unique needs of this tight knit community!
KEEP SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON in the same CD!!!

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes in the Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on
these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.

10/16/2021 19:03:05 Jim Mando

Shadow Hills

Hello,
I LOUDLY AND FIRMLY object to the current redistricting map that splits up my beloved community of Shadow Hills. It seems that the needs of the neighborhood councils are being totally ignored in the several ways that
Shadow Hills has been carved apart in most of the previous
You are attempting to dilute our voices and ignore the unique needs of this tight knit community!
KEEP SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON in the same CD!!!

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes in the Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on
these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.

10/16/2021 19:05:02 Ann Mando

Shadow Hills

5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Hello,
I LOUDLY AND FIRMLY object to the current redistricting map that splits up my beloved community of Shadow Hills. It seems that the needs of the neighborhood councils are being totally ignored in the several ways that
Shadow Hills has been carved apart in most of the previous
You are attempting to dilute our voices and ignore the unique needs of this tight knit community!
KEEP SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON in the same CD!!!

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes in the Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on
these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.

10/16/2021 19:09:48 Terri Mando

Shadow Hills

Hello,
I LOUDLY AND FIRMLY object to the current redistricting map that splits up my beloved community of Shadow Hills. It seems that the needs of the neighborhood councils are being totally ignored in the several ways that
Shadow Hills has been carved apart in most of the previous
You are attempting to dilute our voices and ignore the unique needs of this tight knit community!
KEEP SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON in the same CD!!!

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes in the Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on
these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.

10/16/2021 19:10:48 Teresa R Mando

Shadow Hills

5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Hello,
I LOUDLY AND FIRMLY object to the current redistricting map that splits up my beloved community of Shadow Hills. It seems that the needs of the neighborhood councils are being totally ignored in the several ways that
Shadow Hills has been carved apart in most of the previous
You are attempting to dilute our voices and ignore the unique needs of this tight knit community!
KEEP SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON in the same CD!!!

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes in the Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on
these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.

10/16/2021 19:11:37 Terri Mando

Shadow Hills

Hello,
I LOUDLY AND FIRMLY object to the current redistricting map that splits up my beloved community of Shadow Hills. It seems that the needs of the neighborhood councils are being totally ignored in the several ways that
Shadow Hills has been carved apart in most of the previous
You are attempting to dilute our voices and ignore the unique needs of this tight knit community!
KEEP SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON in the same CD!!!

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes in the Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on
these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.

10/16/2021 19:12:31 Terri.Mando@twoyellowdogs.com

Shadow Hills

5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Hello,
I LOUDLY AND FIRMLY object to the current redistricting map that splits up my beloved community of Shadow Hills. It seems that the needs of the neighborhood councils are being totally ignored in the several ways that
Shadow Hills has been carved apart in most of the previous
You are attempting to dilute our voices and ignore the unique needs of this tight knit community!
KEEP SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON in the same CD!!!

1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes in the Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on
these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.

10/16/2021 20:20:28 Cristina Bernardino

Winnetka, district 2 or 4

10/16/2021 20:45:49 Andrea Tlaseca

Encino, the Sepúlveda basin is my backyard!

10/16/2021 22:39:33 Kevin Mullican

Los Feliz, CD4, northeast Los Angeles

5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Not equal in regards to population but even more appalling not equal regarding race and ethnicity.
We need more parks. The Los Angeles river should be part of district 3
The new k 2.5 amendment 1 Keeps Encino together, and most importantly, keeps the Sepulveda Basin in Encino! Currently, I cannot vote for accountability for the crime, assaults, and most importantly Fires that originate
from the basin. My Councilperson who affects my house, is different than the one who controls my backyard. I urge the commission to make that person, one and the same.
I am writing to register my strong opposition to the restricting proposal. The current Council District map represents both a well balanced population distribution and a well politically aligned set of constituencies.
Specifically, the existing Council District 4 area represents a population of about 250,000 individuals (similar to the rest of the LA City Council districts) and encompasses several self-identifying neighborhoods. This
alignment is further supported by the Neighborhood Councils that were organized in these neighborhoods, specifcally the Los Feliz Neighborhood Council.
For example, the proposed City Council redistricting Map K2.5 neither aligns with nor keeps the area whole within the current Los Feliz Neighborhood Council (NC #35). Not only does such an action run contrary to City
charter mandates that encouraged the Neighborhood Councils to self-organize and ensure the City followed the will of the citizenry, but also such an action of splitting the CD4 area will greatly complicate the funding and
accounting of the Neighborhood Council efforts. The Los Feliz Neighborhood Council is one of the original certified Neighborhood Councils, and its bylaws are and continue to be a model for many of the other Los Angeles
Neighborhood Councils.
Finally, the new district boundaries are not aligned with the Griffith Park boundaries. The park boundaries are well-established historically and have always been managed within a single City Council District. In short,
splitting responsibility for the park will introduce ambiguity in leadership, responsibility, and funding. This opens the door for inefficiencies and increases the opportunity for graft.
I'm concerned that the redistricting proposal does not follow the will of the people and does not balance representation. It needlessly complicates existing leadership, increases administrative overhead, introduces
ambiguity and opens the way for potential fraud. Finally, it fails to align with existing long standing community identity and City established boundaries.

10/17/2021 1:08:14 Alyssa Boyle

Encino

Keep Encino together and keep the Sepulveda Basin in Encino. Many neighborhood homes back up to the Basin, but our councilmember cannot vote on matters concerning. There are major issues with crime and fires in
that area that affect us all.

10/17/2021 8:35:23 Jacob Wasserman

Westwood, Mid-city West, Los Feliz

10/17/2021 8:36:26 Daniel G

CD4, Hollywood

As a renter and a Jew, I am thoroughly disappointed that the current CD4 is being dismembered. I used to live in CD4 (Los Feliz), now live in CD5 (Westwood), and go to synagogue in Mid-city West, in an area slated to
be moved from CD4* to CD5. I oppose the current map as drawn, and think that CD5 should be the bridge to the Valley instead of CD4, which much better matches how I see my community of interest as a renter and a
Jew. CD4 should stay south of the Valley. The community of renters deserves respect as a community of interest, and the near-total redrawing of the current CD4 overrides and ignores their needs and the needs and
commonalities of Asian, low-income, and other communities.
* Even though, in a political move (despite the Commission's protestations otherwise), it is not numbered as such on the map, even though the other districts are numbered clearly.
Hello, I am a renter in Hollywood and updating my testimony following the presentation of rent burdened maps on 10/16. However, my original comment largely remains - Map K2.5 is creating separate districts for wealthy
homeowners and separate districts for middle to low income tenants. Lines as they are prior to redistricting, especially CD4, have a better mix, and are more representational.
Could we please have tenant population data by new district, and further analysis of the rent burdened data? As mentioned during presentations, heat maps do not reflect population numbers, and can be misleading. I also
would believe that the intermixing of wealthier homeowners and middle income tenants in Hollywood would affect heat maps.
Data sourcing needs to be verified, presented to a higher standard, and available to the public. The heat map shown does not align with LA City Controller data.
Similarly, this exercise should also extend to population data by new district for the Armenian community to confirm that their vote is not being split.
The analysis of the mix of homeowners and tenants should also apply to the new CD3, CD4-2, in addition to CD5, CD13, and CD2-4 that I previously mentioned. To confirm if MapK2.5 is making district distinctions based
on economic background and renter status.
A note that MapK2.5 moves the city closer to having voting blocks by year, based on economics. CD3 and CD5 as newly drawn wealthy homeowner districts are joining other similar demographic districts like CD11, 7, 15
in the 2022 & 2026 election years. The opposite seems to hold for 12, 4-2, 1, 10, & 8 in the 2024 & 2028 election years.
Any additional shifts should take the above into consideration when making new amendments. Prioritize reviewing the SFV and East regions before returning to smaller adjustments in Central and West.

10/17/2021 8:50:35 Maria Garcia

East Hollywood - Filipino Town

10/17/2021 10:16:22 Celeste Wolfe

Tract 7260, Century Glen, WLA

10/17/2021 11:19:27 Bill Eick

Shadow Hills

I am Latina and tired of being lumped into Koreatown - this new map disregards all Latinos and Filipinos when it dumps all of the residents north of 3rd street and east of Normandie into "Koreatown" - we are not Korean.
We are the majority community in the area and demand to be recognized and not divided. Our needs are the same needs as the community of interest at the metro at Vermont and Beverly and around Los Angeles City
College. We are not Korean and resent being included over and over in "Koreatown" or K-town for All.
Thank you so much for map K2.5. This map reunited my divided HOA (north/south) into one contiguous area within one district instead of two, reunited my Westside Neighborhood council into one district instead of three,
and reunited my neighborhood which had a western section stuck into a different district. These corrections are so helpful to us, as we are a mixed zone neighborhood undergoing current land use and zoning concerns.
I'm grateful for the reunification of our area and neighborhood, as this also brings back our ability to be an effective neighborhood watch neighborhood with including our western boundary which is only one of three access
points (and the major one used by residents) in order to ingress/eggress from our small contained area.
Thank you Commissioners for the changes.
On Saturday October 16, 2021 the Commission voted 20 to 0 to move Shadow Hills back to CD7 which is where it is now and where it belongs. Subsequently, a motion was made to move Shadow Hills into CD 6, a district
with which Shadow Hills has nothing in common as was pointed out by the commissioner appointed by Nury Martinez. That motion was defeated. If you need more people placed into District 6, then it would be better to
obtain those people from the western portion of CD 6 as suggested by commissioner Torres.
If you move Shadow Hills into CD 6 then you will be dividing the FTDNC into half. That violates one of the commissions goals. Additionally you would severe the communities of interest which violates Charter section 204.
Please continue to keep Shadow Hills in CD 7.

10/17/2021 11:31:51 Wesley Chuang

Palms

10/17/2021 12:18:32 Jim Van Dusen

Hollywood - Map 2-Or-4

10/17/2021 13:13:07 Lisa

Melrose-La Brea/Beverly Grove

Thank you,
Bill Eick
Districts should be diverse in all demographic, geographic, man-made social constructs/markers and categories to reduce polarization and exclusivity. CD-5 should include neighborhood of Palms, East of 405 Freeway.
I'm aware of the dangers of both intentional racial gerrymandering and blind identity politics.
Re: Map 2-Or-4
Although I’m a member of the Hollywood United Neighborhood Council and chair of it’s Planning and Land Use Management Committee as well as a former president of the Hollywoodland Home Owners Association, I
am speaking only as a resident who lives in Hollywood. There are two main issues that are serious safety issues and the following changes to the map are necessary:
Moving the CD 13 boundary north of Franklin Avenue from Cheremoya to Western poses a significant safety issue as this puts the controlling entry to the Canyon neighborhood as well as the back entrances into
Beachwood Canyon under the direction of one council member whereas the many affected residents of Canyon and the Beachwood Canyon area would be under a different council member. The significance of this is that
the entrances off Franklin Ave. function as a potential bottleneck to all the residents above it. We are in a Very High Fire Severity Zone and need to be able to exit quickly. These outlets have been contentious over the
years due to the extreme danger they represent as a bottleneck. It can also be a bottleneck for those needing emergency services as getting through those intersections can be challenging and it is important that the same
council member deal with this area. In summary: It is critical that the boundary line be moved back to Franklin Ave. from Cheremoya to Western Avenue.
Griffith Park and the Hollywood Sign: the Hollywood Sign and Griffith Park are inextricably linked together and both need to remain in the 2-Or-4 map. The literally million or so residents and tourist trying to get to the park
has caused unbelievable traffic and safety issues for all areas on the LA side of Griffith Park. The oversight of this area must be under one council member as the tourist dollars and fire and safety issues are extraordinary.
To have two council members involved would set the area up for severe problems if they were not to agree on safety solutions. It will also make the Department of Recreation and Parks job of working with the
communities that much more difficult with two council members. All the neighborhoods on the LA side of Griffith Park and the Hollywood Sign have had issues with managing the crowds as what happens on an entrance
off of Los Feliz Avenue could affect traffic in Beachwood Canyon and beyond and vice versa so coordination of efforts is essential. As a result, it is important that the LA side of Griffith Park boundaries in map 2-Or-4
should be Franklin Avenue to Western Avenue and Los Feliz Avenue to Route 5.
I am concerned about the plan to move part of the Melrose district out of CD-5. This area is economically and culturally aligned with the areas to its south and west, including Beverly Grove, where I live. As you know, the
Melrose district is experiencing an alarming spike in crime. To have the area on the north side of Melrose in a difference council district than the south will make it much tougher for residents, business owners, law
enforcement and elected officials to come together to tackle this urgent issue. In addition, draft map K2.5 splits the Mid-City West Neighborhood Council into different council districts, which will adversely affect the ability
of stakeholders to have their voices heard on the most important issues affecting this part of town. Please don't treat the north side of Melrose like an appendage whose only value lies in helping balance-out population
constraints.

10/17/2021 13:27:45 Lawrence Lebo

Reseda - Proposed CD2 or 4

My name is Lawrence Lebo. My husband Denny Croy and I have been homeowners in Reseda for the past 20 years. I have a background in grassroot neighborhood activism. Following the LA riots in 1992 I singlehandedly organized my Pico/Fairfax neighborhood of 750 households into a neighborhood association and served as their elected president for two years. I was then recruited by Mayor Richard Riordan and Kaiser
Permanente to run for president of their Model Neighborhood Program (the pilot program for our current Neighborhood Councils). I served as president for two years.
I would like to comment regarding the proposed new CD2 or 4.
Map 2.5 amended’s lack of financial and cultural (white) diversity effectively marginalizes this area as a low-income district.
Homeowners in the proposed CD2 or 4 are currently enjoying healthy property values. Map 2.5 amended will certainly end that. I am one such homeowner! Personally, I am terrified. I feel the need to seek legal counsel to
protect my family from financial damages.
In addition, map 2.5 amended is a blatant division of the “haves” and the “have nots.” It separates people of color from the white, the privileged, and the affluent. A white flight if you will. It marginalizes, and furthermore, it
disenfranchises the most vulnerable voters for a period of 7 years.
Map 2.5 amended clearly takes advantage of those less able to represent themselves. SHAME ON THIS MAP!
If the redistricting committee has the impression that this demographic is weak, unrepresented and can just be rolled over - believe me – it won’t go unanswered.
PLEASE;
1) Return all of Lake Balboa/Van Nuys and the Sepulveda Basin to the proposed CD 2 or 4. 2) Either return Woodland Hills to the proposed CD2 or 4 or include Sherman Oaks.
3) KEEP THIS AREA AS DISTRICT 3. Let Councilman Blumenfield complete the projects he has funded for Reseda and Canoga Park.
4) Let the proposed new DC3 become DC2 or 4. They are amply organized and represented within themselves.
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Pico Union, Koreatown, Larchmont Village
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Encino, Tarzana. Blunlmenfields new district
Lake Balboa

10/17/2021 14:33:23 Pati Potter

Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon

10/17/2021 15:00:30 Ann Marie

Valley

10/17/2021 15:22:34 Laura P.

Valley: 4-or-2
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Valley - Canoga Park

10/17/2021 15:58:40 John-Paul Cuzzo

Los Feliz/Griffith Park

10/17/2021 17:27:08 Azah

Encino, the Sepulveda Basin is my backyard!

10/17/2021 17:46:06 Michelle and David

Shadow Hills

Thank you for your time and efforts.
I don't like the way this map completely transforms or even eliminates districts 2 and 4. I heard somewhere that some people claim that this consolidates Jewish communities better somehow to achieve more electoral
power, but as a Jew I do not understand this, or believe this, or support this.
- The drawbacks of dramatically shuffling districts around outweigh any proposed benefit.
- As a Jew, I don't think Jewish people are better off by being packed into one district.
- If the goal is to put Jews in one district, I don't think it works or even is possible. I remain in district 1, and my family is in district 10.
As a voter, my wishes for redistricting are that changes are minimized as much as possible, and that where changes are necessary to make districts as simple and non-gerrymandered as possible. This map does not do
that well.
I like the new map
It looks like Map K2.5 removes Balboa Park and The Sepulveda Basin from Van Nuys district and give it to a district that already has Warner Center, Pierce College, the Ventura Blvd corridor, Sherman Oaks Galleria, the
dog park, One Generation, and the Encino Reservoir. Why? What exactly is being left for Lake Balboa? Why would Balboa Park be cut out of Lake Balboa?
You need to return all of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD 7 to keep them with other equestrian, animal-keeping, and Very-High Fire Hazard Severity Zoned neighborhoods already in CD7. It would not
require any further boundary line adjustments for maximum population requirements per City Council District.
Shadow Hills is a neighborhood with natural boundaries. Splitting it up into 3 council districts violates LA City Charter Section 204 (d), and prevents us from having a strong united voice. Some street are being shown to be
put into CD6; some into 2 or 4. Returning Shadow Hills allows the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council to remain viable and intact. Please listen to the residents of Shadow Hills: Return ALL of Shadow Hills and La
Tuna Canyon back to CD7.
Thank you a resident of Sunland
This map is directed to targeting the poor community and segregating it from the rich. It is a way to suppress the low income individuals and target them together. This proposed map is racially and economically
segregated.
The map clearly reflects a separation of neighborhoods based on economic class and race. Instead of uniting communities and neighborhoods, you are tearing them apart. This feels very discriminating and needs to be
corrected.
You can improve the map by being more inclusive. All the lower income, poor, minority neighborhoods are classed together and separated by the rich neighborhoods surrounding them. I suggest you get in your car and
drive down Sherman Way from Van Nuys to Canoga Park and you will see exactly the imbalance in diversity.
I think it is an absolutely horrible idea. Griffith Park and Los Feliz have been connected my entire life. I grew up and currently live in Los Feliz with my wife and son. I attended Our Mother of Good Counsel School, Loyola
High School and was an Eagle Scout with Troop 20. What happens in the park directly effects Los Feliz residents. Additionally, I am curious to understand the political motivation over carving out the Rowena Reservoir
area. I can't fathom how that serves the interests of the people in that area. I truly believe if Mr. Lobonge was still with us, especially as a Los Feliz resident, he would have vehemently fought to prevent this. Please do
not carve out Griffith Park from Los Feliz.
"The new k 2.5 amendment 1 Keeps Encino together, and most importantly, keeps the Sepulveda Basin in Encino! Currently, I cannot vote for accountability for the crime, assaults, and most importantly Fires that originate
from the basin. My Councilperson who affects my house, is different than the one who controls my backyard. I urge the commission to make that person, one and the same."
I was very worried during the meeting that the Foothill Trails NC was going to be split up again to make up for CD6 population numbers, we were very happy to have it rejoined earlier in the meeting. I understand this was
related to some discussion of CD6 adding population either to the West, towards CD3 or to the east towards CD7.
I was very confused why the commissioner selected by CM Rodriguez was willing to give up on this very important goal to keep Shadow Hills together.
Then, I learned why. I was very very disappointed to learn that two of the commissions countering CD6's proposals are actually married.
Commissioner Richard Katz chosen by CD3 and Commissioner Wendy Mitchell by CD7 are actually husband and wife, or at least share a residence in Studio City?!
So the argument with Commissioner Torres was actually occurring between a couple?! So they definitely are biased, and can be coordinated in their responses. I don't know in what world this is acceptable!

10/17/2021 17:49:21 Marian Dodge

Los Feliz

This is not transparent, and I am definitely not happy, as it puts our community at risk.
All of Los Feliz including Waverly Heights, Los Feliz Hills to Riverside Drive, and the Oaks should be kept together in one CD. Los Feliz is the front door to Griffith Park; Griffith Park should remain in the Cd with Los Feliz.

10/17/2021 18:12:30 ELYSIAN PARK and ANGELINO
HEIGHTS

ECHO PARK

While I realize there are weightier matters which the commission is dealing with, I ask that you seriously consider our concerns before finalizing the map.
I and many others in Echo Park have written/spoken to the commission regarding:
A. the importance of continuing the historic shared responsibility of Elysian Park between CD 13 and CD 1, which has helped preserve the park from multiple threats.
B. the significant benefit of EQUALIZING the division and responsibility for the park. Residents of CD 13 and Angelino Heights are impacted by traffic, noise and litter due to park activity, particularly during baseball
season. There is also a perpetual threat of development which the CCSEP has fought tirelessly for decades. Equalizing the responsibility will give CD 13 a far greater say in these matters.
C.PLEASE consider the proposal and map made by the Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park in their COI to divide Elysian Park. This would move into CD 13 the area beginning with and including Vin Scully Avenue,
go up and around the outside perimeter of Dodger Stadium (bringing Boylston Street and its residents into CD13, though this would have minimal population impact) and then cut across Elysian Park between the Police
Academy and the Adaptive Recreation Center to Riverside Drive.
D. Lastly, residents of Angelino Heights have expressed their strong desire to be reunited with the Echo Park community. Echo Park and Angelino Heights have historically been one neighborhood since their creation.
Angelino residents use Echo Park and Silverlake for their needs.
Having attended many meetings which you have held, I am aware of the immense work and commitment of the commission. We are all grateful for the attention you have shown to the concerns of the people of LA. We, in
Echo Park, are particularly grateful that our community remains united with our neighbors in CD 13.
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Shadow hills / Sun Valley

10/17/2021 18:37:46 David DeMulle'

La Tuna Canyon/Shadow Hills
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Shadow Hills
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Winnetka CA

10/17/2021 19:01:07 Keep HP Together

Highland Park

10/17/2021 19:32:47 Suzanne Gero

Highland Park

10/17/2021 20:27:41 Kelly M

Shadow Hills

10/17/2021 20:44:26 Susan Wong

Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon

Thank you!
Kathleen Murphy
Yes , please put a stop to this ! We have lived here so since 1999, we Intentionally bought horse property from my two horses I’ve been with horses all my life and this was my dream to be terrible if you take away what we
all work for and for Horses !! Please keep us safe with our Horses and Zoning! Thank you Jaime Wotherspoon.
We are one of the last equestrian neighborhoods in the Los Angeles area. It is important that we stay connected with our current councilmembers who, over the years, have gained a deep insight into how we as a
community work together to preserve our equestrian status and our RAK designation with the assessors and building & safety office. Attaching us to another councilmembers district would effectively cut us off from one of
our major assets - the ability to work with someone that understands our unique problems.
Please leave Shadow Hills La Tuna Canyon where it is in CD 7. The city has not taken into account the equestrian neighborhood or it’s historical history if equestrian properties and equestrian citizens. The city has been
consistently ruling and trying to redistribute this tight knit community. The equestrian area is becoming less and less friendly and I have had to move my equines out of the community due to the lack of facilities and
resource information permits.
4 or 2 Woodland hills and Tarzana were part of our old district. It looks to me that you are separating our community and trying to put us in a box. It makes no sense why woodland hills/Warner center is not part of the 4 or
2 district. Please add back to 4 or 2 district
I don't like the way this map proposes to carve up CD14. It gives all the flourishing businesses on York Boulevard, as well as much of Figueroa, to CD1. I am opposed to that. Those businesses and the HP senior center
should stay with CD14. I voted for Kevin De Leon, not Gil Cedillo, and I don't want a different councilman.
I am opposed to Map K2.5 as shown. Highland Park's boundaries should be changed back to what they are now. Leave the Highland Park Senior Center, Library, Recreation Center, Veteran's Monument, York Blvd.
Businesses, and the Tiny Homes project in CD 14.
Thank you to the Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into CD7 from CD “2 or 4”, which reflects what the residents of Shadow Hills and La Tuna
Canyon neighborhoods need and want and have strongly stated in both spoken and written testimony. As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended2, in
CD7, where it belongs. Shadow Hills needs to STAY in CD7!
I want to THANK the Redistricting Commissioners for voting on Saturday, Oct. 16, 2021, to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods out of CD “2 or 4” and back into CD7 where we belong.
There have been several recent attempts to move part or all of Shadow Hills to other districts and I am grateful for the Commissioners who have reminded everyone that there were numerous spoken testimonies, multiple
emails, and at least 191 written comments on the Feedback Spreadsheet about Shadow Hills that have ALL said that we want to stay together and in CD7.
I watched with horror as some commissioners attempted to divide the Shadow Hills community at Sunland Blvd. (and then eventually along Wentworth St.) and move it to from CD7 into CD6 at another point during
Saturday’s meeting. This went against every single one of the citizen comments, emails, and spoken testimony from Shadow Hills. It goes against the Redistricting Commission’s website: “The testimony and input of the
residents of Los Angeles is critical to creating a redistricting plan that provides fair and effective representation for all residents of the City”. I was very glad that that motion, at least, was voted down.
Contrary to what another Commissioner said, CD6 does NOT have anything in common with Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon. CD6 residents were not cooperating with other horse communities to share horse trailers
while evacuating their horses during the La Tuna and Creek fires. CD6 residents don’t weep when a horse is hit by a speeding car and killed on their street. CD6 residents don’t advocate for and then rejoice when their
Councilwoman installs two new HAWK beacons so equestrians can cross into The Big Tujunga Wash safely. CD6 residents don’t work together with Lake View Terrace to keep the Big Tujunga Wash cleaned up and
safe.
We have found Monica Rodriguez to be very constructive, productive and proactive in dealing with Shadow Hills’ concerns, and wish to stay in CD7.
As you work on further redrawing some lines on the K2.5 Amended 2 Map, please resist any further attempts to move Shadow Hills away from other equestrian and high-fire neighborhoods, and leave Shadow Hills where
it should be and now is: in CD7.
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Silverlake
Encino

10/17/2021 21:20:25 Ann Masterson

Shadow Hills

Susan Wong
Shadow Hills resident
sowong4biz@gmail.com
CD 13 should include all of Silverlake by including the W Silverlake area to Rowena
The new k 2.5 amendment 1 Keeps Encino together, and most importantly, keeps the Sepulveda Basin in Encino! Currently, I cannot vote for accountability for the crime, assaults, and most importantly Fires that originate
from the basin. My Councilperson who affects my house, is different than the one who controls my backyard. I urge the commission to make that person, one and the same.
Greetings,
My name is Ann Masterson and I am a proud and VERY CONCERNED Shadow Hills resident. I’ve been living at 9906 Wornom Ave. 91040 for the past 21 years. I am deeply committed to the health of our community- on
ALL levels.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into the CD7, from CD “2” or “4”, which REFLECTS WHAT THE RESIDENTS OF SHADOW
HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON NEIGHBORHOODS NEED, WANT, AND HAVE STRONGLY STATED in both spoken and written testimony.
I’d like to extend my sincerest gratitude to Denis Cagna and Rachel Torres for being in strong support of us staying in CD7
There have been several attempts to move Shadow Hills to other districts (to CD6 during the meeting on Saturday, Oct. 16,) that we have little in common with, and we THANK the Commissioners who have reminded the
rest of the Commissioners that there were NUMEROUS SPOKEN TESTIMONIES AND MANY WRITTEN COMMENTS ON THE FEEDBACK SPREADSHEET ABOUT SHADOW HILLS THAT HAVE ALL SAID THAT WE
WANT THE ENTIRE NEIGHBORHOOD TO STAY TOGETHER IN CD7.
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended2, in CD7, where it belongs.
As you have witnessed, we are a very passionate and active community and will continue to do whatever it takes to preserve the health and interests of our neighborhoods!
Regards,
Ann Masterson

10/17/2021 21:43:04 Gina DiFrancesco

Lake Balboa, Winnetka, Reseda, Canoga Park This is blatantly inequitable gerrymandering that must not be allowed. I stand with the position taken by the Reseda Neighborhood Council.
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10/18/2021 7:21:16 Dr Bombay

10/18/2021 7:29:32 Christine Aparicio Merriweather

Winnetka, Canoga Park, Reseda, Lake Balboa The redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4 is blatant gerrymandering among class lines. Shameful and unacceptable.
and part of Van Nuys
Encino
Keep the basin in Encino.
The Valley: Winnetka
Why does our district now only have the poorest neighborhoods in this new district? Leave it as it was. If I'm not mistaken we were together with Woodland Hills and Tarzana, this is how it should be. I like many in my
neighborhood shop and have our doctors in Tarzana and Woodland Hills. We are part of this community and they are a part of us. How dare you reflect a map that excludes us and tears us away from a community we
have built our lives with for years. It is plain cruel and unjust. We are people not imaginary lines to be toyed with. Leave this district as it was.
Hancock Park
I support the Map K2.5 Amendment 2. We are a community of interest with our neighbors to the west. We share schools, papers, sports leagues, parks, our beautiful historic homes, and most importantly our religious
faiths that include churches and synagogues. We fully support and need to be in council district 5. Thank you for your support and reaching out to the community and listening to our voices and concerns.
Shadow Hills
The original K2.5 map splits the community of Shadow Hills into two different districts. At the very least, Shadow Hills should not be cut into two districts. AT THE LEAST it should remain intact as one community. In
addition, Shadow Hills should remain with its neighboring communities that share similar interests and concerns- such as fire danger, hillside living, equestrian residences, and traffic. These communities include Lake View
Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar.
The amended map- K2.5 Amended 2 map (that was discussed at the October 16th meeting), keeps us in CD7 with our neighboring communities that have horse keeping properties and similar concerns. Please keep
Shadow Hills in CD7, and don’t split up our communities. Thank you.
Spaulding Square and Sunset Square HPOZ These 2 historic neighborhoods which are officially joined by the City of LA's Office of Historic Preservation are priceless artifacts of Los Angeles history and need to be kept together. Sunset Square is bordered on the
east by Vista Street (both sides) and both historic neighborhoods together run from Hollywood to Fountain and Fairfax on the west. We are the current stewards of this small remaining glimpse of Historic Hollywood. Our
history needs to be valued and preserved. Apartments and SFR's comprise this history of diversity in harmony. These neighborhoods need to remain together in the same district.
CD 7 as ut stands today. Keep Shadow Hills
Please continue to support our pleas to keep Shadow Hills & La Tuna Cyn together. Thank you for NOT PASSING the motion to move S.H. from CD 7.
and La Tuns zcyn together in CD7
I'm now retired after 45 years of two careers:
1. Thirty-four years as aTeacher and Administrator with LAUSD
2. Professional singer/entertainer, all my life.
I am now finally enjoying my beautiful property in LTC. Ive kived her for 22years. I plan on being here until I pass on to Jesus. Leave our district together in CD7including Shadow Hills & La Tuna Cyn.
Christine Aparicio Merriweather
10511 Tuxford St.
La Tuna Cyn, 91352

10/18/2021 7:37:15 Why is the Oaks being split up along The Oaks
Red Oak Street? The neighborhood
should be kept as one district. This
doesn’t make any sense and we
have a neighborhood council and
would like to keep our neighbors and
neighborhood together in one
district!!!
10/18/2021 7:53:06 Yolanda Gonzalez
Filipino Town, CD13 "Koreatown"
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Linda Graves
Ash Mullin
John Gresham
TRACY JAMES

Shadow Hills
Shadow Hills
Wilshire Park/Greater Wilshire
CD4/GRIFFITH PARK
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Filipino Town and East Hollywood

10/18/2021 9:04:55 N. K. Sarkin

Los Feliz

Why is the Oaks being split up along Red Oak Street? The neighborhood should be kept as one district. This doesn’t make any sense and we have a neighborhood council and would like to keep our neighbors and
neighborhood together in one district!!!

Please stop pushing all the Latino and Filipino families into "koreatown" - north of 3rd street and east of Normandy is entirely Latino and Filipino - not Korean. We strongly oppose capturing these streets into a unified
"koreatown" and K-town for all as it completely ignores the true populations who live there. Also we saw that you divided Beverly which tears up our community. We live and work in these streets and share more with other
communities of interest with the street sellers at Vermont and Beverly and Vermont and Melrose.
On behalf of all the Latinos and Filipinos we strongly oppose map K2.5 as its written and ask the commission to fix this by returning the line to 3rd street east of Normandy and past Vermont.
Please leave Shadow Hills in CD7. We have the most in common with the areas we of CD7 and wish to remain with them where our needs can be fully understood and met.
Shadow Hills should not be spilt across two districts. The unique equestrian neighborhoods of the North East Valley should remain together in one district
I support Map K 2.5, Amendment 2, as it keeps the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together in on City Council District.
It is such a bad idea to separate any of the hillside communities surrounding Griffith Park from each other. The issue of excessive traffic( that all runs thru residential communities) to access the park and Hollywood Side
are monumental. Two different council offices pushing issues around without coordination (and council offices are not good at that) will be a disaster for these communities . Keep Griffith and all of CD4 surrounding
communities together.. Park issues run over into communities and community issues run into the park It needs to stay together to make any meaningful soutions and avoid chaos.
I was asked to email by others in my community. We are south of third and not Korean. We strongly protest being lumped into K-town for all and Koreatown. That organization doesn't represent us as we are Latino and
Filipino. We are not a community of interest with the Korean community and protest this new land grab up to Beverly. Even our Neighborhood Council speaks as if we are all Korean when the the truth is north of 3rd we
are Latino and Filipino. The NC goes north to Melrose and we ask that the since this is not keeping the NC intact then there is no reason to drag the border up to the south side of Beverly.
Please do not lump all of us into "koreatown" because this is insulting to all the Latino families who work hard in the area selling their wares and food to survive. We need the protection of an intact council district not one
which minimizes us to the Korean Community which we are not. Thank you - we ask that the border for CD13 be kept at 3rd street or even more south.
I have lived in Los Feliz for over 40 years just north of the Los Feliz and N. Edgemont St. intersection so this issue is being felt very keenly in my household and I am compelled to voice my thoughts and concerns on
something that will so drastically and acutely impact us.
The proposed plan to remove The Oaks, Waverly Heights, the Rowena Reservoir, and part of the Los Feliz Hills north of Los Feliz Boulevard will be a disservice to the area and the residents that call this home. The
residents in these areas deserve to be kept with the rest of the community and not seemingly arbitrarily sectioned off.
Having Griffith Park no longer included in the district with Los Feliz is an egregious oversight. Los Feliz shares the longest residential border with Griffith Park and as such Los Feliz residents are the most significantly
impacted by what goes on with Griffith Park (the largest municipal park in the US), the Greek Theater, the Observatory, and the LA Zoo. The streets in and out of the park’s most popular venues are in Los Feliz but the
proposed map will effectively put the entrances to these areas within Los Feliz boundaries, but then the actual venues in another district; this doesn't make any practical sense. Los Feliz residents are the most highly
impacted by decisions made for the park and we demand a role in those decisions.
For decades, every time redistricting has been done, the concern from Angelenos Citywide has been that corruption is rampant. Maps were drawn behind closed doors by incumbents or their loyal staff members and
responses to community organizing and input was seen as performative at best to pretend that the public was being listened to. Although the commission has stated that their work has been based on data and not to
“advantage or disadvantage particular elected officials” these issues appear to be created solely to keep a council member’s home linked to their new district—a terrible and frankly petty reason to throw our community into
disarray.
This year residents were told that something remarkable would be happening: the commission was going to be following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries, and the voices of the people. This is a milestone and HUGE progress from past decades of shady shadow operations. Yet, looking at the proposed maps, it feels like residents are once again being cut out of
the process and we are falling into old habits of performative posturing for the press while behind the scenes officials are doing what they have always done and serving their own interests regardless of their constituents
and neighbors wishes.
These officials were elected by the people for a reason: to enact the will of the people they represent. But the proposed map appears to be doing the opposite of that and instead is moving towards a violation of the equal
protection clause of the Fourth Amendment and the Voting Rights Act and as a resident I have to question: who is benefiting? Certainly not the vast majority of residents as we appear to be getting cut out of all future
conversations about any issues that will directly impact us from parking to landscaping to traffic control to noise and a whole host of other issues. What's happening is not representative democracy.
Los Feliz must not be split into separate districts, and, as the residents most highly impacted by activities in Griffith Park, we must be included in the decision-making process for the park and its venues now and going
forward. I implore you to please reconsider and 'go back to the drawing board' to keep The Oaks, Waverly Heights, the Rowena Reservoir, and Griffith Park part of our current district.
Sincerely,
Nadja K. Sarkin
Resident since 1976

10/18/2021 9:06:44 N. Sarkin

Los Feliz

To whom it may concern,
I have lived in Los Feliz foralmost 50 years just north of the Los Feliz and N. Edgemont St. intersection so this issue is being felt very keenly in my household and I am compelled to voice my thoughts and concerns on
something that will so drastically and acutely impact us.
The proposed plan to remove The Oaks, Waverly Heights, the Rowena Reservoir, and part of the Los Feliz Hills north of Los Feliz Boulevard will be a disservice to the area and the residents that call this home. The
residents in these areas deserve to be kept with the rest of the community and not seemingly arbitrarily sectioned off.
Having Griffith Park no longer included in the district with Los Feliz is an egregious oversight. Los Feliz shares the longest residential border with Griffith Park and as such Los Feliz residents are the most significantly
impacted by what goes on with Griffith Park (the largest municipal park in the US), the Greek Theater, the Observatory, and the LA Zoo. The streets in and out of the park’s most popular venues are in Los Feliz but the
proposed map will effectively put the entrances to these areas within Los Feliz boundaries, but then the actual venues in another district; this doesn't make any practical sense. Los Feliz residents are the most highly
impacted by decisions made for the park and we demand a role in those decisions.
For decades, every time redistricting has been done, the concern from Angelenos Citywide has been that corruption is rampant. Maps were drawn behind closed doors by incumbents or their loyal staff members and
responses to community organizing and input was seen as performative at best to pretend that the public was being listened to. Although the commission has stated that their work has been based on data and not to
“advantage or disadvantage particular elected officials” these issues appear to be created solely to keep a council member’s home linked to their new district—a terrible and frankly petty reason to throw our community into
disarray.
This year residents were told that something remarkable would be happening: the commission was going to be following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries, and the voices of the people. This is a milestone and HUGE progress from past decades of shady shadow operations. Yet, looking at the proposed maps, it feels like residents are once again being cut out of
the process and we are falling into old habits of performative posturing for the press while behind the scenes officials are doing what they have always done and serving their own interests regardless of their constituents
and neighbors wishes.
These officials were elected by the people for a reason: to enact the will of the people they represent. But the proposed map appears to be doing the opposite of that and instead is moving towards a violation of the equal
protection clause of the Fourth Amendment and the Voting Rights Act and as a resident I have to question: who is benefiting? Certainly not the vast majority of residents as we appear to be getting cut out of all future
conversations about any issues that will directly impact us from parking to landscaping to traffic control to noise and a whole host of other issues. What's happening is not representative democracy.
Los Feliz must not be split into separate districts, and, as the residents most highly impacted by activities in Griffith Park, we must be included in the decision-making process for the park and its venues now and going
forward. I implore you to please reconsider and 'go back to the drawing board' to keep The Oaks, Waverly Heights, the Rowena Reservoir, and Griffith Park part of our current district.
Sincerely,
Norma G. Sarkin
Resident since 1973
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10/18/2021 9:10:28 Bonnie and her horses

Hancock Park and Greater Wilshire
The map should continue to include Hancock Park to be in Council District 5.
Neighborhood Council district
Shadow Hills Stonehurst La Tuna Canyon CD Thank you so much for hearing our community, understanding our needs, and putting Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back into the horse communities they belong (CD7).
7
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended2, in CD7, where it belongs.
I am beyond relieved you have redrafted the map. We are ONE horse community and we must stay with our fellow communities of Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Sunland Tujunga, and La Tuna Canyon.

10/18/2021 9:23:33 Camille Caiozzo

Shadow Hills

Thank you so much!,
Shadow Hills homeowner, resident, equestrian, stakeholder, Neighborhood Council Board Member, public service member.
So many thanks to the Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into CD7 from CD “2 or 4”, which reflects the needs and wants of the residents of
Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods. Our neighborhoods have strongly stated in both spoken and written testimony about the unique needs of our agrarian, equestrian communities within high fire danger
zones.
There have been several attempts to move Shadow Hills to other districts (to CD6 during the meeting on Saturday, Oct. 16,) that we have little in common with, and we THANK the Commissioners who have reminded the
rest of the Commissioners that there were numerous spoken testimonies and MANY written comments on the Feedback Spreadsheet about Shadow Hills that have ALL said that we want the entire neighborhood to stay
together and in CD7.
We thank you in advance for your continued support in addressing the rare needs of Shadow Hills/LaTuna Canyon.
Camille Caiozzo, Ph.D. equestrian, homeowner in Shadow Hills

10/18/2021 9:30:33 Jean

Shadow Hills

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
Thank you for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into CD7 from CD “2 or 4”, which reflects what the residents of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods need and want
and have strongly stated in both spoken and written testimony.
There have been several attempts to move Shadow Hills to other districts (to CD6 during the meeting on Saturday, Oct. 16,) that we have little in common with, and we THANK the Commissioners who have reminded the
rest of the Commissioners that there were numerous spoken testimonies and MANY written comments on the Feedback Spreadsheet about Shadow Hills that have ALL said that we want the entire neighborhood to stay
together and in CD7.
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended2, in CD7, where it belongs.
Thank you!!

10/18/2021 9:35:37 James Vallely
10/18/2021 10:12:55 Jillian - Highland Park Resident

Hancock Park
Highland Park

10/18/2021 10:15:32 Mike shand
10/18/2021 10:19:06 MD Silva

Highland park
Encino NC

10/18/2021 10:28:52 Judge Leon S. Kaplan, L.A. Superior District 5, Brookside
Court, Retired
10/18/2021 10:41:46 Sara Chon
Wilshire Park
10/18/2021 10:49:37 Susan Lustig
Sun Valley

I’d like to support K2.5. Amendment 2, District 5
NO!!! to map K2.5 — Return Highland Park to it’s original boundaries. These changes aren’t necessary, this is the work of a busy body tampering with what ISNT broken. Listen to the residents of HP for real insight on
matters that effect us.
No to map k2.5 return highland park back to its current boundaries
Keep the boundary which includes Lake Balboa Park in Encino. It appears strange to deviate from the line Victory Blvd makes as the northern boundary. The District 3 line is consistent from the west valley to the
proposed eastern limitation of the district all along Victory Blvd. EXCEPT at Balboa Lake.
Victory Blvd. corresponds with the northern edge of the Encino Neighborhood Council boundary, please keep it so the maps are also consistent.
It is essential to maintain the cohesiveness of the neighborhood that Greater Wire remain within District Five
I am a resident of Wilshire Park (922 3rd Ave) and I strongly oppose the redistricting our neighborhood.
RE: K2.5 Amendment 2: Please go to the Sun Valley Area Neighborhood Council (SVANC) website to view the overlay map to the SVANC borders: https://www.svanc.com/city-council-redistricting-alert/ . Please extend
out the CD6 borders so both sides of those streets are in CD6 & don't fall into 2 different districts. Please extend the border as it was for CD2 to the SVANC border. You can see how it was drawn on the SVANC website
link on the "Current Council District map." Thank you for your help. (Sorry, it was hard for me to draw the overlay map accurately, I tried!)

10/18/2021 10:49:53 Shekinah D

Historic Filipinotown

I am very pleased that in Draft Map K 2.5 the two neighborhoods of HiFi and Thai Town are both kept whole and together in CD 13. I implore you to keep it that way as you continue to make edits and changes to the
existing Draft Map, HOWEVER the southern boundary of CD13 should extend to Third Street because many Filipinos reside there as well. For example, SIPA, Search to Involve Pilipino Americans, built and runs an
affordable housing complex in the extended area. The extended area shares the same socio-economic character as that of the officially designated portion. Please unify Hifi

10/18/2021 10:55:49 Bonnie Truong

Valley: • The current placement of Winnetka,
Canoga Park, Reseda, Lake Balboa and part
of Van Nuys within a new valley district • The
redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4
Carthay Square

I think the redrawing is a deliberate attempts to take funds away from Canoga, Winnetka, Reseda & Lake Balboa and instead give them to already high worth neighborhoods. How can residence expect the same property
value growth?

10/18/2021 11:12:56 Steve Atlee

Dear redistricting commission,
Thank you for all your hard work for these past months. I want to bring to your attention one error that occurred between the drawing of map K 2 and map K 2.5.
The division of about 1/3rd of Carthay Square south of Packard would be a huge problem for Carthay. The neighborhood would no longer have a single city council office to represent its interests downtown. One third of
historic Carthay Square would be separated from the Carthay Neighborhoods Historic District that we hope will soon be recognized by the state.
Please do not divide Carthay Square across City Council districts. Keep all of Carthay Square in CD5, with Carthay Circle and South Carthay.
Thank you.

10/18/2021 11:17:53 Anastasia Mann

Hollywood Hills West neighborhoods

10/18/2021 11:25:09 Clara Solis

Highland Park

10/18/2021 11:43:52 Tina Eick, Shadow Hills Property
Owners Association

Shadow Hills, CA

I have been monitoring your sessions including Saturday’s full 7 1/2 hours. Long day for you and those of us following your progress. Map K2.5 with current amendments is fine. The one question that everyone I know
following this is asking is why is that “finger” extension dropped into Los Feliz/Silverlake when it clearly divides Los Feliz Blvd & cuts a neighborhood in half. People are saying you’ve done that to bring Nithya Raman’s
house into what will most likely be CD4. I have no idea where Nithya’s house is, but if that is the sole reason for this dip, then it’s contrary to your pre-set rules. You’ve cleaned up similar “dips” in the Valley and also
southern parts of LA. If this is true that you’ve added that section for “political” reasons - which are clearly out there as far as scripted callers indicate - then hopefully you’ll end up making the final decisions without
consideration of social media inspired input. I was born here and have lived in Hollywood my entire life, over six decades. This “Redistricting” result we will live with for ten years - not one 4 yr term of any single council
person. The conversations on the “street” include “deal making” between CD13 & CD4 current reps for throwing support for each other in the next elections. Only CD 13 is coming up, but I was also told that Jackie
Goldberg hopes to run for that council position. I have NO IDEA if any of this gossip is true.
I prefer not to let any of this affect my personal opinions because I am only focusing on the stated “rules” by which all you Commissioners have pledged to follow - including integrity. The principles that determine your
decisions re the Valley are legitimate. Moving Shadow Hills from 2 or 4 was totally appropriate. Shadow Hills sounds like a great place to live but bears no resemblance to the bulk of the Hollywood Hills and Hollywood
flats. Thank you for that. I have friends monitoring tonight’s session as it conflicts with Tom LaBonge’s private memorial service which is from 5 pm to 9 pm. Thank you all for holding up. This is a huge commitment by you
all. Chair Ali- you’re doing a truly superb job running these meetings. Bravo.
I am opposed to MapK2.5 Amendment 2 as it deals with Highland Park return our Highland Park boundaries to what they currently are. The new boundaries are bad for the Highland Park residents who currently live in the
CD 14 portion of Highland Park.
Further, I am opposed the the People's Bloc Map. I have concerns about its impact on the Latino population's ability to elect a representative of their choice. In the current CD 1 and CD 14, Latinos have two opportunities
to elect representatives of their choice. In the People's Bloc new districts, I am afraid there will only be one. CD 1's Latino Population is 61.8, and its CVAP is 50.7. CD 14's Latino population will be 62.8 and its CVAP 56
percent. Notice that the Latino population in each is quite close but the CVAP difference will probably result in CD 1 Latino population not having the opportunity to elect a representative of their choice. Further, the only
people calling for this map are Inner City Struggle staff and members. At the last two meetings, 5 of the 7 speakers calling for this map were staff members of Inner City Struggle. In the Community of Interest Forms
residents of CD 14 in Boyle Heights, El Sereno and Highland Park overwhelmingly asked to remain in CD 14. Look at these forms that were handwritten and scanned. Additionally, Ramona Gardens and El Sereno
residents specifically asked to remain with Highland Park.
October 18, 2021
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
The Shadow Hills Property Owners Association (SHPOA) wants to thank you so much for listening to the outpouring from our community to save Shadow Hills in its entirety and to return it to CD7. We appreciate the hours
of time and consideration you have taken to preserve our community. Your first vote to unanimously return Shadow Hills to CD7 was clearly in response to the united pleas (204+ to date, in the Web Feedback) from our
residents to keep Shadow Hills in one district and to remain in the district which has historically represented the equestrian, agrarian lifestyles and common concerns for fire and flood protection of our neighboring foothill
communities. We also want to thank you for defeating a second vote which called for the moving of Shadow Hills to CD6. This move would have irrationally placed us in a district with whom we share no common interests
or lifestyles. We thank Commissioner Torres for recognizing those incompatibilities and for logically pointing out that in order to bring CD6 up to the required population, the Commission should be looking further to the
west for areas of commonalities.
Again, we must emphasize that there is not another community in Los Angeles with more common interests or lifestyles than in Shadow Hills. People move here to have chickens, rabbits, an occasional pig, goats and
horses - among other animals. We are not wealthy; we are hard working “weekend farmers” who enjoy the rural atmosphere, unique to our community. We want to thank you for recognizing that it is critical that our
community of Shadow Hills remain connected to our neighboring communities of La Tuna Canyon, LakeView Terrace and Sylmar in CD7 as we all share the same lifestyles, history and community concerns regarding the
preservation of horse keeping and fire protection. The Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) exists to represent these specific communities and if the communities are divided into different districts, the FTDNC
would no longer be an effective representative with the City of Los Angeles.

We recognize your sincere dedication to achieving an equitable map for the entire City of Los Angeles based on uniting common interest communities, neighborhood councils and compact boundaries. And we thank you
so much for recognizing that Shadow Hills in CD7 meets that criteria in totality.
Very truly yours,
Tina Eick, SHPOA President
tinaeick@icloud.com

10/18/2021 11:44:05 Luis Trujillo

Los feliz

I am a renter and want to be part of a district that has my best interest at heart.
- I am asking the commission to preserve CD4 as a community of renters.
- I want to be part of a diverse community.
- I want to be part of a community that respects the voices of young people, renters, people of color, etc

- This map erases the results of an election and denies Angelenos the representation they voted for less than a year ago -- it is blatant disenfranchisement
- There is a large progressive movement that voted for Councilmember Raman - made up of renters, working people, young people, and people of color - whose votes are now being decimated
- The lack of clarity around the blue district vs. grey district is leaving hundreds of thousands of voters in the dark.
- If this map holds, it will wipe out the results of an election 10 months ago.

10/18/2021 11:44:44 Why are all these Ryu donors writing Hollywood Hills West
in to praise the commission for
impartiality?!
10/18/2021 11:48:02 Sarah R Varet

The Oaks

10/18/2021 12:06:30 Robin Harrington
10/18/2021 12:46:54 Marqui Hood

Glassell Park
Greater Wilshire/Wilshire Park

10/18/2021 13:13:27 Mark C. Kim

District 5

10/18/2021 13:25:08 Shadow Hills Property Owners
Association

Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon

- This map is forcing at least 73.3% of CD4 constituents to have THREE DIFFERENT councilmembers in a 13-month period (12/14/20 to 12/31/21). That isn't fair to the constituents”
The latest testimony coming from someone praising the chair, and asking the commission to not listen to "scripted callers" and to remove Nithya Raman's house, Anastasia Mann was a donor to the incumbent Raman
replaced. She donated at least $2,300 to Ryu according to LA City Ethics.
So much for impartiality.
The proposed map splits up the Oaks neighborhood in a nonsensical way. This proposed division will be a huge disservice to a fairly unified and very wonderful LA community. Adjusting the proposed districts so as to
keep the Oaks together would be a small change but do a lot of good.
Glassell Park should be in a single council district.
I live in Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s
continuing to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make your determinations.
I live in Wilshire Park, which is a part of Greater Wilshire. I support Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. It keeps Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: together with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our
schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our businesses and our churches and synagogues. Thank you again for recognizing Greater Wilshire by placing us in Council District 5
where we can receive focused attention and services. Please do not be distracted by organized political interference aimed at derailing or undermining your efforts.
October 18, 2021
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
The Shadow Hills Property Owners Association (SHPOA) wants to thank you so much for listening to the outpouring from our community to save Shadow Hills in its entirety and to return it to CD7. We appreciate the hours
of time and consideration you have taken to preserve our community. Your first vote to unanimously return Shadow Hills to CD7 was clearly in response to the united pleas (204+ to date, in the Web Feedback) from our
residents to keep Shadow Hills in one district and to remain in the district which has historically represented the equestrian, agrarian lifestyles and common concerns for fire and flood protection of our neighboring foothill
communities. We also want to thank you for defeating a second vote which called for the moving of Shadow Hills to CD6. This move would have irrationally placed us in a district with whom we share no common interests
or lifestyles. We thank Commissioner Torres for recognizing those incompatibilities and for logically pointing out that in order to bring CD6 up to the required population, the Commission should be looking further to the
west for areas of commonalities.
Again, we must emphasize that there is not another community in Los Angeles with more common interests or lifestyles than in Shadow Hills. People move here to have chickens, rabbits, an occasional pig, goats and
horses - among other animals. We are not wealthy; we are hard working “weekend farmers” who enjoy the rural atmosphere, unique to our community. We want to thank you for recognizing that it is critical that our
community of Shadow Hills remain connected to our neighboring communities of La Tuna Canyon, LakeView Terrace and Sylmar in CD7 as we all share the same lifestyles, history and community concerns regarding the
preservation of horse keeping and fire protection. The Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) exists to represent these specific communities and if the communities are divided into different districts, the FTDNC
would no longer be an effective representative with the City of Los Angeles.

We recognize your sincere dedication to achieving an equitable map for the entire City of Los Angeles based on uniting common interest communities, neighborhood councils and compact boundaries. And we thank you
so much for recognizing that Shadow Hills in CD7 meets that criteria in totality.
Very truly yours,
Tina Eick, SHPOA President
shpoa@shpoa.us
10/18/2021 13:29:01 Suzanne wenzlaff

East

The Rowena reservoir needs to be kept as part of Los Feliz. Los Feliz residents devoted many hours of time negotiating for that reservoir to be aesthetically attractive and not a big tank. Los Feliz is emotionally connected
to it and will strive to maintain its beauty and function. The houses in the immediate area have always been a part of Los Feliz and support the local senior center and Griffith Park. All this support would be abandoned is
they are connected to the valley.
My husband and I oppose the configuration of Valley Village on map K2.5. We urge that the Redistricting Commission place Valley Village in a council district with North Hollywood and other long standing adjacent
communities of interest. Thank you.
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended 2, in CD7, where it belongs. This is a unique area with equine & brush fire concerns that only one council
member will address, splitting it in two council districts would not serve the residents of the community.

10/18/2021 13:30:37 Carolyn Seeman

Current council district 2 and Valley Village

10/18/2021 13:53:23 Terri Mando

SHADOW HILLS

10/18/2021 13:54:37 James Mando

SHADOW HILLS

As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended 2, in CD7, where it belongs. This is a unique area with equine & brush fire concerns that only one council
member will address, splitting it in two council districts would not serve the residents of the community.

10/18/2021 13:55:41 Douglas Lowb

SHADOW HILLS

As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended 2, in CD7, where it belongs. This is a unique area with equine & brush fire concerns that only one council
member will address, splitting it in two council districts would not serve the residents of the community.

10/18/2021 13:57:03 Susie White Eagle

SHADOW HILLS

As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended 2, in CD7, where it belongs. This is a unique area with equine & brush fire concerns that only one council
member will address, splitting it in two council districts would not serve the residents of the community.

10/18/2021 13:58:07 Terri Mando

Shadow Hills

As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended 2, in CD7, where it belongs. This is a unique area with equine & brush fire concerns that only one council
member will address, splitting it in two council districts would not serve the residents of the community.

10/18/2021 14:12:12 Susan and Dale Stedman

Shadow Hills

Dear Redistricting Commissioners:

We are writing to thank you for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into CD7. In order to have our needs and concerns met and maintain our strong voice in the political process, it is
essential that we remain in the CD7 district and not be moved to another district (such as the proposed CD 2, 4 or 6).

These communities do not share the same concerns and attributes of ours--high fire district with equine and animal keeping in a semi-rural setting. Our FTDNC would lose its effectiveness in advocating on our unique
community's behalf. Our close-knit community of Shadow Hills needs to stay intact and not be split up into bits and pieces.

Many of our community members have given spoken testimonies and submitted written comments in the hopes that in finalizing the new boundaries you leave the entire Shadow Hills neighborhood where it is on the K2.5
Amended2 map, in CD7, where it belongs.

We feel a special thanks is warranted to all the commissioners who have reminded the rest of the commissioners that there were numerous spoken testimonies and at least 182 written comments (to date) on the
Feedback Spreadsheet about Shadow Hills that have ALL said that we want the entire neighborhood to stay together and in CD7. This demonstrates how all of Shadow Hills is unified in its determination to stay intact
within CD7.

Thank you for your consideration. Please keep our Shadow Hills community together and in CD7. We treasure our community!

Sincerely,

Susan and Dale Stedman
10309 McBroom Street

10/18/2021 14:29:20 Yesenia

Westlake

10/18/2021 14:30:23 Judy Wray

Reseda, Canoga Park and Winnetka

Shadow Hills, CA 91040
I live in district 1. To me the westlake area of district 1 that is proposed in the map is good because it keeps the characteristics of my community together. I have everything within reach the schools such as the Mc Arthur
school where my children go and the libraries we use.What I do ask is that you consider including La Fayette Park because our families here participate in the programs and events and resources of the park. I ask you
adjust the line so that this park is in district 1. Thank you for considering my suggestions.
My name is Judy Wray. As a 32 year Reseda resident and homeowner, 28 year Reseda champion and activist having served and chaired several committees regarding planning and land use management, revitalization
of Reseda and Canoga Park's Sherman Way Business Districts, the Earthquake Recovery Program, the Sherman Way Facade Program, a member of the Sherman Way Great Streets Program Steering Committee, a cocreator of the Reseda Neighborhood Council and co-author if its original bylaws, I am EMPHATICALLY OPPOSED to the proposed redistricting of CD3 and the K2.5 map.
I am pleading with the Redistricting Commission to keep CD3 intact as it is now.
With the collapse of Reseda's Sherman Way Business District due to the building of the Northridge Mall many decades ago, Reseda has been a neglected part of the West Valley and left to stagnate and decline.
In my 32 years of living here, I've seen 3 previous Councilmembers come and go. Most were totally disinterested in Reseda. And after all of the aforementioned committees that I served on, NO redevelopment ever
occurred in Reseda. In fact, money allotted to Reseda's redevelopment, was given to Canoga Park for the construction of the Madrid Theater!
Then, Councilmember Bob Blumenfield was elected to our council district and that changed everything. Thanks to his tireless efforts, dedication and his fabulous staff, he has made Reseda a priority for the VERY FIRST
TIME. Reseda's BID is, at very long last, CURRENTLY in the process of redevelopment!!
Ripping Reseda out of CD3 at the VERY CRITICAL TIME, and hoisting us upon a totally new and unknown council district and councilmember who may or may not keep Reseda in the forefront, would be TOALLY
CATASTROPHIC to any progress going forward. Based on decades of apathy, we know that RIGHT NOW WITH THIS COUNCILMEMBER, is Reseda's only chance for success.
Our BID redevelopment is CRUTIAL for Reseda's future and, quire frankly, its survival with other high profile areas of the West Valley being revitalized or totally developed.
I attended this past Saturday's Redistricting Commission's Zoom meeting trying to have the opportunity to give my public comment, but it didn't occur. However, I completely with constituents who spoke on Saturday that
the proposed K2.5 Redistricting Map of CD3 is blatantly economically driven as it completely destroys the balance of demographics by clearly grouping like-economic constituents. I heard Commission members say on
Saturday, that the purpose of redistricting is "to have equal populations" in the districts. If the entire neighborhoods of Reseda, Canoga Park and Winnetka - the 3 neighborhoods in CD3 with middle and lower income
residents - are taken out of CD3 and replaced with affluent neighborhoods, that would make CD3 entirely composed of affluent constituents! If that is indeed what "equal populations" means, that is totally unacceptable!!!
This proposed redistricting of CD3 categorically DOES NOT reflect the best interest of ALL OF CD3's current constituents in any way. It is grossly inequitable on several levels. As someone who worked so hard for so
long to help Reseda "Rise", placing Reseda once again in a most precarious position is extremely upsetting and alarming.
However, this proposed redistricting absolutely does not have to happen and I know that you know it. We know that this is an easy fix and I TRULY HOPE, that the Commission will have the COMPASSION,
UNDERSTANDING AND HEART to see how keeping CD3 intact will positively impact thousands of constituents. You have the power to stop what could indeed be a huge mistake. I hope that you will see us as human
beings, not just statistics. Just like you, we all want a good quality of life. Just like you, we all have hopes and dreams. We want our communities to thrive and improve - not weaken. Homeowners want their properties to
increase in value - not decline. As you well know, the 3 most important things in real estate are location, location, location.
I am very sure that you know the magnitude of your decision. And I wonder how you would feel if this was happening to you. Please put yourselves in our place. We LOVE being part of CD3!!! Please keep us here!!!!!
Our future is in your hands. PLEASE DO NOT LET US DOWN.

10/18/2021 14:46:41 Marisol O.

Pico Union and westlake

10/18/2021 14:53:17 Rosario

Filipinotown

Thank you.
I feel that I was detached from my westlake pico union community now that the proposed map puts my home in district 10. I ask that the commission include the streets between 6th , cromwell and wilshire place to be part
of the Westlake community in Cd 1.
I like the proposed map in my area very much. I have seen that the characteristics of my area are closer to the westlake area than to echo park since my area is in the middle of both. All of my families activities like my
kids' schools are in the westlake area so this proposed changes in my area make sense to me.

10/18/2021 14:54:01 Bonnie Oda Homsey

Los Feliz

The proposed redistricting makes no sense for the east end of Los Feliz and the north end of Silver Lake. It would disengage voters from effectively addressing neighborhood issues impacting our greater Los Feliz/Griffith
Park/north Silver Lake neighborhood. If the Commission needs to equalize population, areas west of North Highland Ave could be moved to District 2-or-4, which keeps residential areas of both districts contiguous. Griffith
Park should be placed in District 13 as Los Feliz residents and businesses are most impacted by traffic in and out of the Park. Since there are no residences in Griffith Park, this would not affect population distribution.

10/18/2021 15:00:41 Yamari

Westlake

10/18/2021 15:08:32 Melissa Algaze

Mid City West

I like that the proposed map keeps the surrounding areas of McArthur park together. Our families in this area have our children in the schools nearby and our work and other volunteer activities are also in this area. It is
important to my westlake community that it remains together.
I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to
change a well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next draft addresses public concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.

10/18/2021 15:09:48 Melissa Algaze

Mid City West

I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
To the Redistricting Commission,
I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to
change a well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next draft addresses public concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.

10/18/2021 15:12:31 Lourdes R

South LA

10/18/2021 15:14:30 R GUERRERO

ADAMS NORMANDIE / WEST ADAMS

10/18/2021 15:27:44 Julia V

Next to Virgil Middle School

10/18/2021 15:34:38 Reyna G

Pico Union

10/18/2021 15:36:02 Carole Fiorino, Paul Fiorino &
Christina Fiorino
10/18/2021 15:36:13 Punnpavin Herabat

West Hills Neighborhood Council

10/18/2021 15:39:42 Mirta

I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
My street is split between district 8 and 9. Under the proposed map I will go from being from district 9 to being in district 8. I don't understand why the change around normandie and 52nd street. I think that id there is a line
around here it should be along a main street not small streets because they it just divides a community of residents that face the same issues.
I think District 8 is purposefully excluded from any wealthy areas. USC goes to 9, while Koreatown, Jefferson Park, West Adams and Mid City are all clustered together. No other district seems so purposefully designed to
cluster the poor and the rich together exclusively.
I am district 13 but under the proposed map I would be in district 10. I understand that the districts need to be recalibrated given the census and other factors but I feel that if my lines in my area, I live next to Virgil middle
school match more the characteritics of cd 1. In my area there are many latinos for example, many families in my district are also lo income and need resources that go to in cd 1. Clinics that some of our families attend
are like Clinica Romero for example. We identify more with the proposed cd 1 and the proposed cd 10. I ask that if you must change the lines in my area that you consider our connections and ties to cd 1.
I ask that as you continue to make your final adjustments that all areas of westlake and pico union remain together. We are the closest in cultures shared, language shared, resources shared in our community. Our
children go to the same school in our are and our ties are across this are of the proposed district 1 lines in the map.
We are long time Valley residents and we support Map K2.5 Amended 2 that keeps West Hills in CD12 with communities of similar interest.

Los Feliz, Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown and I represent the Thai community and I would like to suggest adjustments to Map K2.5 as it includes Los Feliz in CD13, which does not make sense demographically. This is because Los Feliz is not a commercial district
Little Armenia
and comprises mostly affluent homeowners whose interests are very different from the majority of the immigrant constituents and stakeholders in the district such as those in Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown, Little
Armenia, and other ethnic enclaves who are, on the contrary, mostly renters, low-income workers, and small mom and pop store owners. Adding Los Feliz to CD13 would potentially gentrify Thai Town and Little Armenia
and dilute the voice and representation of immigrants and ethnic enclaves in CD13. We urge the commission to exclude Los Feliz from CD13 to protect the interests and strengthen the voice and representation of the the
API community in CD13.
Westlake
I am okay with the proposed map in regards to the westlake area. It is important to me that the schools in westlake and pico union remain in the same district. Any school and park in a community area should not be left on
a district line as you review the proposed map please consider this for all the lines.

10/18/2021 15:47:37 Isack Fadlon

Melrose, CD5

Dear Commissioners,
My name is Isack Fadlon and I am a longtime stakeholder in the Melrose area. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a liaison
between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate,
and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread
between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.

10/18/2021 15:47:49 Rocio C

Westlake

10/18/2021 15:48:58 jennifer lazo

los feliz

10/18/2021 15:51:04 Jessica Craven

CDs 2 and 4

10/18/2021 15:51:19 Robert Levin
10/18/2021 15:51:34 Lourdes C
10/18/2021 15:51:41 Diane M. L. Tan

Windsor Square
Westlake
Silverlake

Thank you,
Isack Fadlon
7700, 7300 & 7100 blocks of Melrose Avenue
90046
I like the proposed map for my area. The only thing I do not understand is why La fayette park is not considered park of westlake when the majority of families that use the park of from my community. I think it is unfair to
thinng that the street across the park that on the proposed map is another district is not s direct stakeholder of the park or to think that it is not part of out community if we happen to live on the side that is another district.
Our children enroll the park's programming for example.
Just making sure Griffith Park is kept with Los Feliz, since we saved it from being a theme park a decade or so ago. We are the only neighborhood that is completely affected by everything within the park so, please keep it
with us.
The way you've redrawn CD 4 to completely disregard the will of voters from the district is awful. You are literally considering whether to tell 100% of the voters who chose Nithya Raman that their vote was meaningless, or
70% of them. Either way it's dastardly and we see you. Please fix it.
Concur and approve K2.5 as it is currently drawn
I live a street over from the MacArthur park. I like that the proposed map tries to keep the westlake area and the pico union together because we are connected. Continue to keep my area together in the final map version.
I have resided in Silverlake since the early 1980's. Initially as a renter and subsequently as a homeowner.
I have reviewed the recently Amended Map and continue to see that our Silverlake neighborhood is still divided up into more than one proposed L.A. City Council District. Our neighborhood is a historic and diverse
neighborhood and should not be divided up in that manner.
We should have equal access to political representation and be assured of the ability to elect representatives for our Silverlake neighborhood of our choice, who are fair and effective and will represent and advocate for our
neighborhood's interests, needs, and goals. It creates too much confusion, lack of unity, and divisiveness by not providing our Silverlake neighborhood with Council District boundaries that unifies instead of unfairly and
unreasonably dividing up our neighborhood. I have never approved of the separation of Silverlake into CD 4 and CD 13. I prefer being a constituent of CD 4.
If the true purposes of redistricting are to achieve equity, respect, compassion, dignity, and be solution-oriented, then the entire existing Silverlake neighborhood should be unified as one neighborhood in one Council
District.
Thank you!

10/18/2021 15:52:00 Carmela Fadlon

Melrose - CD5

Dear Commissioners,
My name is Carmela Fadlon and I am a longtime resident in the Melrose area. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a liaison
between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate,
and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread
between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.

10/18/2021 15:52:39 Marge Piane
10/18/2021 15:56:46 Isack Fadlon

Glassell Park
CD5, Melrose

Thank you,
Carmela Fadlon
700 block of Curson Avenue (Melrose)
90046
Please make Glassell Park wholly in CD13 by moving the line between 1 & 13 to Division Street, not the 2 Freeway (the freeway already divides our community quite enough).
Hello Commissioners,
I write to you today as a member of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. We are one of the largest Neighborhood Council’s in Los Angeles and thanks to the hard work we do to better our community, we have one of
the highest voter turn outs.
That work would be severely undermined if you were to split us across two City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out more of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and share little in common with.
We have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid City West is districted under a singular council office. Please respect this request, and the countless testimony given to us by stakeholders,
and reunite the Melrose District with the rest of Mid City West under Council District 5.
Thank you,
Isack Fadlon
Board Member, Mid City West Neighborhood Council

10/18/2021 16:01:47 Delia G

Westlake

10/18/2021 16:04:14 Elle Lipson

CD2 and CD4

10/18/2021 16:04:58 Genara C

Westlake

10/18/2021 16:05:30 Rachel Moore

Los Feliz

10/18/2021 16:13:26 Norma Lopez

Westlake

10/18/2021 16:13:46 Dylan Visvikis

Chinatown, CD2/4

10/18/2021 16:18:50 Delina Torres

Westlake

10/18/2021 16:25:40 Joseph Kleinman

Los Feliz/Silverlake

10/18/2021 16:31:11 Sarah Turner

Los Feliz and Griffith Park

I live near shatto pl and wilshire. Although I feel at times that I do my daily activities in district 1 I also like the different cultures I see and engage with in district 10. I see why my street is still be part of the westlake area but
I also like being in a district with more diversity.
This redrawn map makes no sense and disenfranchises voters who would subsequently no longer be represented by the official they elected, particularly in districts 2 and 4. As a resident of district 2, I am strongly
opposed to this erasure of my voice as a voter.
I live across from MacArthur park. I think that the westlake area should continue to stay together in a district. For me this is favorable to my community because of our connection to the area but also to each others. In your
final edits please keep this area together and not cut off parts of our community along the lines of this area.
The proposed redistricting is extremely worrisome. The east end of Los Feliz (east of Amesbury and Griffith Park Blvd) is cut off from the rest of the proposed new District 13. This is also true of the far north end of Silver
Lake. This would disengage voters from addressing neighborhood issues.If the Commission needs to equalize population, areas west of North Highland Ave could be moved to District 2-or-4, which keeps residential
areas of both districts contiguous. Griffith Park should be placed in District 13 as Los Feliz residents and businesses are most impacted by traffic in and out of the Park. Since there are no residences in Griffith Park, this
would not affect population distribution.
I live on 7th and hoover. I notice I am on the edge along with the organization CARECEN that our immigrant communities use. I ask that if you make changes to this corner of district 1 that you not reduce the line and
disconnect us from our westlake community.
It is absurd that this map continues to be considered anything less than a blatantly undemocratic gerrymander--one so friendly to white, wealthy conservatives that it would be no surprise to discover it had been drawn up
by Senator Mitch McConnell. This map was, without a doubt, purposefully and specifically designed to negate the will of each and every voter who elected current City Councillors Paul Krekorian and Nithya Raman to their
respective seats in CD2 and CD4--including, in Ms. Raman's case, the largest coalition of voters in the history of the Los Angeles City Council--as well as poor voters of color throughout the city, as the current division of
Chinatown clearly exemplifies. This map, as it stands, is in total opposition to the goals that this commission has repeatedly stated it is meant to achieve; frankly, it's downright Trumpian. It's not too late to do the right
thing--please, make the moral choice: preserve democracy in Los Angeles. Redraw the map.
I live near park view and 8th st. I am glad to see that the proposed map tries to keep the majority of westlake together. I ask that in your final reviews you consider the feedback of others who feel that they are park of
westlake but their streets may have now been added to other districts. If community members feel park of westlake I ask you consider readjusting the lines in my area to reflect those comments as well. Thank you for your
work.
The proposed redistricting makes no sense for the east end of Los Feliz and the north end of Silver Lake. It would disengage voters from effectively addressing neighborhood issues impacting our greater Los Feliz/Griffith
Park/north Silver Lake neighborhood. If the Commission needs to equalize population, areas west of North Highland Ave could be moved to District 2-or-4, which keeps residential areas of both districts contiguous. Griffith
Park should be placed in District 13 as Los Feliz residents and businesses are most impacted by traffic in and out of the Park. Since there are no residences in Griffith Park, this would not affect population distribution.
K2.5 is better. Still, it would make the most sense to include the Oaks and the neighborhoods on the eastern end of Los Feliz (east of Griffith Park Blvd.) in one ONE district (13), because residents share concerns about
traffic, crime, residential zoning, economic development, and the use of Griffith Park. Thank you.

10/18/2021 16:35:03 Wendy

Miracle Mile/Mid-City West

As a longterm renter in this neighborhood (currently District 4) which includes Cloverdale/Detroit between 3rd and 6th, I’d like to express my wholehearted support and thanks for your common-sense, data-driven
redistricting and inclusion of my neighborhood in the proposed District 5 boundaries in your K 2.5 map. The proposed CD5 map makes complete sense and represents the neighborhood I have called home for many
years. Please respect the voices of longtime residents like myself which have the wishes and well-being of our neighborhood communities in mind (a sentiment echoed loudly by my fellow neighbors and NOT BY
POLITICIANS LIKE NITHYA RAMAN). Please keep our communities of interest together as you are currently proposing! Thank you!

10/18/2021 16:36:50 Marjorie Steinberg

Los Feliz and Los Feliz Oaks

10/18/2021 16:37:01 Martha
10/18/2021 16:38:04 Bonnie Pastor

North Hills
Melrose Village

10/18/2021 16:38:10 John Promani

Los Feliz

10/18/2021 16:40:09 Maria TenHouten

Laurel Canyon / Hollywood Hills West and
Hollywood Hills East CD 4

10/18/2021 16:40:29 Holly Lieberenz
10/18/2021 16:42:42 Susan Polifronio

Los Feliz
CD4, CD13

10/18/2021 16:46:16 Ashley

CD4 Silverlake/Los Feliz

All of the area known as the Oaks must remain together and not split as reflected in the map. The Oaks Homeowners Assn has submitted an analysis and request to keep our tightly knit community together. I heartily
endorse it. Also the Oaks and the area adjoining the park which have historically been in the same District as the Park must remain so. Those of us living near the park have long been involved in its protection and
preservation. The Park impacts our lives every day. Do not split it from the Oaks or the community north of Los Feliz Blvd which has treasured it for so long
Keep North Hills in K12 as current map shows
Melrose Village consists of both communities north and south of Melrose Avenue. To split them up is an injustice. We have been organizing to deal with our community's issues, including severe crime. To split us up will
make our efforts less effective and more difficult to achieve. In addition, our former name (the Beverly-Fairfax neighborhood) includes both sides of Melrose Avenue, including the north side up to West Hollywood. The
neighborhood is a long-standing Jewish neighborhood from the West Hollywood border to Beverly Blvd. and Third Street. We have never related to Hollywood where your current plan dumps us. Please fix this illconceived mistake. Thank you very much.
First, thank you for all the hard work that has and is going into this important effort. However, I strongly feel that Griffith Park should not be in a separate district from the rest of the Los Feliz neighborhood. As a nearby
resident, it is my major source of green space in the community and fulfills the same role for many others. With all its major access routes connected to Los Feliz neighborhood streets, it does not make sense why the park
would be represented by a different Councilmember from the residents who live adjacent to the park. Griffith Park and the Los Feliz neighborhood should remain in the same district.
Regarding Draft Map K 2.5 Amended 2:
A. Please provide the Hollywood Hills West and the Hollywood Hills East--including Griffith Park---with their own Council District. Apparently, this will be CD 4. Hillside communities confront unique challenges, risks,
concerns that require a Council Representative who can focus exclusively on these needs. In that regard, please keep Griffith Park in CD 4. Griffith Park's needs can only be served by a Council Rep who represents the
unique concerns, risks, challenges of the hillsides.
B. Please make the 101 Ventura Freeway the northern boundary of CD 4. Communities to the north of the 101 freeway can be in CD 6. They also deserve a Council Rep who can focus on their particular needs.
C. Looks as if the Redistricting Committee *exactly* followed the directions of the Bel Air / Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council (BABCNC) and moved the eastern boundary of CD 5 farther west.
Please keep Griffith park and all of the Los Feliz neighborhood in one district. Our neighborhood is in trasition and needs one council voice to address our growing homeless and crime issues. Thanks for your time.
In 2010 the border of CD4 was moved North to bisect Franklin Ave. You cut us off from our main street of Hollywood Blvd. Now you're proposing to push even further north into the San Fernando Valley and leave the
Hollywood Hills basically homeless. Our main street isn't Ventura Blvd. I don't know much about the Valley issues and would feel that my opinion would mean little to me or them. My opinion about Hollywood has no one to
listen to me but it is the issues in Hollywood that directly affect where I live and the business I own, both north of the Franklin Ave. border of CD4. Also, I want to make sure the entire Hollywood Central Park is kept in
CD13. We have worked 10 years and are nearly shovel ready. Splitting the Park up so that we have to educate a new Councilmember is awful. We need the Park now.
I am an 8 year resident of CD 4 and am thrilled to be represented by Councilmember Raman for the past year. She is a much needed progressive voice on our City Council! The fact that CD 4’s boundaries have been so
severely redrawn during this process is absurd and a direct attack at the thoughtful and successful grassroots campaign she led. With either of the proposed CD 4 boundaries on map K2.5, Councilmember Raman will
lose either a majority, or all, of the stakeholders who voted for her. Please RESTORE CD 4 boundaries to better align with the current boundaries, or else you are silencing the voices of thousands of voters who engaged
in local politics for the first time, only to see an unelected commission strip away their collective power less than a year later. If this redistricting process claims to be equitable, it must elevate and prioritize the voices and
votes of renters, immigrants, and young people. Please amend map K2.5 to restore the CD 4 boundaries to retain as much of the current district boundaries as possible. Please do NOT change CD 4 to what was District N
on map K2, and instead revise the proposed District O (K2) boundaries to be CD4 and incorporate as much of the current CD 4 boundary as possible.

10/18/2021 16:49:02 Beachwood Canyon Neigh Assn

Beachwood from Franklin to the Hollywood
Sign

Dear LA City Council Redistricting Commission,
The Beachwood Canyon Neighborhood Association advocates for more than 5,000 households located throughout Beachwood Canyon (in the Hollywood Hills above Franklin Ave.).
It has come to our attention that a newly-proposed redistricting map (for CD2 or 4 or CD13) poses a threat to the unity of current CD4 neighborhoods below and around Griffith Park. We are united with these other hillside
neighborhoods both by our proximity to Griffith Park and by the many hillside issues that we share. We adamantly oppose any re-districting that would divide us simply for the sake of achieving numerical balance between
new districts. We believe that there are more logical ways to achieve those balances.
In particular, we believe that the neighborhoods of The Oaks and Los Feliz Hills should remain united in the same district as Griffith Park as well as the other neighborhoods beneath it, including our own Beachwood
Canyon, Lake Hollywood Estates, the Dell and the Knolls. We all have in common the fact that we live in high-fire zones with narrow winding streets, we share water supplies, we have the same policing/security issues,
we deal with the same Hollywood Sign tourists and traffic issues and we share the same entrances/exits from our neighborhoods.
Our Griffith-Park-adjacent neighborhoods have been united in the same Council District for the past 50 years and that districting configuration has served us well. Dividing us will force us to multiply our efforts to be heard
at City Hall and will ensure that we are less effectively represented.
Please keep Griffith Park and its adjacent hillside neighborhoods together in your new re-districting map.

10/18/2021 16:50:52 Lauren Deutsch
10/18/2021 16:52:54 Warren D. TenHouten

Thanks, Missy Kelly
CD4. I personally live in Windsor Village. It is a The proposed map disenfranchises current neighborhoods and makes no sense for community development of critical social services delivery. We need more city Council Representatives to make Los Angeles function.
place of relative privilege.
Hollywood Hills West / Hollywood Hills East / Regarding Draft Map K 2.5 Amended 2:
Griffith Park / Laurel Canyon
A. PLEASE provide the Hollywood Hills West and the Hollywood Hills East--including Griffith Park---with THEIR OWN Council District. Apparently, this will be CD 4. Hillside communities confront unique challenges,
risks, and concerns that require a Council Representative who can focus exclusively on these needs. In that regard, please keep Griffith Park in CD 4. Griffith Park includes hillsides and open space. Like the Hollywood
Hills West and the Hollywood Hills East, Griffith Park faces fire risk, erosion, landslides, and the need to curb over-development, traffic issues on narrow roads, challenging topography. Griffith Park needs to be combined
with the Hollywood Hills West and Hollywood Hills East and is best served by a Council Rep who represents the unique concerns, risks, challenges of the hillsides.
B. PLEASE make the 101 Ventura Freeway the northern boundary of CD 4. Communities to the north of the 101 freeway can be in CD 6. They also deserve a Council Rep who can focus on their particular needs.
C. LOOKS AS IF the Redistricting Committee *exactly* followed the directions of the Bel Air / Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council (BABCNC) and moved the eastern boundary of CD 5 farther west.

10/18/2021 17:00:33 Melissa Pressman

Winnetka

Dear Esteemed Commission,
I hope this finds you well. I wanted to express my concern and opposition regarding Map K.2.
This map proposed by this unelected group of commissioners places the assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a district which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates a new CD2 or CD4 - a
mostly Black and Brown district without cultural landmarks or community assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5% of CD3’s current population.
As a newly elected member of the Winnetka Neighborhood Council, I feel it is my duty to step in and speak up for my community.
I emphatically urge the Commission to oppose this deeply problematic map that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners. Please
keep CD3 whole, and do not disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.
Thank you for your time and consideration.

10/18/2021 17:29:38 sonia molina
10/18/2021 17:31:24 Maria Malbas

Sincerely,
Melissa Pressman
You have still not addressed the part of Van Nuys that you are taking out of Councilmember Krekorian's district. We voted for him. Our community of Greenwood Square - consisting of 125 single family homes is within his
district now and has a close relationship with his office. You basically put back the section of the Valley Glen immediately below us, and are still lumping us in with Sun Valley, Arleta and Panorma City - areas that we have
absolutely nothing in common with. Our neighborhood is on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We pay significantly higher property taxes than our neighbors to the north and have contributed to the
redevelopment in Van Nuys as we are new construction with a public park that our builder was required to create and dedicate to the City. Councilmember Krekorian has been critical in helping us maintain that children's
park and keep it from becoming a haven for crime. If you put us in with Nury Martinez, someone we did not vote for, you are assuring that our community will have zero visibility and fall the way of the rest of her district which is blighted and neglected. You cannot take away our legal right to be heard and we voted for Councilmember Krekorian. It would make far more sense to continue the western boundary of district 6 to Van Nuys Blvd,
and stop the northern boundary at the railroad tracks separating Van Nuys from Panorama City. This would relocate the top of District 6 that goes up to Roscoe and provide more balance. The current district is so tortured
in its design that it cannot possible serve any logical purpose other than to disenfranchise residents.
Franklin canyon, Bowmont, Hazen, Briarcrest, Please keep us in the CD5 map. You’ve just recently put us back in there, which is great and very necessary, I believe. Please don’t change anything now.
etc.
All
I just want to object to mister Katz’s awful comments in which he dismissed the voices of objectors to the map by saying these people “organized.” The reason they organize is because they care and are affected by this.
For that to be held against them is illogical and undemocratic. The only conclusion from Mister Katz’s comment is that he wants the power to decide which voices are worth listening to. That, by the way, is already at play
on this process by virtue of the commission telling Nithya Raman’s voters that they don’t get to decide who represents them after all. Either every voice is equally important or they aren’t, and Katz believes they aren’t.
CD5
Plan K2.5 amendment 2 keeps Windsor Square where it belongs
Mid City West
Please do not divide the Melrose District at Melrose Ave - this is imperative for ensuring community cohesion, increasing public safety, and honoring the existing Jewish community that resides there.

10/18/2021 17:34:34 Carla Blair

Waverly Heights

10/18/2021 17:37:19 Gretchen de Limur

Los Feliz

10/18/2021 17:39:40 Anil Baral

Los Feliz

10/18/2021 17:41:50 Julie Klabin

Los Feliz

10/18/2021 17:05:41 Courtney Vaudreuil

10/18/2021 17:06:17 Claudia
10/18/2021 17:24:22 Daniel Chun

Van Nuys

10/18/2021 17:42:40 Brian Lee

Los Feliz/Silverlake

10/18/2021 17:50:39 Charles dde Limur

Los Feliz

10/18/2021 17:53:57 Sasha de Limur

Los Feliz

10/18/2021 17:54:05 Andre de Limur

Los Feliz

10/18/2021 17:56:11 Steven Appleton

Elysian Valley, Cypress Park

Please keep our little corner of Los Feliz, with the rest of Los Feliz in district 13. The concerns of our area are very aligned with the rest of Los Feliz, Atwater and Silver Lake. It doesn't make sense to separate us out. It
draws my concern about what motivations are behind it.
The entire Los Feliz neighborhood and Griffith Park must be unified under one Council District. All of Los Feliz should remain INTACT, and not have the portion including the Rowena Reservoir separated into an
historically unrelated neighborhood. We support the LFNC letter dated October 12, to keep the area intact in one district. Keep Los Feliz Hills, The Oaks, Waverley Heights and Griffith Park together with the rest of Los
Feliz.
I live on 3145 Ettrick Street and want it to remain part of the Los Feliz district Proposed Council district 13 -- not Shadow Hills, Toluca Lake, North Hollywood, and the Hollywood Hills. it doesn't make sense to move our
district to these other locations.
I have lived in Los Feliz for 29 years. In that time the neighborhood has changed, but I have always felt like I'm living in a small town in the middle of a big city. I walk 6 days a week from my house to Griffith Park, other
parts of Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Atwater Village, Frogtown, and occasionally Echo Park. This is my community. These are my neighbors. If I can walk to their homes and businesses I should be included in their council
district. The current CD 4 map (NOT K2.5) has what I believe is the entirety of Los Feliz in tact. On the new map only a small residential area - including where I live - is outside the boundaries of the rest of Los Feliz. It is
important that the part of Los Feliz carved out from the rest be integrated with our neighbors into the new CD13. We belong with the rest of Los Feliz, Atwater Village, Hollywood, Elysian Valley, Echo Park and Silver Lake.
The new CD 2 or 4 district stretches up to Shadow Hills. I don't understand how that makes more sense than including us in our own neighborhood. I and my neighbors in the small gray area in the midst of all the purple
deserve to be represented by the same council person as the one who represents people a few blocks away. Redistricting is supposed to be a non-political process to benefit neighborhoods, keep them together, and have
representation that includes the entire district. Please don't separate me from my friends and neighbors in Los Feliz and the areas surrounding us. It just doesn't make sense. We don't need more division; we need
inclusiveness. Continuity of community interests is imperative and our neighborhood council and city council should be in the same district.
In addition, all of Los Feliz including Griffith Park must remain under one council district umbrella. To separate Los Feliz from Griffith Park when we share the greatest border with the park and it's many sites and activities
doesn't sound reasonable. Los Feliz residents are stewards of the park we love so much. We are the ones impacted by events and activities in the park. It's a source of community pride, it's in our backyards, it's part of our
daily lives. No one loves the park as much as the locals. We are supported on our quest to remain one united Los Feliz by LFIA and LFNC. Please don't separate us.Thank you.
What is happening in District 13? Why is the top corner of Silverlake and Los Feliz carved out from the rest of the neighborhood? I live in Silverlake and this would mean that issues that cover my neighborhood are voted
on by Hollywood and Toluca lake? Clearly this gerrymandering is politically motivated and the planning commission should be ashamed - this shouldn't be happening in LA.
The entire Los Feliz neighborhood and Griffith Park must be unified under one Council District. All of Los Feliz should remain INTACT, and not have the portion including the Rowena Reservoir separated into an
historically unrelated neighborhood. We support the LFNC letter dated October 12, to keep the area intact in one district. Keep Los Feliz Hills, The Oaks, Waverley Heights and Griffith Park together with the rest of Los
Feliz.
The entire Los Feliz neighborhood and Griffith Park must be unified under one Council District. All of Los Feliz should remain INTACT, and not have the portion including the Rowena Reservoir separated into an
historically unrelated neighborhood. We support the LFNC letter dated October 12, to keep the area intact in one district. Keep Los Feliz Hills, The Oaks, Waverley Heights and Griffith Park together with the rest of Los
Feliz. As a resident, I do not want my community to be separated into different districts.
The entire Los Feliz neighborhood and Griffith Park must be unified under one Council District. All of Los Feliz should remain INTACT, and not have the portion including the Rowena Reservoir separated into an
historically unrelated neighborhood. We support the LFNC letter dated October 12, to keep the area intact in one district. Keep Los Feliz Hills, The Oaks, Waverley Heights and Griffith Park together with the rest of Los
Feliz.
Redistricting comment:
I am supportive of the most recent changes to 2.5 regards to Elysian Valley and its connection to other communities of interest along the so called "soft bottom" section of the LA River.
I would make one change. At the southeast end of Elysian Valley along the LA River path there is an area runs from the path to under the Riverside Figueroa roundabout bridge. I suggest extending District 13 along to
include the uncompleted section of bike path that runs below the 110 to 5 freeway interchange and connects to the remnants of the Dayton Ave Bridge colonnades. The area would be bounded by Arroyo Seco Freeway
(110), Avenue 19, 110 to interstate 5 ramp. This area is on grade with top of the bank of the LA River but does not include the bridge from Riverside Drive to Figueroa (roundabout bridge.)
The reason to extend is that this area is one of great challenge and promise. Currently it is a site with security issues, including underground parties that have included fireworks, bonfires and large required LAPD
response. However, as the bike path extension moves forward the area has great promise. This area directly affects neighbors in Elysian Valley and is only accessible from Elysian Valley.

10/18/2021 18:02:16 Raymond Hovsepian

Los Feliz

10/18/2021 18:08:09 Reseda Jeanette

Reseda

10/18/2021 18:18:08 Maureen Graham

Map K 2.5

10/18/2021 18:18:30 Juli Kolb

Los Feliz/Franklin Hills

10/18/2021 18:20:04 Richard

Mid Wilshire

Please do not separate Griffith Park from Los Feliz. No other area is more impacted by Griffith Park than Los Feliz. It is also very strange that the Oaks would be separated from Los Feliz. I think the Oaks east of Canyon
Drive should stay with Los Feliz. It also does not make sense to carve out the eastern portion of Los Feliz from Los Feliz.
I think most of the cultural and economic assets in our existing District 3, such as Pierce College and Warner Center, are being gerrymandered away from us and awarded to a new District 3.
Currently, the Canoga Park, Winnetka and Reseda areas are part of a vibrant, diverse district that includes wealthy, middle class, lower middle class and poor people. It is a combination that uplifts the whole district.
Separating people into rich areas in the hills (new District 3) and into a Canoga/Winnetka/Reseda/Lake Balboa/Van Nuys district with wide swaths of poor people does nothing to uplift people and make lives better. Taking
away our cultural and economic assets destroys our sense of pride and impacts our ability to attract new assets. What business will want to come here? They'll choose to go to the new District 3.
Please keep Canoga Park, Winnetka and Reseda as part of a vibrant, diverse District 3.
Dear Commission
Thank you for your hard work and the honor of being able to contribute to your decision. My family and I are 36 yr. inhabitants of Hancock Park. This area was founded in the 20's and it's a privilege to be able to
experience the history and help to preserve it as a Historical Preservation area in hopes of passing that experience on. We would be grateful to have this protected as K 2.5 would do. We feel that it keeps together
religious groups with special needs and cultures.
This is my first time writing to voice my opinion. I oppose the separation of Griffith Park from Los Feliz. I have lived in the area for 32 years and Griffith Park is an integral part of our community. Do not approve K2.5 without
changing the boundaries of Griffith Park to be part of the new CD13.
The idea that the map solves Koreatowns issues by putting them in one district is a lie. The neighborhood remains divided between districts 1, 5, 10, and 13. The only difference is that the part in district 4 is now in district
5 and the numbers are moved around a bit. Koreatown is a much larger area than the small parcel being shown as united in K2.5 and serves to only further the division and disenfranchisement of the community.
Further the problem of the bulk of Ktown remaining in district 10 only reinforces the past ethnic Gerrymandering to oppress minorities and immigrants in Koreatown. Koreatown is ethnically diverse with lots of newly
arrived immigrants from Asia and Latin America. They have little to nothing in common with the long time African American residents of in South LA centered in West Adams, Lemert Park and Crenshaw. The past decade
have seen councilman representing the area divert funds and services from Koreatown to their suburban supporters. Quimby fees in particular have been widely abbused, with developments in park poor Koreatown being
charged for fancy parks their tenants will never be able to use in South LA.

10/18/2021 18:33:53 David Joyce

Reseda/Canoga Park, etc.

10/18/2021 18:38:28 Jill Katz
10/18/2021 18:57:32 Patrick

Los feliz
District 3

10/18/2021 18:58:53 George Louis
10/18/2021 19:11:02 Carole Fiorino
10/18/2021 19:19:14 Rosalie Hasnat

Los Feliz
West Hills Neighborhood council
Hollywood Hills West/Beverly Crest/Studio
City/Sherman Oaks

10/18/2021 19:27:20 Jennifer Hunt Gudernatch
10/18/2021 19:42:55 Voter

10/18/2021 19:42:59 Victoria Lee-Jerrems
10/18/2021 20:15:23 Heather Johnson

10/18/2021 20:17:11 Timothy Mulholland
10/18/2021 20:56:52 Jim Griglak
10/18/2021 21:04:54 Joseph Roth

Koreatown should be unified with East Hollywood and Thaitown, and if possible parts of the Wilshire Corridor in Miracle Mile and or Westlake.
The division into District 3 and the new 2 or 4 ends up being very much based on race and class. That is unacceptable. White privileged owners in the hills seem very happy to be separated from the rest of Canoga Park,
Reseda, etc. There needs to be a special meeting to find better solutions for these neighborhoods. The Sepulveda Basin should remain with the "new" district 2 or 4 - as that's more who USES it. Krekorian would NOT be
welcome in our district; Raman would, if it comes to that ....but Blumenfield has been doing a great job in the current District 3, and should remain.
Keep district as it was to include Griffith park
It's Disenfranchisement of the current neighborhoods in district 3 and especially the Latino and black areas.
This redistricting is based on racist, prejudicial wants. This will Definitely keep the poor neighborhoods poor and make the more affluent neighborhoods more affluent by taking the resources for no other reason than you
can and want to.

Please include the Oaks and Waverly Heights and Reservoir and Griffith park in Los Feliz with Cd13. Thank you
We are long time Valley residents and we support Map K2.5 Amended 2 that keeps West Hills in CD12 with communities of similar interest. Paul, Carole, & Christina Fiorino
Laurel Canyon is a canyon community that runs through the Santa Monica Mountains -- roughly between Ventura and Sunset Bouelvards, only. The hillside communities have spent decades managing the unique
challenges faced by the ecological balance and how that relates to the foundations of our homes. The safety concerns related to fires and over development will fall on deaf ears when you tear up our district and
erroneously combine it with areas north of Studio City, where those communities lack familiarity to sympathize with our very serious concerns and will undermine our ability to get support for our critical infrastructure
challenges. The Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council should remain in the same district and should not be split up. The Laurel Canyon area is defined by the physical characteristics of living in an area connected to
a hillside canyon with active underground water causing erosion. Laurel Canyon is not defined by it being one of the many very long streets that run clear across the city throughout numerous communities, so extending
our district all the way to Sun Valley is ridiculous. There is no need for another "entertainment district" running north-south through the valley. What the city needs to focus on is fixing the infrastructure -- our streets, our
water pipes, and our electrical grid are in a perilous state. Do that first before you dream about more commercial real estate/entertainment zones that will end up with high vacancy rates, surrounded by homeless people,
and cost the taxpayers unreasonable amounts of wasted money.
Reseda
I reject mapk 2.5. The sepulvida basin belongs with lake balboaIt’s insane to take it away
All voters in the new Western K2.5 district 2 or The proposed western 2 or 4 districts contains zero voters who voted for either current city council member. Every single voter there would not have an opportunity to vote for a representative for 7 years. That is 7 years of
4
zero percent of voters in the new 2 or 4 being represented by someone they voted for. This could be fixed by designating that district as 3. There shouldn't be any district on the new map consisting of zero voters who
voted for their council person. So I ask you to look again at a comparison of the current and proposed map and check for this kind of error. At the very least reminder where necessary or call for a new interim election in
those districts where less than some designated percentage of voters will have had a chance to vote in the preceding election. Thank you.
San Fernando Valley
Make OUR district the new CD3 and return the Sepulveda Basin Facilities to us!
City of LA
You can improve the map by increasing the number of council districts. It is ridiculous how much power each councilmember has---basically their own little kingdoms, and as evidenced by the fact that we've had three in
the last two years charged by the FBI. G
Smaller districts that are more aligned together with more representatives like other big cities (NYC, Chicago).
Reseda
Reseda is in the CD 3 area and should stay in CD 3
Wilshire Vista
I firmly believe that our designated neighborhood should not be split between two districts. We are a very small area so it seems foolish and counterproductive for any reforms we’d like to make if we are piecemealed
between council members.
Westside / Westwood South
I’m on the board of directors of the Westwood South of Santa Monica Boulevard Homeowners Association, which represents residents north of Pico, east of Sepulveda, south of Santa Monica Blvd and west of Beverly
Glen.
I want to voice our HOA’s support for Map K2.5 (Amendment-2) as it keeps our HOA wholly within one Council District, whereas another competing version split us into 3 Council Districts.
We also are pleased to be grouped with historically connected neighborhoods like those in Westwood Village and on the north side of Santa Monica Boulevard since we have similar positions and are similarly affected by
governmental decisions and policies.
Finally, we also appreciate that Map K2.5 (Amendment-2) keeps the entire Westside Neighborhood Council within a single district as well.
We just hope that as you continue to tweak the map, it does not undermine progress already made.
Thank you for your hard work and your development of Map K2.5 (Amendment-2).

10/18/2021 21:15:35 Jane Crockett

Sunset Square/Spaulding Square HPOZ

10/18/2021 21:32:37 Treva Miller

Ladera/Westchester Triangle

10/18/2021 22:04:15 Victoria Kraus

Los Feliz

I support Map K2.5. As part of a joint HPOZ (Sunset Square/Spaulding Square), I appreciate the map maintaining our Community of Interest which includes a mix of renters, single family residences and small business
owners. This map also maintains our inclusion within the boundaries of the Hollywood Hills West NC.
Related to the map presented by the SCLC at the 1018/21 Hearing we vehemently state that Dr. Smart does not speak for our community! SCLC has never met with any organizations in our community. As is evidenced
by the comments, petition and testimony of our residents we oppose Map K2.5 relocation of our area to CD8. Our common interests are with Westchester in CD11. As for the overpopulation in CD11 why doesn't the
Commission look to the north of the district to resolve the council didstrict imbalance? Part of Palms is in CD11 when the rest of that community is in CD5, and at the very north end of CD11 the streets weave in and our of
CD3. Why not reunite those communities in the other districts and keep Ladera united with Westchester CD11. Do not split ur Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa.
Please keep Griffith Park in CD4, and the rest of the current council boundaries for District 4 the same or as close to it as possible.

10/18/2021 22:28:03 Andrea Guttag

Melrose District

Please move the Melrose Distract back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council district. We know balancing populations is complicated but WE ARE NOT YOUR SACRIFICIAL
LAMB that can be used to expedite decisions surrounding other neighborhoods. We do not appreciate that our repeated testimony has been ignored. We do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly
Crest region weighs more heavily than ours. They have fire concerns, yet most of the rest of CD5 does not share their fire risk. We have valid and well thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and
residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you have proposed:
1. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make a
positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
2. Negatively impacts to the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off
into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
3. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority.
4. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.

10/18/2021 22:56:43 Constance Boukidis

Melrose District

10/18/2021 22:58:15 Annette Gutierrez

Highland Park

10/19/2021 0:08:08 Laura P.

Valley 4-or-2

10/19/2021 0:49:36 Ephraim

Lincoln Heights/Chinatown

10/19/2021 0:53:07 Jeremy Fuster

West San Fernando Valley, Los Feliz and
Koreatown

10/19/2021 7:06:08 Hovig

Reseda

10/19/2021 8:19:04 Terri Mando

SHADOW HILLS

5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We do
not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want.
Tonight, Paul Mitchell stated the numbers in the Melrose District that have been moved out of CD5 were 10,000 and last week I heard 7,000. Please advise. You can move Franklin Canyon, Palms, and Little Ethiopia out
of CD5 and bring Melrose back in. Again, what is the basis for keeping the Melrose area between La Brea and Wilcox in CD5 and the area between LaBrea and La Cienega out? You have gone to great lengths, great
lengths to keep other communities and neighborhood councils together, e.g. Greater Wilshire NC, Bel Air-Beverly Crest and yet the Melrose District and Mid City West are sacrificed in spite of their protests. WOW. Bring
back MELROSE INTO CD5 please.
I am a Highland Park resident of 4 years. I am opposed to Map K2.5 as it is now. We do not want this redistricting and the chaos it will create. Highland Park’s boundaries in Map K2.5 should be changed back to what
they are now. Leave the Highland Park Senior Center, York Blvd. businesses and the Tiny Homes’ project in CD 14. Th
I am for moving Canoga Park and Winnetka to District 3 per tonight's meeting. As a Latino resident, moving me to District 3 would not discourage or keep me from voting regardless of what district I am in. Assuming that I
would be better off in a Latino majority district is absurd. I would prefer to be in a district that's diverse and one that I have established relationships with. Furthermore, is anyone taking into account the homeowners?
Very bad idea to split Chinatown from Lincoln Heights. Lincoln Heights has always been a diverse community and a significant population of Chinese-Americans make this a thriving, multicultural place to live. Additionally,
Lincoln Heights is home to a number of Buddhist Temples, one on North Broadway among others. This feels like an act of forced segregation, as if the city is trying to isolate particular ethnic populations. I have lived in
Lincoln Heights since 1999 and am proud of our cultural diversity. I oppose this plan to break apart from Chinatown.
This map effectively invalidates the votes of thousands of young residents, renters and people of color who voted in greater numbers than any previous local election by taking away the representation they voted for. It
breaks up renter communities into various districts giving disproportionate voting power to homeowners in several districts, including the new District 4-2 that encompasses Shadow Hills and northeast SFV
It also means that current residents of CD3 who are being moved into CD4 or CD2 will not be able to vote in a city council election until 2025, locking them out of the local democratic process for multiple election cycles.
Yes I do not want Reseda to be part of Pacoima and Panorama city. I am 30+ year Resident of this city and have seen how the city been deteriorated, this action will have faster and more damaging affect on the city, the
community and the residence. I for one will leave Reseda immediately if this action materializes and just myself have several family members around my house and they will do the same. We need our appointed leaders to
build and add value to the city of Reseda, and not the other way around.
Thanking the Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into CD7, Please keep it in CD7, which reflects what the residents of Shadow Hills and La Tuna
Canyon neighborhoods need and want and have strongly stated in both spoken and written testimony.
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended 2, in CD7, where it belongs. This is a unique area with equine & brush fire concerns that only one council
member will address, splitting it in two council districts would not serve the residents of the community.

10/19/2021 8:19:43 Douglas Loeb

SHADOW HILLS

Thank you.
Thanking the Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into CD7, Please keep it in CD7, which reflects what the residents of Shadow Hills and La Tuna
Canyon neighborhoods need and want and have strongly stated in both spoken and written testimony.
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended 2, in CD7, where it belongs. This is a unique area with equine & brush fire concerns that only one council
member will address, splitting it in two council districts would not serve the residents of the community.

10/19/2021 8:20:31 Susie White Eagle

Shadow Hills

Thank you.
Thanking the Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into CD7, Please keep it in CD7, which reflects what the residents of Shadow Hills and La Tuna
Canyon neighborhoods need and want and have strongly stated in both spoken and written testimony.
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended 2, in CD7, where it belongs. This is a unique area with equine & brush fire concerns that only one council
member will address, splitting it in two council districts would not serve the residents of the community.

10/19/2021 8:23:19 JIm Mando

Shadow Hills

Thank you.
Thanking the Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into CD7, Please keep it in CD7, which reflects what the residents of Shadow Hills and La Tuna
Canyon neighborhoods need and want and have strongly stated in both spoken and written testimony.
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended 2, in CD7, where it belongs. This is a unique area with equine & brush fire concerns that only one council
member will address, splitting it in two council districts would not serve the residents of the community.

10/19/2021 8:57:26 Corinne
10/19/2021 8:58:33 Maria

North Hills West
East Hollywood

10/19/2021 9:00:26 Alysoun Higgins

St Brendan's School in St Andrew's Square

10/19/2021 9:02:08 Adrian N Ramos

Koreatown and the Latino community CD13

Thank you.
I'm perfectly fine with the new draft map. My priority is simply my area, North Hills West, to stay in District 12.
Pease do not push all of East Hollywood into Koreatown. You have drawn the line to divide Beverly and push the south part of the street into Koreatown when the residents and shop owners are all Latino. The original line
at 3rd street did a better job of protecting the Latino residents/vendors. Koreatown starts south of 3rd street at Normandy - east of Normandy to Vermont is Latino.
Overall I support the map. One important but minor change is the west boundary of CD5/east boundary of CD10 should be on Western NOT Manhattan Place south of Beverly Blvd. If it remains on Manhattan Place it will
split St Brendan's Church (CD5) from it's parish school on the east side of Manhattan Place (CD10 on the current map)
hello - thank you for reading this as I know its last minute. I am very frustrated by the commissions priority of putting the Korean community above the Latino and Filipino community who actually live north of 3rd east of
Normandie - this community is being pushed into Koreatown when we share nothing in common with the Korean community.
We are Latino, Filipino, Guatemalan, El Salvadoran and we are definitely not Korean. We do not share the same values as K-town for All. We are pop-up street vendors. We have our stores on Beverly. We cross Beverly
Blvd to use our stores and that extends to the train station at Vermont and Beverly all the way to Melrose and LACC.
Please stop giving into the "very vocal" Korean community as evidenced by K-town for All and the CD4 "progressives" and land grabbing residential and commercial streets which are Latino NOT Korean.

10/19/2021 9:06:44 Pam Nesmith

Shadow Hills

10/19/2021 9:12:11 JG

Reseda

10/19/2021 10:03:13 Kerrie Rusch

10/19/2021 10:10:56 Ann Masterson

LA Ladera

Shadow Hills

We are currently under CD7 and we need to stay under CD7. Monica Rodriguez has worked tirelessly to protect and promote our combined foothill communities. We had no representation for years before Monica was
voted in. She recognizes the uniqueness of this area and understands our need. Map K2.5 chops our community into 3 different parts. We would not be protected by doing this. Foothill Trails Council may be deemed
obsolete. We have a history of animal keeping and a vibrant but dwindling equestrian community that could be threatened if we are removed from CD7.
Please, please leave us as a part of CD7 just as we have always been.
Abide by the democratic principles this nations was founded on and give the people a representative that they actually voted for. Do not redistrict Reseda and assign a councilperson whom the residents did not vote for. I
realize it is necessary in redistricting to a point, but in this instance it is absurd and egregious and disenfranchises an entire community.
I do not support Map K2.5. Ladera is currently in CD11 and I request to remain in CD11 versus being moved to CD8. Our neighborhood has been moved back and forth every 10 years between districts. We finally have a
voice and support in our current council district. A Ladera resident has a seat on the Westchester/Playa neighborhood council and we have seen improvements to our basic road and safety services. Moving Ladera to CD8
would significantly lengthen the response times for health and safety emergencies, as our local fire and police stations would be miles away. The proposed redistricting would also cut off our support from our own
community that we are a part of in CD11. This is where so many of us shop, eat, participate in recreational activities, and attend school and work, etc. Ladera is a small but very diverse community that shares common
interests with Westchester.
My suggestion for correcting the population imbalance in CD11 is to move the section of Palms that lies in CD11 to CD5 where the rest of Palms is, so it can be united as a whole neighborhood. Or, at the north end of
CD11 where the streets weave in and out of CD3, perhaps those communities could be united within CD3, allowing our small neighborhood of Ladera to remain united with Westchester/Playa in CD11 where we are
thriving.
Greetings,
My name is Ann Masterson and I am a proud and VERY CONCERNED Shadow Hills resident. I’ve been living at 9906 Wornom Ave. 91040 for the past 21 years. I am deeply committed to the health of our community- on
ALL levels.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into the CD7, from CD “2” or “4”, which REFLECTS WHAT THE RESIDENTS OF SHADOW
HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON NEIGHBORHOODS NEED, WANT, AND HAVE STRONGLY STATED in both spoken and written testimony.
I’d like to extend my sincerest gratitude to Denis Cagna and Rachel Torres for being in strong support of us staying in CD7
There have been several attempts to move Shadow Hills to other districts (to CD6 during the meeting on Saturday, Oct. 16,) that we have little in common with, and we THANK the Commissioners who have reminded the
rest of the Commissioners that there were NUMEROUS SPOKEN TESTIMONIES AND MANY WRITTEN COMMENTS ON THE FEEDBACK SPREADSHEET ABOUT SHADOW HILLS THAT HAVE ALL SAID THAT WE
WANT THE ENTIRE NEIGHBORHOOD TO STAY TOGETHER IN CD7.
As you have witnessed, we are a very passionate and active community and will continue to do whatever it takes to preserve the health and interests of our neighborhoods!
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended2, in CD7, where it belongs.

Kind Regards,
Ann Masterson
10/19/2021 10:12:27 Kathy Schreiner (VP, Van Nuys NC)

Van Nuys portion of CD 6

10/19/2021 10:18:31 Gauri Sabnis

Greenwood Square

10/19/2021 10:35:04 Debbie
10/19/2021 11:00:09 Steve Hamilton

valley
district 4

To correct the underpopulation in CD 6 (articulated at the end of the 10/18 meeting of the Redistricting Commission), please extend the southern boundary of the portion of District 6 next to the 405 freeway (which is
Sherman Way) and go south from Sherman Way as far as possible. This action would include more of the geographic territory of the VNNC in District 6 and would add back assets to CD 6 such as Valley Presbyterian
Hospital, which is located on the north side of Vanowen, and possibly the Delano Recreation Center (LA City Rec & Parks), one of the only two parks in Van Nuys -- which is a "park poor" area (coded red according to the
County's study around 5 years ago). Thank you for considering this request.
Our community of 125+ single family homes is located on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine Ave. We are currently in District 2. The proposed redistricting takes us out of that district and places us with
Panorama City, Sun Valley, and Arleta. We are a part of an area that has been redeveloped and our interests are more closely aligned with Valley Glen and North Hollywood. We have a relationship with Councilmember
Krekorian's office and do not feel our needs would be met in the proposed K2 or K2.5 districts. We request the map be redrawn to keep us in our current district.
I oppose map K2.5 . Canoga Park/ Woodlands/ Warner Center are communities of Interest and should be kept within the same council district.
I live in the area of the Rowena reservoir, the map as currently drawn takes my community and segregates it from those around me, including Hollywood, Los Feliz, Atwater Village, etc. The issues of my neighborhood are
those shared by my neighbors - traffic, schools, homelessness, etc. I strongly believe the map needs to be redrawn so my community is not on a peninsula isolated from my neighbors. I do not share the concerns of
those in Burbank and beyond, nor do people in those areas share the concerns of my neighborhood. This map, as currently drawn is an example of terrible gerrymandering. It will serve to disenfranchise me and my
neighbors by diminishing our voices in our local community.
In addition, Griffith Park should not be lumped in with proposed district 4 - the impacts and benefits of the southern area of the park on district 13 are significant and people in district 13 should have some greater influence
in managing and protecting this vital resource.

10/19/2021 11:09:38 Jeannette Kehela
10/19/2021 11:40:04 Edward Barsoumian

10/19/2021 11:51:58 Lebecca Frost
10/19/2021 12:03:31 Brian Terr
10/19/2021 12:12:47 Danielle Mikaelian
10/19/2021 12:17:40 Noris Serobyan

For these reasons, I am opposed to the current configuration of map K2.5.
Woodland Hills / Canoga Park/ Warner Center I oppose map K2.5 (4-or2) and would like to have Canoga Park/Woodland Hills/Warner Center as community interests staying within the same council district (CD3).
District 2 or 4 and surrounding area
To start, the commission's changes in response to Armenian Community input is a step in the right direction. Thank you for listening to our community and keeping us together in the configuration of District 2 or 4. I wanted
to provide additional input which I hope resolves some of the population issues around this area, and further reunite our community in one last move that should resolve several issues, not only for the Armenian
Community, but also for the Latinx Community, and the Commission in its directive to ensure equal population sizes and protected voter populations. First off, please extend the District 2 or 4 boundary in Van Nuys all the
way to Van Nuys Blvd. There is still a dense pocket that has been separated from the rest of the community in D2 or 4 here. Since District 6's configuration has been designed to produce a Latinx opportunity district, I
would suggest extending the boundary of District 6 through to Dickson at Devonshire St. in District 7. This would not only reunite the remainder of our Armenian community members in District 2 or 4, but will also improve
the Latinx CVAP in District 6.
Canoga Park / Woodland Hills / Warner
I oppose map K2.5 District (4- or 2) and strongly recommend Canoga Park to remain part of the Woodland Hills and Warner Center as community interest staying within the same council district (CD3)
Center
Ridgewood Wilton/St. Andrews Square, a part Please be sure to include the Eastern side of Manhattan Place in our district. This keeps us exactly where we belong: Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the east and west - with whom we share
of Greater Wilshire
schools, historic neighborhoods, parks, churches and synagogues. Thank you again for honoring our request by placing all of us in Council District 5 where we can receive focused attention and services.
Districts 2 and 4 related to the Armenian
The changes that you made are positive, but there are some changes that you can make to ensure that the remainder is not disenfranchised. This will still allow you to maintain your directive to ensure an opportunity
community
Latinx CVAP district in District 6. Please pull the remainder of Van Nuys up to Van Nuys Blvd. into District 2 or 4, and then absorb communities of D7 up to the town called Hickson at Devonshire Street.
The Armenian community in district 2 or 4, and Even though I have to applaud you for going through the right direction, I would like to propose ways to tune the current map, while not "revolutionizing" the intention to ensure a much needed Latinx CVAP district in
surrounding communities
District 6. Please pull the remainder of Van Nuys up to Van Nuys Blvd. into District 2 or 4, and then absorb communities of D7 up to the town called Hickson at Devonshire Street.

10/19/2021 12:31:43 Melissa Algaze

Melrose District

Take The Necessary Time to Bring Melrose Back into CD5 and to Keep Mid City West United
Hello Commissioners,
Please move the Melrose District back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council district. We know balancing populations is complicated but WE ARE NOT A SACRIFICIAL LAMB
that can be used to expedite this process.
We do not appreciate that our repeated testimony has been ignored. We do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than ours. They have fire concerns, yet most of
the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that you will feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into CD5 should keep this
below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up” some population. Again, we know this is a complicated process and we appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, we have valid and well
thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you have proposed:
1. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make a
positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
2. You’d negatively impact the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off
into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
3. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority.
4. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.

10/19/2021 12:32:03 Melissa Algaze

Melrose District

5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We do
not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want.
Hello Commissioners,
Please move the Melrose District back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council district. We know balancing populations is complicated but WE ARE NOT A SACRIFICIAL LAMB
that can be used to expedite this process.
We do not appreciate that our repeated testimony has been ignored. We do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than ours. They have fire concerns, yet most of
the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that you will feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into CD5 should keep this
below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up” some population. Again, we know this is a complicated process and we appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, we have valid and well
thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you have proposed:
1. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make a
positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
2. You’d negatively impact the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off
into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
3. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority.
4. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.

10/19/2021 12:36:48 Anastasia Mann

HHWNC

5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We do
not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want.
The Move of our HHWNC Area 7 - including our two HPOZs - to CD13 is welcomed by many - not all - of our active stakeholders in that area. Area 7 extends to include 8150 Sunset Blvd and west to meet the WeHo
Border. They should be included.
However, the inexplicable expansion to the north of Area 7 - north side & above of Hollywood Blvd- and Franklin Avenue - has cut the lower framework of our Areas 6 -Nichols Canyon, and Area 8 - Mount Olympus into
fragments.
There is very little population gain from this for 13 and it’s completely destructive to these Homeowner groups as well as to the fast number of Apartment tenants which are represented by HHWNC in areas 8 & 6.
PLEASE split this at Hollywood Blvd to Sierra Bonita and then leave Franklin Ave (both sides) in CD2-4 - following the borders of our Areas 6 & 8 from our Area 7.
HHWNC is meeting tomorrow on this full map. Should this “repair” happen, we will likely be in full support of a final version of K2.5 amended.
Thank you.

10/19/2021 12:46:08 Jiyoung Carolyn Park

Silver Lake and Echo Park

Anastasia Mann
Président of HHWNC
AS AN INDIVIDUAL
FORMAL CIS will be filled Weds night 10/20/21
Silver Lake needs to be united. The Silver Lake Neighborhood Council unanimously passed a resolution to call on LACCRC to unite Silver Lake and keep it in the same district as Echo Park. Yesterday Cmr. Friedman
ignored the resolution of elected officials and instead uplifted ONLY the Silver Lake Reservoir Conservancy's input. That represents a small number of homeowners near the reservoir while the Silver Lake Neighborhood
Council represents the entire neighborhood.
Please unite Silver Lake. It is strange to have a small part of Silver Lake in another district while an area just south of West Hollywood is included in our district.

10/19/2021 12:50:28 Jason Daley Kenendy

10/19/2021 12:52:29 Cindy Clark
10/19/2021 13:01:13 Victoria Sabonjohn

Larchmont Village North/Windsor Square,
current CD4, future CD5 per commissioner
reccomendations
West of Westwood and Westside
Neighborhood
Shadow Hills/La Tuna Canyon

Thank you to the commissioners for your hard work in this important endeavor.
I love being part of CD5, and can say I'm grateful for the considerations given by the community and commissioners to place our neighborhood/ Larchmont Village into CD5.

I support Map K2.5 Amend 3 which keeps West of Westwood HOA and Westside NC in one council district (CD5) with communities of common interest.
Thank you for hearing our feedback. PLEASE keep Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon together in CD 7 with the other equestrian, high fire danger foothill communities. This does not require any further boundary line
adjustments for maximum population requirements per City Council District.

10/19/2021 13:01:52 Steven Sabonjohn

Shadow Hills/La Tuna Canyon

10/19/2021 13:05:44 Anastasia Mann

HHWNC and our Neighborhood Associations

Thank you for hearing our feedback. PLEASE keep Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon together in CD 7 with the other equestrian, high fire danger foothill communities. This does not require any further boundary line
adjustments for maximum population requirements per City Council District.

Please respect our HHWNC MAP which delineates our Area Boundaries. On the West we go the WeHo Boundary on the South Side of Sunset.
Your drawing last night splits our Homeowner groups down the middle.
I’ve submitted our HHWNC correct map - not the LA Times map - several times already. That map was not consulted last night at all.
Thank you.
Anastasia Mann
HHWNC Président

10/19/2021 13:12:11 Dudley Saunders
10/19/2021 13:20:06 John Gresham
10/19/2021 13:22:41 Desireh sedaghat

Wilshire Park
Wilshire Park HPOZ/Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council
Los Feliz

10/19/2021 13:26:49 Monica Vacas

CD-6 Sun Valley

10/19/2021 13:34:47 MT

CD13

(This will not allow me to include map here - i will resend a copy to Arianna).
I am happy with the way the revised Map K2.5 has kept Greater Wilshire together with communities of interest and feel it will provide the most accurate and fully democratic representation we need. I urge you to vote yes.
I Support Plan Map 2.5, Amendment 3. Keep Greater Wilshire in one District CD5, with our neighbors, families, businesses, parks, sports leagues, local newspapers and our churches and synagogues!
This last minute change of throwing Los Feliz in CD 4 was a bait and switch. I’ve called in many times to support map k2.5 because Los Feliz was in the same district of communities of interest with us. You baited and
switched and it’s not right. We have nothing in common with communities in the deep valley. Please put us back in cd 13 with Atwater village, silver lake.
Please incorporate and put back the Vulcan Pit off of Glenoaks and Peoria under CD-6 as previously requested. Also please keep together the community of Glencrest Hills under
CD-6 you have divided this community which was CD-2 by missing the border lines and putting it now under CD-7 which has nothing to do with this area. Thank you
KEEP LOS FELIZ in CD13
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked
for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen, and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake, and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.

10/19/2021 13:40:07 Linda Ignarro Smith

Melrose District

In order to make up the population, you can shed the area below West Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win-win.
We do not appreciate that our repeated testimony has been ignored. We do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than ours. They have fire concerns, yet most of
the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that you will feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into CD5 should keep this
below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up” some population. Again, we know this is a complicated process and we appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, we have valid and well
thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you have proposed:
1. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make a
positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
2. You’d negatively impact the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off
into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
3. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority.
4. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We do
not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want.

10/19/2021 14:05:09 Bill Eick

Shadow Hills

10/19/2021 14:11:14 Maria Jones

CD9 keeps USC & EXPO Park - Also
Downtown Los Angeles stay the same

10/19/2021 14:17:33 Johnny P

CD9 stays with USC & Expo Park 0- Also
Downtown LA stays on CD14

10/19/2021 14:22:30 Teresa Mahoney

Winnetka

Thank you,
Linda Ignarro Smith
90046
Once again, thank you for keeping Shadow Hills in CD7 which is where it belongs. In order to balance the population of CD6 you must go to the western boundary of CD6 Trying to move Shadow Hills into CD6 has already
been voted down for good reason. Shadow Hills with its horse keeping and animal keeping has nothing in common with the flat lands of Sun Valley (CD6). There is no community of interest and to do so would separate
the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council. In order to keep farm animals such as horses, roosters, and donkeys requires special zoning for which we have worked over he last 50 years . Such legislation includes the
equine ordinances and the K district overlay zone. Thank you for your time and consideration.
Bill Eick
My Name is Maria Jones, I'm mexican and married with an africanamerican men, we are property owners in District 9 for over 36 years. The PEOPLES BLOC map should not be taken into consideration as it has falsely
advertised organizations that support it. Chirla, Carecen, the Salvadoran American Education and Leadership Foundation, Pacoima Beautiful, have all announced that they do NOT support the PEOPLES BLOC map. I ask
that you immediately remove the map from your website as it is lying totally to the public in its entirety.
I demand that USC and EXPO Park remain in District 9, I also demand that downtown Los Angeles remain the same.
The recession that is driving USC & EXPO PARK to be assigned to District 8 is planned by the Community Coalition organization, it is their own policy and they want to harm District 14, which is Kevin de León's who will
run for mayor in 2022 against Karen Bass, she is a former CEO and CEO of the Community CoalitionLa recesión que está impulsando a USC & EXPO PARK a trasladarse a CD8 está planificada por la organización
Community Coalition, es su propia política y quieren dañar al Distrito 14, que es Kevin de León, que se postulará para alcalde en 2022 contra Karen Bass. quien es el ex director ejecutivo de Community Coalition. A partir
de ahora le pido a la Comisión que no queremos escuchar más ningún testimonio o comentario de community coalición, porque tienen una agenda política que perjudicará a nuestra comunidad. EXIGO que USC & EXPO
Park se queden en CD9
My Name is Johnny, I have 29 years living on CD9. The PEOPLES BLOC map should not be taken into consideration as it has falsely advertised organizations that support it. Chirla, Carecen, the Salvadoran American
Education and Leadership Foundation, Pacoima Beautiful, have all announced that they do NOT support the PEOPLES BLOC map. I ask that you immediately remove the map from your website as it is lying totally to the
public in its entirety.
I demand that USC and EXPO Park remain in District 9, I also demand that downtown Los Angeles remain the same.
The recession that is driving USC & EXPO PARK to be assigned to District 8 is planned by the Community Coalition organization, it is their own policy and they want to harm District 14, which is Kevin de León's who will
run for mayor in 2022 against Karen Bass, she is a former CEO and CEO of the Community Coalition. The recession that is driving USC & EXPO PARK to move to CD8 is planned by the Community Coalition
organization, it is their own policy and they want to harm District 14, which is Kevin de León, who will run for mayor in 2022 against Karen Bass. who is the former CEO of Community Coalition. From now on I ask the
Commission that we no longer want to hear any testimony or comment from the community coalition, because they have a political agenda that will harm our community. I DEMAND that USC & EXPO Park stay at CD9
The map is a deepening of class and wealth segregation and I deeply oppose this redistricting.

10/19/2021 14:33:30 Hilary de Vries

CD4

To the Commissioners:
I am 25+ year resident of CD4 in Laurel Canyon, the co-chair of the Woodstock Road Homeowners Coalition, and I am writing against the change to the district boundaries that was made last night.
I and my many neighbors are shocked and angry about the behind-the-scenes deal with CD13 that, in exchange for Los Feliz, will cut off our hillside community from our southern evacuation route – a first-ever rupture of
our shared community and a threat to public safety at a time when EMD is in upheaval and shortages in police and fire staffing compound the damage of this decision.
This change to the southern boundary of CD4 below Laurel, Nichols and Runyan Canyons was enacted at the last minute with no input from the hillside communities which are directly affected - and with no time for public
comment or correction.
I and my neighbors are against the removal of the two Sunset Historic districts from CD4 for the same reasons that Los Feliz demanded to be reunited with Griffith Park in CD4: everything that comes out of Griffith Park
directly affects Los Feliz. We in the hillsides need to retain the communities directly south of Laurel, Nichols and Runyan Canyons in our same district because we share the same ecosystem in terms of traffic,
development, and fire and emergency access. We have far more in common with the community that extends from Crescent Heights east to LaBrea and south to Fountain, than we do with the far northern reaches of the
valley which have been added to CD4 in plan K2.5.
We need your help to correct this. Unlike other NCs which have been meeting for months and proactively engaged in arguing for the integrity of their neighborhoods within a single district, we in the Hollywood Hills West
have had no opportunity to discuss the redistricting of CD4 within our HHWNC. Our president has allowed only one meeting – tomorrow night, the day before the final map will be approved by your commission - to debate
this change that has already been made to the district’s boundaries in your map.
We need your help to retain our hillside and adjacent communities intact within a single district. An easy correction would be to move the north valley section of CD4 into the adjacent CD6 – which is currently
underpopulated – and restore the two Sunset historic districts to CD4 where they been for decades.
Thank you for your help and consideration.
Hilary de Vries
2717 Woodstock Road
LA, CA

10/19/2021 14:33:36 Pamela Garrett

Watts Community

10/19/2021 14:37:05 Mariel
10/19/2021 14:38:18 Julia F
10/19/2021 14:39:29 Natalie Jackson
10/19/2021 14:50:33 Latisha
10/19/2021 14:55:40 cheryl holland/president of sunset
square
10/19/2021 14:57:15 Jon Owyang, Los Feliz resident,
Laughlin Park Association president

Mid City West
Mid city west
Mid-city West LA
CD9 - USC/EXPO
Sunset Square and Spaulding Square/AREA 7
of HHWNC
Los Feliz, Griffith Park should be included in
CD13

I would like to see the Watts Community end of CD 15 unified into CD 9. The Watts community has more in common with CD9 than CD 15. Throughout the process there has only been minimal mention about this concern
but a lot of discussion on all the other communities. I agree with Commissioner Diaz. " when communities of color do not have a voice in the political process we end up with asset poor regions"
I don’t like it- our neighborhood is being splintered in a strange way and breaks up the community
Keep melrose in CD5! Melrose desperately needs safety and street updates and dealing with two council members will bog down the process.
Melrose needs to be reunited with Council District 5. Keep the Mid City West Neighborhood Council united under one council district. Do not split it up!
I prefer that it not be changed. USC does NOT know its community or neighborhood and we would be going from bad to worse!
Our community is HUGELY in favor of Map K2.5, AMENDMENT 3!! It keeps our COI together.
The latest amendment to Map K2.5 (amendment 3) with respect to Los Feliz makes no sense, and seems to be politically motivated, not community focused.
As I've mentioned in prior comments, Map K2 with respect to the manner in which Los Feliz is incorporated into CD13 makes the most sense (even more so than any permutation of Map K2.5). Los Feliz, Hollywood, East
Hollywood, Atwater and Silverlake share common issues, particularly with regard to housing, homelessness, transportation, traffic and public safety. There is no connection to communities over the hill into the valley. As
such, all of Los Feliz, including the Los Feliz Oaks neighborhood, should be included in CD13.
Additionally, because of the disproportionate traffic and community impacts on Los Feliz residents caused by Griffith Park's high visitor venues of the Griffith Park Observatory and the Greek Theater, Griffith Park should
also be incorporated into CD13. Los Feliz has an over 200 year association with Griffith Park. Much stronger than the valley side connection to the Park. Los Feliz resident volunteers have initiated and implemented
many Park improvements over the years, including those supported by Mr Griffith Park, Tom LaBonge.
I have been a homeowner in the Los Feliz Oaks and Los Feliz community of Laughlin Park for 35 years. I have also been involved for years addressing the homelessness issues in Los Feliz, Hollywood, and East
Hollywood. I was so excited to see that Map K2 was going to properly combine these neighborhoods. The current separation of these three neighborhoods between CD4 and CD13 has been frustrating because, for
instance, once one crosses Hollywood Blvd, you need to contact a different council district to address an issue. Amendment 3 to Map K2.5 creates this same problem again!
Please listen to the Los Feliz constituents that understand the issues. Thank you.
Jon Owyang
Los Feliz resident
president Laughlin Park Association
member Los Feliz Neighborhood Council Homelessness and Housing committees
member Hollywood4WRD
prior board member Los Feliz Oaks Homeowners Association

10/19/2021 14:57:34 Adam Gilbert
10/19/2021 15:01:57 Peter David Harris
10/19/2021 15:02:08 Eleeza Agopian

10/19/2021 15:02:14 Katherine Dayen

10/19/2021 15:02:20 David Wood
10/19/2021 15:03:22 Martine Tomczyk
10/19/2021 15:09:09 Marilyn
10/19/2021 15:10:30 Kim Rahilly

Mid city west / Fairfax

There is concern that the new map would run along Melrose. While many in the community do not support this, I do. It will give the attention of two districts to clean up the mess that is Melrose and hopefully improve the
pedestrian nature of the street. Why keep what isn’t working. And isn’t Melrose the nature dividing line between Hollywood and fairfax neighborhoods?
CD5 Mid City West Neighborhood Community Yes, please reunite Melrose Avenue . It is important to keep this community together.
Council
Wilshire Park
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire. I bought my home in Wilshire Park just this year because of its strong community ties to the Greater Wilshire area. I would
like to see my neighborhood preserved in a single district and not split among two districts which would make representation at the city level even more challenging. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. Greater
Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights protections, protecting communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make your determinations. Many thanks for your hard work and your consideration of our neighborhood's concerns.
Eleeza Agopian
Shadow Hills
Thank you to the Redistricting Commissioners for including Shadow Hills in CD7, where we have similar interests with our neighboring communities of Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon. As you discuss the K2.5
Amended 2 map, I ask that you please leave Shadow Hills intact and with our similar communities. Please don’t divide our community to provide “population “ to neighboring districts. There are few equestrian communities
left in Los Angeles proper, and we need to stay together, so that we may have congruent representation. Please leave Shadow Hills in CD7. Thank you.
Melrose
Do not split Melrose from CD5 and keep Melrose aligned with the Westside
Council Districts (CD 5 + CD10)
I oppose the redistricting of Wilshire Vista into two separate Council Districts, (CD 5 + CD10). Splitting this neighborhood would cause conflicting and time consuming efforts to get two council members to agree on local
issues which are better served with one as it has been for 100 years.
CD5
I support map k2.5 version 3 because it keeps all the Westside Neighborhood Council together
Mid City West
Please reunite the Melrose District with Council District 5 to keep the Mid City West Neighborhood Council united under one Council District. Thank you.

10/19/2021 15:13:04 Jackie Lemus

Park La Brea / Miracle Mile / Fairfax
Community

10/19/2021 15:15:02 Orrin Feldman

Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council

I am thrilled that you have unified Park La Brea (my current home) and Miracle Mile (my former home) with Beverly Grove and Carthay into CD5 so we can tackle the community issues we have as a unified community
under the same council district office, 5. We have two Purple Line stations opening in a few years and the traffic, congestion, development, homelessness and crime issues are going to be the same on both sides of
Fairfax Avenue. Please don't allow the CD4 councilwoman to make this about her political base. Trust me, many if not most of the people who voted for her in Miracle Mile and PLB (that includes me) would not vote for
her again as things stand. The residents association at Park La Brea PLBRA is a very small, group controlled by a guy who is politically ambitious and is politically invested in his relationship with Nithya continuing to be
our councilmember. He is misrepresenting the sentiment at Park La Brea. We want to be in CD5 because we have more in common with the multifamily neighborhoods right next door to us in Beverly Grove, Miracle
Mile, and Miracle Mile North, than we could ever have with people living across town in Los Feliz. Keeping neighborhoods cohesive is what a council district is about, not unifying people from disparate ends of the City
because they are both renters. It's about who is going to get the streets and quality of life matters and development impacts addressed for your neighborhood. I would just like to add that there is a lot of merit to the
Melrose community wanting their neighborhood to stay intact so please consider their request to keep Melrose unified under one council district. It has been terrible having Fairfax in two different districts all these years,
so I appreciate their concerns. Thank you for listening.
Map K2.5, as amended as of 10/19/21, moved Spaulding Square, Sunset Square and parts of Nichols Canyon and the area South of Runyon Canyon, from CD4 to CD 13. The Commission's tentative move violates the
Commission's principle that it would not divide communities of interest. These communities and the hillside areas to the North are part of ONE community of interest. The moved neighborhoods are not part of the
downtown Hollywood regional center.
These neighborhoods have worked together in one City Council District for the last two or more decades, and have learned to do so well. These neighborhoods have worked together to conduct the largest evacuation drill
in the City's history, coordinate via LAPD Hollywood Division's community police advisory board and Hollywood Hills West NC's various committees and board. It is one community of interest.
The currently amended map includes blocks North of Franklin, but shouldn't. Those are hillside -high fire severity zones. They include parts of Nichols Canyon and Runyon Canyon.
It's one neighborhood, one eco-system and one set of traffic issues throughout the entire area. It's hard enough to work on these issues with one city council office, and it shouldn't be necessary to work with two city
council offices on such important local issues effecting all of this area's residents.
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10/19/2021 15:21:58 Halsted Sullivan
10/19/2021 15:22:57 Lois Dayen

West Hills
Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7
Shadow Hills

10/19/2021 15:24:49 Elektra Kruger

Shadow Hills

10/19/2021 15:27:40 Heather Konowal
10/19/2021 15:29:04 Courtney Small
10/19/2021 15:32:09 Jenifer Barkon
10/19/2021 15:32:26 Brian Konowal
10/19/2021 15:39:35 Michele Spear

Mid City West/ Melrose
Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7
Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7
Midcity West and Melrose District
Shadow Hills

10/19/2021 15:42:17 charmaine.smith@me.com

Wilshire Park
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10/19/2021 16:12:04 Pattee colvin

10/19/2021 16:20:00 Aaron Borden
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10/19/2021 16:24:01 Bonnie

10/19/2021 16:24:05 Percy Dela Cruz
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10/19/2021 16:49:12 Lorna Hennington
10/19/2021 16:49:39 David Donley

I recently stepped down and away from serving as HHWNC's Vice President for a very long time. This notion of splitting HHWNC's Spaulding and Sunset Squares out of City Council District 4 has NEVER been mentioned
and/or discussed until after 10 p.m. last night at the redistricting commission. You should be ashamed for trumpeting your transparency and accountability by doing so AFTER public comments have been taken for many
months. This just seems like some deal hatched in a back room, rather than anything done with public input, comments and participation.
I disagree with the current district map proposal. Segregating West Hills, Canoga Park and grouping it with communities farther east.
Our community is HUGELY in favor of Map K2.5, AMENDMENT 3!! It keeps our COI together.
Thank you for voting to move Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back into CD7. This reflects the neighborhood’s wishes to remain congruent- as equestrian and hillside communities. On Saturday’s October 16th meeting,
there was some discussion to move Shadow Hills to CD6. Thank you for deciding to keep Shadow Hills with its neighboring equestrian communities.
As you discuss Shadow Hills and the map today, I implore you to keep Shadow Hills in CD7. Please remember your goal of keeping communities intact. Shadow Hills, La Tuna Canyon, Lake View Terrace and Sylmar are
all represented by Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTNC). We all have similar interests and concerns with respect to horse keeping, farm animal keeping, agriculture, hillside living and fire danger. PLEASE, PLEASE
keep Shadow Hills in CD7.
I thank the Redistricting Commissioners for recognizing the common community interest of Shadow Hills with the other current CD7 equestrian communities along with the very clear current North/East/South/West
boundaries of the current community of Shadow Hills. Please retain Shadow Hills as is in CD7.
I ask Melrose to be reunited with Council District 5 and to keep the Mid City West Neighborhood Council united under one council district
Map K2.5, amendment 3: please adopt w/o changes - it unifies Hollywood neighborhoods along Sunset and keeps our COI together - Thank You!
Our community is HUGELY in favor of Map K2.5, AMENDMENT 3!! It keeps our COI together.
I ask that the Melrose District be reunited with Council District 5 and to keep the Mid City West Neighborhood Council United under one council district.
At the October 16th Redistricting Meeting, I would like to thank the Commissioners for voting to move Shadow Hills back to CD7. Although there was a lot of discussion to move Shadow Hills to CD6, I am thankful for the
Commissioners that recognized that the community of Shadow Hills wants to remain congruent with our similar communities of interest with respect to equestrian issues, hillsides, and fire danger. We belong with our
neighboring communities of La Tuna Canyon, Lake View Terrace, and Sylmar.

As you discuss the map today with respect to Shadow Hills, I sincerely ask that you maintain Shadow Hills in CD7. Please keep Shadow Hills with the other equestrian communities. Thank you for your consideration.
Thank You Commissioners for all of your hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, which is a part of Greater Wilshire. I support Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. It keeps Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: together with our
community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our businesses and our churches and synagogues. Thank you again for
recognizing Greater Wilshire by placing us in Council District 5 where we can receive focused attention and services. Please do not be distracted by organized political interference aimed at derailing or undermining your
efforts.
CD 5
I oppose the splitting up of Current CD 5. Do not split the Melrose Corridor between CD 5 & 13.
canoga park/ wooland hills /warner center
I oppose mape k2.5 district (4-2)and would like to have Canoga park ,Woodland hills / warner center as community interest staying within the same council district(cd3)
Los Feliz
Thank you for including Griffith Park with Los Feliz; however I don't undertand why Los Feliz would be in the same district as Sherman Oaks!!!! Instead, please join Los Feliz with Atwater and Echo Park. Thanks.
Historic Filipinotown/HiFi in CD 13
I am very pleased that in Draft Map K 2.5 the two neighborhoods of HiFi and Thai Town are both kept whole and together in CD 13. I implore you to keep it that way as you continue to make edits and changes to the
existing Draft Map. Residents of these communities as well as Filipino community members across Los Angeles want to keep historic neighborhoods like HiFi and Thai Town within Council District 13 instead of being split
between 2 council districts. Keeping these two neighborhoods within Council District 13 will make sure our communities get the representation we need and make sure our voices are heard. If you split our communities,
you will play a role in the active disenfranchisement (silencing) of two of LA’s historic AAPI communities and take away much needed resources from our community’s businesses, families, and children.
Historic Filipinotown/HiFi in CD 13
Thank you for the update on the Draft Map K 2.5 includes the two neighborhoods of HiFi and Thai Town as both kept whole and together in CD 13. I implore you to keep it that way as you continue to make edits and
changes to the existing Draft Map. Residents of these communities as well as Filipino community members across Los Angeles want to keep historic neighborhoods like HiFi and Thai Town within Council District 13
instead of being split between 2 council districts. Keeping these two neighborhoods within Council District 13 will make sure our communities get the representation we need and make sure our voices are heard. If you split
our communities, you will play a role in the active disenfranchisement (silencing) of two of LA’s historic AAPI communities and take away much needed resources from our community’s businesses, families, and children.
Sunland/Tujunga
I run a local non profit up here in Sunland Tujunga. Resources aren't really available up here. North Valley Caring Services has been proving help to us. Providing food, assistance with safe parking and direction. It would
be a huge loss for our district to be taken away from us.
There location is Rayen and Sepuveda. There are no other agency that help us up here.
Wilshire Park/Greater Wilshire
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside
in our area - as you make your determinations.
Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7
Re: Map K2.5, amendment 3, I want this map adopted as it keeps our COI together. Our community is HUGELY in favor of Map K2.5, AMENDMENT 3!! It keeps our COI together.
CD7 Shadow Hills Stonehurst
Thank you for keeping Shadow Hills and its Stonehurst and La Tuna Canyon equestrian communities in CD7 where they belong. We belong to Hansen Dam. We ride in Hansen Dam. We invest in our community
financially and with our hearts. We have a close knit neighborhood council. We have no business in CD6 or the Hollywood Hills. As a homeowner and horse owner and community neighborhood council member of CD 7
and Shadow Hills/Stonehurst, I want to thank you for keeping Shadow Hills in CD 7 where it belongs.
Historic Filipinotown
I am very pleased that in Draft Map K 2.5 the two neighborhoods of HiFi and Thai Town are both kept whole and together in CD 13. I implore you to keep it that way as you continue to make edits and changes to the
existing Draft Map. Residents of these communities as well as Filipino community members across Los Angeles want to keep historic neighborhoods like HiFi and Thai Town within Council District 13 instead of being split
between 2 council districts. Keeping these two neighborhoods within Council District 13 will make sure our communities get the representation we need and make sure our voices are heard. If you split our communities,
you will play a role in the active disenfranchisement (silencing) of two of LA’s historic AAPI communities and take away much needed resources from our community’s businesses, families, and children.
Melrose and Mid-City West
Please do NOT split Melrose from Mid-City West (CD 5). What happens on Melrose also happens in Mid-City West and the problems are similar and inter-connected. As importantly, this area is already partitioned by West
Hollywood, creating confusion about which jurisdictions prevail on specific streets, especially regarding police and city services. Segmenting this area even more will make it more difficult to govern.
Los Feliz between Los Feliz Blvd and Franklin I would like our neighborhood to be with silver Lake and Hollywood in CD13 rather than with the East Valley in CD 2 or 4. We have more in common with the former communities.
Ave.
Wilshire Park in GWNC
I Support Map K2.5, Amend. 3, Greater Wilshire NC Together in One District, CD5!
Wilshire Park/Greater Wilshire
I would very much like the small tab of CD10 juting into CD5 at Wilshire Blvd, 6th & 7th St ending at Wilton Place, be left intact with the rest of Wilshire Park

10/19/2021 16:55:09 Don Andres

Franklin/Hollywood West Residents
Association

It is my understanding that the discussion in the last minutes of Monday night’s LA City Redistricting Meeting regarding redistricting divided our Neighborhood Association into two separate Council Districts.
The Franklin / Hollywood West Residents Association was founded in November 1987 as a means of communicating with our city government regarding our neighborhood issues and concerns. The Association
boundaries extend from La Brea Ave on the east to Laurel Canyon on the west and from Hollywood Blvd on the south to the mountain ridge on the north.
Our Neighborhood Association has been an active organization in helping to preserve the quality of life in our area and is tightly coupled with preserving, protecting and enhancing our Runyon Canyon Park which is
adjacent to our neighborhood.. This is the neighborhood that is most affected by the average 5,000 visitors to Runyon Canyon Park daily. We are the caretakers for Runyon just as the neighbors in Los Feliz are the
caretaker and advocate for Griffith Park. Seven years ago, we created a non-profit organization, the Friends of Runyon Canyon Foundation in partnership with LA City Rec & Parks, and have raised significant funds for
that purpose as well. It is through these collective efforts that the park is now much improved to accommodate the ~2 million visitors per year.
Additionally, this neighborhood has been aligned with and a member of the Hillside Federation for decades, and shares the same issues/concerns of the hillside communities. This neighborhood is best placed in the
Council District that has oversight for Santa Monica Mountains.
While it is unlikely that we will be able to generate the amount of response that Los Feliz and other neighborhoods did -- as they had more time, we strongly encourage you to NOT DIVIDE our neighborhood community
between two Council Districts.
The simple solution is to extend the southern boundary of our Neighborhood Association to Hollywood Boulevard as was previously defined in earlier versions of Map K2.5-1 – thus, consolidating our entire neighborhood
in a single Council District –--- Council District 2-or-4 on your Map.
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Broadway Manchester, Green Meadows
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north part of Melrose area
Los Feliz
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Cheviot Hills and the Westside Neihgborhood
Council
Los Feliz
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Nichols Canyon Neighborhood Association
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Melrose / Fairfax
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Koreatown
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Sun Valley, Glencrest Hills
Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7
Thai Town, Hollywood, Los Feliz, and more

10/19/2021 17:52:44 suellen wagner

STUDIO CITY

Thank you --- also submitted via email earlier today.
South Los Angeles communities should have unified representation and district lines to uphold the voice of our people and neighborhoods. The district lines dividing our Broadway Manchester, Green Meadows, and Watts
neighborhoods divide our voice.
Melrose area should be kept intact and not broken off into CD 13
The latest version of the map puts Los Feliz into a district the vast bulk of which has no connections whatsoever to it geographically. The obvious reason was to continue to allow Raman to live in Silver Lake and still
represent the Valley. THIS VIOLATES THE COMMISSION RULE AGAINST POLITICAL INTERFERENCE IN THE PROCESS. The ONLY rational approach is to keep the boundary of District 13 as shown on the last
iteration of the map but adding Griffith Park and the odd "finger" of land on the east side of Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We will be bringing suit should this not be done.
PLEASE keep Cheviot Hills united in ONE district with the Westside Neighborhood Council. I was on the committee to bring the the light rail through Cheviot, we worked with others on the Westside Council to do this work.
We are working neighborhoods that work together for a better working Westside. DO NOT BREAK US UP!
Thank you for last night's adjustment (10/18) responding to our community's request that Griffith Park MUST remain in same district as Los Feliz. Your hard work is moving your task closer to an equitable proportion
allocation with the exception of the extension into North Hollywood. It seems the "heavy lifting" remains to place that area to better serve those Valley constitutents. I trust your deliberations will reflect that after tonight's
meeting.
K2.5 splits the Nichol Canyon Neighborhood Association into two districts which we strongly oppose. Our association was founded in 2009 and represent 500 residents. Keep the sections of Nichols Canyon Road and
Courtney Avenue north of Hollywood Blvd. in Council District 4. Please do not divide us. www.nicholscanyonna.org
Don’t adopt it. Splitting this neighborhood up makes no sense to anyone who lives here. The bordering areas of West Hollywood have more in common with Mid-City West than Silver Lake, historically, ethnically, socially,
and just plain walkability and neighborhood vibe.
We, the Wilshire Center-Koreatown Neighborhood Council (WCKNC), strongly support revisions to the city council districts that would truly unite Koreatown and ask that the proposed map K2.5 be revised to include the
northern portion of WCKNC up to Melrose Avenue. We commend the commission for uniting much of our southern and eastern regions, including Western Ave, which was previously split across three council districts.
We also agree with the inclusion of the Shatto Recreation center and unifying Lafayette Park and recreation center under one council district.
Please keep the Vulcan Pit located on Glenoaks Blvd. and Peoria St in Sun Valley together with all the industrial properties in Sun Valley with CD6. Also expand the borders so all of SVANC boundaries are in CD6.
Our community is strongly in favor of Map K2.5, AMENDMENT 3!! It keeps our COI together.
I lived in Council District 4 for three years and I do not support the proposed map, which removes almost all existing neighborhoods from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. This map has
been blatantly gerrymandered and it must be rejected. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable.
I am a Studio City resident, writing in support of K 2.5 AMENDMENT 3, District 2 or 4. As a resident of CD2, I think that this district would be best served by Paul Krekorian, as he is familiar with issues and challenges of
residents, including the Armenian community and is also a leader in hillside issues, having represented Studio City hillside residents for many years.
This plan unites Studio City with other hillside communities with unique challenges and interests. The new 2 or 4 would be a strong environmentalist community and will work together to protect our threatened natural
habitat, wildlife, and open spaces that are public and shared with everyone in the City and the world. Just as Los Feliz and Hollywood Hills are stewards of Griffith Park, Studio City and Laurel Canyon are similarly
stewards of our Santa Monica Mountains between the 170 and the 405. We all share the threat of fire and will work together to keep our communities safe.
I hope that you will make this bold step to keep the hillsides together, while at the same time affording continuity of leadership to the Armenian community and with the hillside community of Studio City with Paul Krekorian.

10/19/2021 17:56:26 Jennifer Taylor

Historic Filipinotown - CD 13

10/19/2021 17:58:52 Barbara Broide

Westside Neighborhood Council / Westwood
South of Santa Monica Blvd. HOA

10/19/2021 18:00:37 Julie Kremkus

Nichols Canyon Neighborhood Association

10/19/2021 18:02:57 Tom Bellino

MacArthur Park and Koreatown

Historic Filipinotown (“HiFi”) is the first and only designated district for the Filipino enclave in the United States. By redistricting HiFi it will disrupt the overall efforts of the community related to health and human services,
community economic development and arts, history and culture as well as other community and neighborhood services. We are asking that you not break up HiFi and leave it solely in C 13. In addition, we stand in unity
with our fellow AAPI sisters and brothers in Koreatown and Thaitown to keep them whole.
We strongly support Map K2.5 / Amendment 3. That map creates a large community of interest made up of many individual communities of interest. As the population figures for the map are already quite high and leave
no room for any significant changes, we would request that no tweaks that change the existing boundaries be considered -- particularly if they threaten our southern boundaries of Westside Neighborhood Council. We
have spoken many times about our numerous current and historical links to the Westwood community and the UCLA campus community. We trust that no changes will be made that would result in any separation of our
area from our extended community/extended metro family!
K2.5 splits the Nichols Canyon Neighborhood Association into two districts which we strongly oppose. Our association was founded in 2009 and we represent 500 residents. Please do not divide us. Keep the sections of
Nichols Canyon Road and Courtney Avenue north of Hollywood Blvd. in Council District 2 or 4. We are stronger together when we can coordinate efforts, especially in emergencies such as fire and earthquakes, traffic and
safety.
This map is unacceptable in many ways, not the least of which is the total evisceration of District 4. However, as a board member of the MacArthur Park NC, I will speak to that. Both MacArthur Park and our neighbors in
Koreatown are drawn into far-flung districts that are unlike them in most ways. The map should unify NELA into one district and place MacArthur Park and Koreatown into districts that better reflect their position as highly
dense, virtually all tenant, transit-dependent neighborhoods. MacArthur Park and Koreatown should not be afterthoughts to whomever is representing us. We should be the heart of our districts, as we are the heart of the
city.

10/19/2021 18:03:15 Marlan Warren

Los Feliz

I'm incensed to learn from Sam Wasserman of your nonsensical move to redistrict all of Los Feliz into Ms. Raman's district. My home is south of Griffith Park on the border of Hollywood, and until now I've had few issues
with our rep Mitch O'Connell. However, I've kept up via posts on this topic via NextDoor.com re the obscene neglect exhibited by the newly elected Raman when it comes to actually listening to her constituents -specifically re their fear and anxiety regarding the drug-dealing, weapon-wielding gang members who moved onto the Berendo St./Hollywood Blvd. area under guise of being "Homeless."
It took "forever" to get clean up that situation, and only after news teams at KABC got involved.
Worse still, Raman has demonstrated more focus on the need for real estate development in Los Feliz than the issues of law and order, and how street gangs threaten taxpaying, law abiding citizens.
The only plus that I can find is that the redistricting might finally give us enough names on a petition to remove her from office.
Below is a copy of Mr. Wasserman's email to you on this topic, which appears to accurately give the history and situation that brought on your apparently ignorant decision.
DO NOT REDISTRICT. WE DON'T NEED IT. AND PAY ATTENTION TO THE VOTERS' COMPLAINTS WHEN THEY MAKE THEIR VOICES HEARD.
I'm saddened to hear of Jackie Goldberg's role in this misguided action. I've held her in high regard.
Until now.
Please please please, STOP THIS MADNESS!
People who don't live in L.A. often see it as "Crazy and Crazy Making."
Please don't prove them right.

10/19/2021 18:10:46 Yasmine

Los Feliz

Los Feliz should be kept in CD13 We have common interests with CD13, our schools, our friends, our families activities, our business, our volunteer work geographically lie with this district and not the communities of the
101 corridor and Toluca Lake and Valley Glen.

10/19/2021 18:12:18 Lyndsey Bonomolo

Melrose District

Hello Commissioners,
Please move the Melrose District back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council district. We know balancing populations is complicated but WE ARE NOT A SACRIFICIAL LAMB
that can be used to expedite this process.
We do not appreciate that our repeated testimony has been ignored. We do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than ours. They have fire concerns, yet most of
the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that you will feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into CD5 should keep this
below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up” some population. Again, we know this is a complicated process and we appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, we have valid and well
thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you have proposed:
1. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make a
positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
2. You’d negatively impact the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off
into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
3. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority.
4. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We do
not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want.
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Los Feliz
Shadow Hills/La Tuna Canyon/Stonehurst

10/19/2021 18:22:04 Lesley O'Toole-Roque

Spaulding Square HPOZ in HHWNC Area 7
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Melrose
Hancock Park

Please put Los Feliz back in CD13 with similar communities like Hollywood and Silverlake, now Los Feliz is gerrymandered with North Hollywood and we must be back with similar communities in cd13. Thank you.
Need to KEEP Shadow Hills/LTC/Stonehurst in CD7--do NOT move to CD6. Suggest that CD6 incorporate neighborhoods west of it. SH/LTC/Stonehurst have nothing in common with other neighborhoods in CD6-nothing, nada, zippo! We DO share the following with other communities in CD7: Equestrian lifestyles & businesses, scenic corridor, high fire hazard severity zones, Angeles National Forest, Hanson Dam,
hiking/biking/equestrian trails. PLEASE PLEASE PLEASE keep us in CD7 as per the map K2.5 Amended 2! And many thanks to the Redistricting Commissioners for their tireless work and attempting the nearly
impossible task of pleasing everyone.
Thrilled with your genius tweaks to Map 2.5 V.3. Thank you for keeping us with Sunset Square and our surrounding diverse neighborhood of renters, homeowners, and mom & pop businesses. We are not the regional
center, we are a residential area chock full of history, a prime filming location and source of revenue for the City of LA and we all work together for the betterment of our entire district. We look forward to working with a new
Councilmember known for listening to constituents and we thank you for listening to us.
Do not DIVIDE
We fully support Map K2.5 Amendment 2. We want to thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. We live in Hancock Park, and have been here since 2017. We support that Hancock Park and Greater Wilshire remain
together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in the new District 5.
We so appreciate and underscore the Commission’s following of the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our
area - as you make your determinations.

10/19/2021 18:43:46 Tracy Stone

Elysian Valley

10/19/2021 18:56:05 Charles D'Atri

Greater Wilshire/Larchmont Village

10/19/2021 19:13:57 Michelle Gallagher

Old district 3. New district N/4

10/19/2021 19:14:36 Stuart Fine

Sunset Square

We cannot overstate our support for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2.
I respectfully ask that you add the small area of land between Elysian Park and Ave 19 (including the river bed between them) extending south to Arroyo Seco Parkway to CD 13 (see graphic here: https://drive.google.
com/file/d/1pzFc8_C5cKPHZpb47j8QAXw1kr7UeKKr/view?usp=sharing
)This area has no residents, but has been the site of illegal raves and other activities that only impact residents of Elysian Valley. It would be nice to have the same council district that has jurisdiction over Elysian Valley
also have jurisdiction over this area, so that issues and complaints can be handled efficiently.
I first want to thank the Commission for accomplishing the very difficult job of creating a City Council Map in public with fairness and equal tempers. The goals of balancing population and communities of interest aren't
easy and you've done an excellent job. I am 100% in favor of Map K 2.5 amendment 3. Keeping Larchmont Village in a district with the adjacent historic neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire is the very definition of a
community of interest.
Reseda Council Parliamentarian speaking only for myself. The numbering needs to be revisited because, for example new district N/4 has zero continuity of representation. In other words, nobody in district N/4 as
currently drawn will have had an opportunity to vote for their new representative in the preceding election. This error is compounded by the fact that those individuals moving from an odd numbered district to new CD N/4
won't have an opportunity to had an opportunity to vote for 7 years. Everyone in the new CD N/4 will be represented by someone new. Okay so one solution I have heard is to change the numbering so that N4/2 and the
new CD3 are swapped. However, in that case the New, Swapped, N/4, would be in the same situation. The numbering revisiting needs to include 2,3,4 and 6. Look for maximum overlaps with current districts. The district
lines are not effected by this suggestion. I think this is a key overlooked problem. I have looked for case law on creating essentially new districts depriving everyone in a district continuity of representation. Please consider
doing the same before sending the map. This could be a huge problem.
Makes so much sense you are keeping Sunset and Spaulding Square neighborhoods together.

10/19/2021 19:53:51 Tina Eick, 9647 Stonehurst Ave.,
SHPOA President

Shadow Hills
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2 or 4
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Westwood South / Westside
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Cheviot Hills
Miracle Mile and Melrose
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Encino United
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Rancho park
Historic Filipinotown

10/19/2021 22:11:31 Monica Vacas
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Reseda
Sherman Oaks
Silver Lake
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Melrose, GWNC, Mid City West NC
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CD4
CD4
Los Feliz, Laurel, and Beachwood

Dear Commissioners, There is some misinformation which needs to be clarified: Stonehurst Ave. is very much a part of Shadow Hills. There are horses and farm animals residing up and down the street. The properties
are large in order to humanely keep horses. All of the homes on Stonehurst Ave.and streets west are in the K District Overlay Zone which provides additional protections for equestrian lifestyles. Stonehurst Ave. and the
few streets west (totaling an approximate 69 homes are within the community of Shadow Hills and the Community Plan for Shadow Hills. It is also included in the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council. And the
Stonehurst Recreational Center and surrounding streets are also a historical part of Shadow Hills. Please keep the entire community of Shadow Hills united and in CD7
It is absurd to me that this commission saw a city council person elected with the largest voter turnout in history and completely stripped away that entire voting bloc.
This just feels like a corrupt gerrymander by establishment politicians who are so afraid of hearing the people's voices that they want to eliminate the only city council person who has actual popular support.
CD4 needs to keep the voting bloc of renters that elected CM Raman instead of having all those voices silenced
My name is Joseph Roth, and I am on the board the Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd Homeowners Association and the Westside Neighborhood Council.
We previously submitted letters and voiced support for keeping the entirety of the Westside Neighborhood Council and our HOA within one City Council District.
And, we were pleased when you all voted to do so last month.
However, we became very concerned last night when the Commission appeared to be revisiting which Westside communities should remain in CD5.
Well, that potential ripple effect was definitely felt last night on the Westside.
We support your making tweaks to K2.5 (Amendment-3) but not if it undermines progress already made on the Westside.
Please keep our HOAs and our Neighborhood Council wholly within CD5 as you correctly decided last month.
Thank you.
All the families within the community of Cheviot Hills support Map K2.5 amendment 3
Please extend the borders of District 5 east from Cochran to La Brea and South from Olympic Blvd to include a corner of Miracle Mile that was cut off. I feel a trade-off would be to place Melrose in District 13. Mid City
West Neighborhood Council has become an unusually large, unwieldy and time consuming Neighborhood Council, which discourages participation by working class residents. I have sat in on other Neighborhood Councils
and noticed that they accomplish more in less time because they are smaller. By placing Melrose into District 13, it would put the "neighborhood" back in the Mid City West Neighborhood Council by making it smaller,
nimble and quick. Neighborhood Councils were created to serve the people not the reverse. When the needs of the people change, Neighborhood Councils must change!
The new ammendment to map 2.5 ammendment 3 to gut Encino and break it up is a travesty of epic proportion. As Encino was gerrymandered last time to be the only part of CD5 over the valley. Now, not even our
Region commissioner saw fit to fight for us to be together. I urge the commission to reunite Encino as one entity. Our borders are Mulholland drive to the south, Victory to the north, Lindley to the west, 405 fwy to the east.
Please endeavor to keep continuity within neighborhoods - regional
I am very pleased that in Draft Map K 2.5 the two neighborhoods of HiFi and Thai Town are both kept whole and together in CD 13. I implore you to keep it that way as you continue to make final edits and changes to the
existing Draft Map. Residents of these communities as well as Filipino community members across Los Angeles want to keep historic neighborhoods like HiFi and Thai Town within Council District 13 instead of being split
between 2 council districts. Keeping these two neighborhoods within Council District 13 will make sure our communities get the representation we need and make sure our voices are heard. If you split our communities,
you will play a role in the active disenfranchisement of two of LA’s historic AAPI communities and take away much needed resources from our community’s businesses, families, and children.
You listened to nothing we had to say. You were looking for population for CD-6 and you have left out an area in Glencrest Hills you are dividing which makes no sense. You also have taken away the Vulcan Pits for
some unclear reason. This is not well thought out. You have ignored our plead for CD-6. You are trying to gain population by taking it as far as the Sepulveda Basin. Councilmembers can barely keep up with their own
Districts when the cities are adjacent to each other, let alone miles away. Hard to comprehend. Please give back the Vulcan Pits to CD-6 and keep Glencrest Hills together. PLEASE!!!
Leave our zones as they are. We are not interested in your redistricting. I have lived in District 3 my entire life and now you want to change that. I don't think so.
Please put Sherman Oaks with Studio City and North Hollywood
I am dismayed that the Commissioners are not heeding the Silver Lake Neighborhood Council’s unanimous resolution to unite Silver Lake in the redistricting process. It is a glaring oversight given there was an undercount
until the most recent change to CD 13. To make the NC governing board deal with 2 city council offices because of a tiny finger is unreasonable and illogical. Please unite Silver Lake.
I live on the northern edge of GWNC and am grateful that the whole of GWNC is included in one council district, CD 5. However, my very close neighbors in the Melrose area should also be included in CD 5 along with the
rest of Mid City West NC. We have shared interests, and they should not be cut off into CD 13.
Please keep the Los Feliz/Griffith Park district in CD4, where it belongs! Not in CD2! We want to be represented by the person we voted for!
The Los Feliz and Griffith Park districts belong in CD4, not CD2. Thank you for considering this comment.
I support Map K2.5 Amendment 4 as it was presented tonight. In short, I hope you can keep the changes, and keep the hillside communities together in one district, which ever it may be, since we have similar interests.
This includes hillside communities both SOUTH and WEST of Griffith Park - Los Feliz and Beachwood Canyon are intertwined in this park of the Santa Monica mountains and need to be represented together.
I do have to admit I am very anxious about the precedent set of calling for quick motions to undo all the work this committee has done in the 11th hour. Especially seeing that phone testimony has been closed, and written
testimony will close in 24 hours.
I have lived in the Laurel Avenue area south of Hollywood and worked in the Beachwood Canyon area for the past 6 years. Yes, there are commercial village in Beachwood. I hike Runyon Canyon more than enough. The
fire concerns in this area are great - as you can see by the many non-smoking signs and $1,000 fine. The map makes sense as it is from my experience in these two areas. The Laurel exit area that is in question has the
large thoroughfares of Hollywood and Crescent Heights, while Beachwood has smaller streets, most of them substandard roads higher up in the hills. Los Feliz also like the Laurel Canyon exit area is more in the flatlands,
and has larger avenues.
What Commissioner Diaz said tonight makes no sense - she was willing to move a population of 28,000 on the basis of some minor concern of fire safety at the Laurel Canyon exit, while completely ignoring the impact of
shifting a whole mountain area into a district separate from its residents in Beachwood Canyon.
I do not like the Commission using their interpretation of comments from a few vocal individuals to inform the structure of the hillside area as a whole, and it has only caused a panic for people who either support or object
the map to send in worried and rushed written comments at the last minute in the hopes of making an impression that someone on the commission can hopefully pick up.
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I would like the Los Feliz/Griffiith Park district to be CD4, not CD2
Please put the Los Feliz / Griffith Park community in CD4, not CD2! As a long time resident of that neighborhood, and a lifelong resident of Los Angeles, I beg of you - do what’s right!
Please do not excludes rip us away for our district and neighborhoods we have ties to. This is a community of love and diversity. You are tear families apart. We want to stay with our Woodland Hills, Winnetka, Tarzana,
Canoga Park and Reseda families. Please reconsider your decision.
Please consider redistricting 4-or-2 to include ENCINO, SHERMAN OAKS, LAKE BALBOA, VAN NUYS and VALLEY GLEN and leave WOODLAND HILLS, CANOGA PARK, WINNETKA, TARZAN and RESEDA as they
are. We have been together for years and want to stay with our neighbors in the West Valley. Please reconsider not ripping communities apart.
Current District 3 should NOT be split horizontally east-to-west. If Districts need to be split, it should be north-to-south splitting of ALL of Dist 12 & 4-or-2 & 3 into 2 or 3 pieces.
Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and Silver Lake need to stay connected as one community and should stay part of one community in CD4. Additionally, CD4 should remain as intact as possible
Keep East Westchester in CD11 and do not move it to CD8. It has become an integral part of our community.
Currently, the small triangle parcel at the northeast section of CD11 is proposed to move to CD8. This parcel has bounced over the years but has finally found a home in CD11. It has thrived in CD11. In addition it shares
the same zip code and many of the social amenities in CD11: restaurants, park, sports venues/teams and employment opportunities. Finally, this section adds a much needed diversity to CD11! Moving this to CD8 would
be a huge step back.
It is ridiculous to me that I could have a representative of my district who I didn’t vote for. I oppose the new map strongly.
It's important to me that Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and Silver lake remain represented as one interconnected community due to overlapping constituent needs. I do not support Map k2.5's re-draw of CD4 which separates
these communities.
The redistricting is crazy! Separates communities that should stay connected in one district. Does not make logical sense other than partisan separation to manipulate voting.
I appreciate all the work that has gone into this! Please keep map K.5 amendment 3. It will unite neighborhoods along Sunset! Thank you.
Keep Encino together; please do not separate. Thank you
I want Sherman Oaks to remain in CD4.
I believe the map can be improved by keeping Los Feliz, Silver Lake, and Echo Park together as one community within CD4
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I specifically am disappointed in the map for redrawing the lines so CD4 is now not representing Los Feliz. As a renter in Los Feliz since 2015, I've seen care for the community from my current council member I haven't
seen before. The engagement community members show for city politics and government solutions is not the same as it was prior to CM Raman being elected. She was elected by a wave of renters represented in Los
Feliz, Sherman Oaks, Koreatown, and Hollywood. To remove the CM from the majority of a district that voted for her to fight for all Angelenos (housed or unhoused, poor or wealthy) seems arbitrary at best, and punitive at
worst.
Wendy Mitchell (CD7 rep) needs to take some major sensitivity training. On October 10th, she made a comment, "...not to beat a dead horse..." which bared her lack of knowledge of Shadow Hills, Stonehurst, La Tuna
Canyon, and Lake View Terrace. Does she not know that our equestrian area has suffered several tragic horse deaths due to collisions with vehicles and other incidents? In each and every case, riders were severely
injured or died (a child in the parking lot of the Lake View Terrace Rec Center). This epidemic was so severe that Assemblywoman Rivas successfully got an equestrian safety bill signed into law a few weeks ago.
Additionally, CD7's Councilwoman Rodriguez has secured safer bridle paths. Wendy Mitchell keeps wanting to push Shadow Hills out of CD7 and split the equestrian communities, scenic corridor, rural, and severe high
fire hazard areas. Her comments should be stricken as she does NOT speak for Shadow Hills. We and the Foothill Trails District NC, WANT Shadow Hills/La Tuna Canyon/Stonehurst to REMAIN in CD7. The map k2.5
Amended 2 does place Shadow Hills back into CD7. This is the map I support.
USC Campus and Exposition Park including the museums must be kept in Council District 9. I live on Van Buren Place, and I am a parent of a student that attends Alexander Science Center. This entire "campus" must be
kept in tact. It makes no sense that this area be split. This is an area that co-exists together. If this area has two councilmembers it will make things confusing for constituents. It must be represented by CD9.
Councilmember Price has worked hard to ensure this area is an economic engine for the district. We have seen the results of these efforts. It is ridiculous to think I can potentially be at the science center in a council
district then a few feet away be in a different council district. It doesnt make sense. KEEP CD9 WHOLE!!!
The proposed "finger" deletion to split the east side of Los Feliz and some of Silver Lake between two districts (2 or 4 and 16) makes no sense to anyone - other than perhaps the council member involved. The change
creates more of an "island" or "sore thumb" as to how this small area becomes disconnected from its surrounding neighborhood. Gerrymandering should not produce results that adversely affect the residents for years
beyond the term of any politician. The Council's reputation for fairness and honesty is not exactly untarnished at this point.
Put the "finger" back where it belongs with the rest of the neighborhood.
Its not right for the city to change my representative between elections. I want more information on why the new map is so different from the existing one.
This is wrong, we want representation from whom we elected. CD4 needs to remain as one homogenous community, also need more transparency on how the new lines are being drawn
The Encino Nrighborhood Council boundaries must be respected and preserved as part of new CD 3. The Proposed change to the map including dividing up the Encino community is contrary to the criteria of the City
Charter.
At the10/19/21 meeting, Encino was divided into 2 different council districts. I am a 50 year resident of Encino and this is not what our community nor Neighborhood Council asked for. Because this was done last minute,
the community will not have enough time to review the map, not yet posted, and make comments.
Encino needs to be in 1 council district with the Sepulveda Basin in the same Council District. You had the map correct before yesterday's meeting.
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PLEASE KEEP ENCINO IN ONE COUNCIL DISTRICT
Please keep the above three communities connected and be part of the current CD4 community.
It should be a priority to keep Los Feliz, Silver Lake, and Griffith Park together in CD4. Removing Griffith Park and Los Feliz from CD4 should not be on the table.
PLEASE keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4. PLEASE PLEASE do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park and the Hollywood Hills in the current map!!
Currently your map splits Encino in half and this is terrible.. ENC boundaries must be respected and the recent proposed splitting up of Encino is contrary to the criteria set forth in City Charter. We are a very organized
proactive community and the Sepulveda Basin is an area that we advocate for. It hurts our neighborhood when you cut us up like a pie at dinner and dispose pieces of our community as if we didn't care. Be respectful of
our history and advocacy and keep Encino whole within one district.
Los Feliz, Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown and I represent the Thai community and I would like to suggest adjustments to Map K2.5 as it includes Los Feliz in CD13, which does not make sense demographically. This is because Los Feliz is not a commercial district
Little Armenia.
and comprises mostly affluent homeowners whose interests are very different from the majority of the immigrant constituents and stakeholders in the district such as those in Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown, Little
Armenia, and other ethnic enclaves who are, on the contrary, mostly renters, low-income workers, and small mom and pop store owners. Adding Los Feliz to CD13 would potentially gentrify Thai Town and Little Armenia
and dilute the voice and representation of immigrants and ethnic enclaves in CD13. We urge the commission to exclude Los Feliz from CD13 to protect the interests and strengthen the voice and representation of the the
API community in CD13.
Griffith Park and Los Feliz
Please keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4
Silver Lake, Griffith Park, Los Feliz
CD 4 should remain similar to how it is now, with Silver Lake, Griffith Park, and Los Feliz remaining as a contiguous community
Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and Do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep all of these neighborhoods in CD4.
the Hollywood Hills
Los Feliz
These neighborhoods have been in CD4 for decades. They’re all connected to Griffith Park and have common interests related to fire safety, tourism, wildlife, preservation, and more. We’ve been working with the council
office on all these issues and that work needs to continue. There’s also important work being done on homelessness that would be derailed by a change in councilmember. Please do not redistrict and undo everything we’
ve worked for.
Silver Lake
CD4 should remain together as it is now and that Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and Silver Lake should be one community
Griffith Park, Silver Lake, Los Feliz
I strongly feel that these three neighborhoods should remain and be part of CD4. Further, CD4 should continue to stay as currently configured
Encino village
Encino needs to be kept together.
Winnetka
Map K2.5 will cause me to not be able to vote for my city council representative until 2024, I last voted as a resident of CD3 in 2017. This will cause a total of 7 years to pass, causing disenfranchisement. Map k2.5 also
splits up our district in a way that does not make sense. CD3 should remain as is, or at least include Winnetka, Reseda, Canoga Park, and Woodland Hills due to the many economical partnerships including the Warner
Center 2035 specific plan that includes all these neighborhoods.
South LA
USC and Exposition Park needs to stay in CD 9. It has the highest concentration of poverty, and lowest registered voter base than any other District and removing it would go against any claims of racial and economic
equity in the City. Plus it keeps neighborhoods together with a clearly defined boundaries.
Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7
Re Amendment 3. Our community is HUGELY in favor of Map K2.5, AMENDMENT 3!! It keeps our COI together.
Woodland Hills / Canoga
I live in Woodland Hills and I don’t think it’s right that we have be severed from
Canoga park. Many of my friends and colleagues live there. They were promised some of the prosperity of the Warner center and frankly a project like this needs the eyes of two council members. Give the 4/2 district
some of Warner center. It’s the only right thing.
Los Feliz 90027
While it is good news that voices via comments were heard regarding the division of Griffith park and los feliz being wrong, It is unfair that you once again chipped away at the Los Feliz area map right after announcing this
and are now attempting to remove those west of New Hampshire from the council district - I am walking distance from Griffith park and have always been a resident of los feliz in a 90027 zip code, this proposal goes
against the progress made yesterday and I urge you to change it as it is not inclusive of the residents who have been an active part of los feliz council district for years, I have lived and thrived in this community with my
family for 16 years and to have it divided in such a manner is simply outrageous to me.
Los Feliz
Firstly, thank you for uniting Griffith Park with Los Feliz. We would have preferred to stay with fellow communities of interest but the overall necessity is for Los Feliz to stay united. It is confounding, however, that the
Commission continues to chip away at Los Feliz under the guise of "population" distribution and doesn't look to the odd peninsula that tacks on a random part of Silver Lake. Why did the Commission/Paul Mitchell decide
to separate another area OUT of Los Feliz and into 13 and further split the Neighborhood Council boundary? Why are we not looking to unite both the Los Feliz Neighborhood Council AND the Silver Lake Neighborhood
Council/Silver Lake neighborhood by simply putting ALL of Silver Lake actually into Silver Lake. It's an easy fix but the Commission continues to blatantly avoid a seemingly easy fix. Politics much?? It's completely obvious
to all of Los Angeles that the Commission is putting the whims of one council member and her bulldog Jackie Goldberg above the needs of the people! Inexcusable.
CD4
Hello, I'm a resident of Hollywood near Griffith Park. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep all of
these neighborhoods in CD4. It does not make sense to split up these areas that have been close neighbors for so long. Please do what’s right and keep CD4 together.
Silverlake, Griffithpark, Lozfeliz
Los Feliz/Silver Lake/Griffith Park
Los Feliz
Amestoy Estates Encino

Winnetka
Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda

At the least, keep it as it is now. My home is 2 blocks from Northridge/Chatsworth and I do my banking and shopping there. But this clear gerrymandering of the proposed new district 2-4 is an insult to tax paying voters.
It is absolutely unconscionable that the majority of today's CD3 will be unable to vote for SEVEN YEARS due to the redrawn maps. The only parts of CD3 that will be able to vote are the whiter, more affluent
neighborhoods, which remain in CD3. This is as undemocratic as it gets, allowing Bob Blumenfield's commissioner to redraw the lines so that the Councilmember effectively runs unopposed.
To take the votes away from poorer, less-white neighborhoods while allowing the affluent white communities to not only retain their vote, but in some cases with the new CD3, *to get even more voting opportunities*, is
racism of the lowest order.
This commission is allowing Bob Blumenfield to choose his district, choose his voters, and it is textbook gerrymandering. The neighborhoods in the new CD 2/4 in the West Valley deserve the ability to vote and to choose
their representative. CD 2/4 and CD3 should be flipped, and Bob should stand for re-election facing the majority of his current constituents, not his handpicked district. Richard Katz has completely taken the mask off, and
what's underneath is ugly.
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Your map K2.5 amend 4 just cut Area 7, our COI, in half, it cut the last street off of our HPOZ [the west side of fairfax, see map of our hpoz here http://sunsetsquarehollywood.org/hpoz-historic/ and map of area 7, our COI,
goes all the way to the West Hollywood border]. at the very least, put our wester edge of hpoz/neighborhood back into CD13, please by moving the line to the block west of fairfax. thank you
It’s truly important to the integrity of these equestrian neighborhoods to remain together in a district. The needs of this community are unique and the individual neighborhoods of Shadow Hills, Stonehurst, and La Tuna
are small enough that when split up, their voices will be lost to the larger surrounding neighbors. These three neighborhoods have supported each other in their shared interests and must continue doing so to keep their
character, charm, and best interests at heart.
CD 10 has been a great partner and supporter of Little Ethiopia.The Ethiopian community would like Little Ethiopia to remain entirely in Council District 10
Do not split of Encino

I've been reading up on the issue and talking with neighbors, and I have come to appreciate the history of these neighborhoods that have been in CD4 for decades. A friend of mine who does work with the city mentioned
that these districts are all connected to Griffith Park and all work together to maximize their efforts in fire safety, wildlife preservation, tourism, and more. I'm afraid redistricting could affect these vital services to our
neighborhood.
I also have been closely following Councilmember Nithya Raman's important work with the homeless. I believe the vital work she is doing in the area with city employees and constituents of CD4 would be derailed by a
change in councilmember.
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With these factors in mind, I believe that our neighborhood could be negatively affected by the map change. I hope that you reconsider the current plan.
Leave the Encino community as is!!! Do not redraw, redistrict re- ANYTHING!!
Thank you for changing the boundaries back in Highland Park CD 14. We appreciate you including in your report a recommendation that the South side of York needs to be changed back to CD 14 as well. I understand
that requires City Council action to split the tract.
I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and the Hollywood Hills from the current map. Please keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4.
Yes I like to see little Ethiopia community to be left in CD 10 Fair fax between Olympic and pico Blvd without dividing the same community south and North or east and west

10/20/2021 12:15:58 Alex de Cordoba

Los Feliz, North Silver Lake and the
Hollywood Hills

As a West SFV resident, District 4-2 need an economic engine! We deserve a part of the Warner center as was originally intended in the 2035 Warner center plan. Give back the Encino portion and give us a portion of
Warner center. It will will keep more neighborhood councils whole and benefit our community more.
Thank you for your work thus far. I was dismayed to see that the commissioners even considered a proposal to have Griffith Park join Los Feliz in their quest to leave CD4 and join CD13. Thankfully the population
adjustments would be too significant in deviation to really consider it. I think it's important to be totally transparent about the real reasons for their wanting to leave. While I consider it short sighted and selfish most in the
community know it is because of dissatisfaction with Council person Raman. The reasons to stay are much more compelling in terms of wildfire and tourist mitigation. The hills must work together to come up with long term
solutions to these issues, regardless of who sits the representative's seat. It is a complete disservice to the voters of 2/4 to not even decide which council person represents which district. Regardless, elections have
consequences. I didn't support Raman on the ballot but she won the election fairly. At the core of our values as a country is a representative democracy. We must support that core value over petty and shortsighted
disagreements. The fact that there are such a large amount of disenfranchised voters in 2/4 already and going forward. I think a further erosion of the vote violates our core principals. How can we look at the recent dispute
over the Presidential election and criticize and then turn around and basically be ok with doing that to another group of voters because we don't like our representation? It's wrong. People will have another chance to vote
in 3 years but the redistricting will have longer consequences.
I believe it is imperative that the hillside communities of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills remain in CD4 as a complete unified area in their current council district. Please do not change
their placement in the current map.
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Griffith Park, a jewel of our city, is geographically linked to all of these neighborhoods, which makes them natural caretakers of the park. The shared interests of fire safety alone is reason enough to keep them unified. In
addition the efforts to comprehensively address homelessness in these neighborhoods would be derailed by a change in council member.
Our community is HUGELY in favor of Map K2.5, AMENDMENT 3!! It keeps our COI together so that renters, single family home owners and small businesses can be supported together by CD13.
I support the K2.5 proposal. It is important to keep Wilshire Park in the Greater Wilshire zone of District 5. As this has been our district for a very long time and serves the purposes of the community.
Subject: Keep Los Feliz and Silver Lake United with with Griffith Park in CD4!
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I'm a resident of Silver Lake, and I am writing to urge this commission to keep our neighborhood together with our neighboring Los Feliz and Griffith Park. We have all been part of CD4 and connected to Griffith Park for
years and have common community concerns. We have a good relationship with our current council office and want to stay in CD4.
If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it! Keep us together in CD4! Thank you!
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Keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4

Best Regards,
Ashley Halloran
Keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4. To Whom It May Concern,
We have owned a house in Silverlake for the last 7 years.
We are active in the community.
I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4. There’s also important work being done on
homelessness and other issues that are important to me and my community that would be derailed by a change in council members.
Thank you.
Laurence Dworet, M.D.
Antonia Robertson, J.D.
2674 Locksley Place
LA, CA 90039
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East and Valley

10/20/2021 13:03:21 Tom Whalley
10/20/2021 13:04:36 Douglas Ross
10/20/2021 13:04:39 Garth Ancier

Franklin Coldwater District
Encino
Frankin Coldwater District

Please do not divide Encino more
Please keep the East side neighborhoods in CD4
Dear Commission: I'm both a homeowner and office-renter in CD4. The fact that our district cast more votes than any in city history is proof that we are a community: it is proof that we share common interests and actively
participate in our shared district. There is no demographic justification nor historical precedent for splitting up CD4 as radically as you have. Thus it feels very politically motivated. Please do not change the configuration of
Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and the Hollywood Hills from the existing map. Please keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4.
Other than whilst in College, I have spent my entire life in either the SFV and Los Feliz. To suggest that Silverlake, Atwater, Los Feliz, etc are one in the same is ridiculous. As is suggesting that Reseda, Woodland Hills,
Canoga Psrk, Van Nuys, Tarzana, Encino, etc. We don't need to dumb our maps down. Diversity is what makes Los Angeles beautiful. Please don't muck it up.
I support Map K2.5 as Amended. Please keep Franklin Coldwater(to Briarcrest) in CD5 so our neighborhood remains unified. Thank you
Please leave Encino as one district. I am apposed to splitting it in half.
I support Map K2.5 as Amended. Please keep Franklin Coldwater (to Briarcrest) in CD 5 so that our neighborhood remains unified.

10/20/2021 13:05:32 Krista Hattemer

Silver Lake

10/20/2021 13:06:05 Susan

Shadow Hills/La Tuna Canyon/Stonehurst

I live in Silverlake. I was born and raised here. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Silverlake, Angelino Heights, Elysian Park, Echo Park, Los Feliz, Griffith Park and Glassell Park in the current
map. Please keep them all in CD4. I support the important work being done on homelessness and other issues that are important to me and my community that would be derailed by a change in council members. We
made history when we voted in our council member and wish to continue to be represented by her. Please do not change CD4.
Wednesday, Oct. 20, 2021
I want to THANK the commissioners once again for keeping Shadow Hills, La Tuna Canyon and some of Stonehurst in CD7 during the Oct. 19 map amending meeting. This makes the most sense with regard to fire
safety, equestrian safety, and is specifically what the residents have requested.
I especially want to thank the Commissioners for resisting the several increasingly shrill and undemocratic attempts of one commissioner to move Shadow Hills/Stonehurst/LaTuna Canyon out of CD7. This commissioner
was so concerned about keeping the Neighborhood Council of North Hills East together, but totally in favor of ripping apart the Foothills Trails Neighborhood Council and repeatedly “beat a dead horse” (interesting choice
of words by her) by asking the Commission to do so. She never mentioned that there were 11 public comments about North Hills East and 261 public comments about Shadow Hills/La Tuna Canyon/Stonehurst. I find her
efforts to remove us from CD7 to be quite curious.
I believe the time has come to let go of political grudges from years ago and even the voting history of the Shadow Hills community, who has now embraced working with Monica Rodriguez, and supports her efforts at
working on the problems we all face.
PLEASE CONTINUE TO RESIST HER EFFORTS TO REMOVE US FROM CD7 AT ALL COSTS, AND ALLOW US TO STAY WHERE WE WANT TO BE : IN CD7 WITH OUR OTHER HORSE-KEEPING, ANIMALKEEPING, AND HIGH-FIRE DANGER NEIGHBORING COMMUNITIES .

10/20/2021 13:12:45 Kirker Butler
10/20/2021 13:19:17 Lawrence Lebo
10/20/2021 13:22:46 Jennifer Hunt Gudernatch
10/20/2021 13:23:40 Yasmine Pomeroy
10/20/2021 13:28:12 Andrew Brunswick
10/20/2021 13:30:42 Anthony Weiss

10/20/2021 13:31:45 Angela Saborio
10/20/2021 13:34:30 Karla

Silverlake CD4
Proposed CD4 or 2

This is an obvious corrupt power move designed solely to strip Nithya of her district, a district that voted overwhelmingly for her. It's a recall in everything but name. Shame on anyone who allows this.
Please return Warner Center assets to the area map 2.5 amended 5 calls CD4 or 2. Canoga Park and Winnetka are a part of the development plan and will be most affected by this development. It’s robbery to take this
away from this proposed district.
Canoga Park
Half of the Warner center is in canoga park- it is OUTRAGEOUS to put the full Warner center in cd3 and strip canoga park of its rights. Switch lake balboa and Woodland Hills- and make the proposed district 3 the new 42. The current 3 is 70% white, that’s crazy and classist. It’s so apparent what Katz and Bloomenfield are trying to pull- actually look at the map and make it equitable.
Canoga Park
District 2-4 needs an economic engine and equity! We deserve a part of the Warner Center as was originally intended in the 2035 Warner Center plan. Return Encino to CD3 & give 2-4 a portion of Warner Center. It will
keep more Neighborhood Councils whole and benefit our community more. If we do not have this economic engine, our district won't have a fighting chance.
Franklin Coldwater Bowmont
I support Map K2.5 as Amended. Please keep Franklin Coldwater (to Briarcrest) in CD 5 so that our neighborhood remains unified.
os Feliz, Griffith Park, and Beachwood
Speaking as a Los Feliz resident, Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and Beachwood Canyon should stay together with the hillside neighborhoods, and they should all be designated as part of CD4. I am appalled by the commission's
Canyon
deceptive and dishonest attempts to dismantle Councilmember Raman's district and disenfranchise her voters of the councilmember they just elected to office with a historic number of votes. If the commission does not
make these changes, I cannot conceive of a better way to convince the residents of the City of Los Angeles that the entire process is corrupt and intended to insulate entrenched powers in city government from
accountability to voters.
District 4-2 (Canoga, Winnetka, Reseda, Lake The West Valley is my home and District 4-2 needs to be a part of Warner Center. The Warner Center is a business hub, an economic engine with big projects in the pipeline. We need to be a part of it. Please consider my
Balboa)
request to give CD4-2 a piece of Warner Center.
Canoga Park and Woodland Hills
Its important that District 2-4 has economic engine! We deserve a part of the Warner center as was originally intended in the 2035 Warner center plan. Return Encino to CD3 & give 2-4 a portion of Warner Center. It will
keep more Neighborhood Councils whole and benefit our community more in the long run.

10/20/2021 13:37:56 Michael Ebenkamp

North Hills East NC

10/20/2021 13:44:08 David
10/20/2021 13:44:51 Kim O

Little Ethiopia CD 10
West San Fernando Valley - Canoga Park,
Reseda and Winnetka

The Fact that it literally Breaks Up North Hills East into 2 Districts and gives 0 regard to the residents here is a grave mismanagement of the redistricting process. Nothing will be able to be accomplished in the
neighborhood of North Hills if this design goes through. Please reconsider the area between CD 6 and CD 7 and remap the area to be closer aligned to what it was orriginally. Or even better, Have CD7 Up to Parthenia St,
and CD6 can take the rest of North Hills East South of Parthenia.
Keep Little Ethiopia intact in CD 10
The West SFV has been horribly distorted by this map and removes a large portion of the southern west valley to create a wealthy white district along Ventura Blvd - linking wealth but not communities of interest.
We would like to see that portion returned entirely to the West Valley. If that is not possible, we ask that a large portion of Warner Center be included in CD 4-2. Keeping Canoga Park and those communities of interest
together will also give this community the economic driver they were promised in the 2035 plan for Warner Center.
It is the most equitable way of addressing Warner Center at this point. The portion of Encino taken in last night’s meeting should be returned to Encino - per that community’s request - creating balance in taking a large
portion of Warner Center for CD 4-2 - per Warner Center NC request to keep those communities together.
This will keep more Neighborhood Councils together, keep communities of interest together while also addressing some of the incredible inequality between CD3 and CD 4-2.

10/20/2021 13:46:08 Peter Kovaric
10/20/2021 13:54:22 Negest (Nikki) Legesse
10/20/2021 13:54:52 Tersit

Mid city west
Little Ethiopia
Fairfax District/Little Ethiopia

10/20/2021 13:55:21 Zanny Konte

Los Feliz

10/20/2021 13:56:32 Dulce Vasquez

Expo Park/USC

10/20/2021 13:57:09 Tony Pierce

District 4

10/20/2021 14:00:19 neal avron

area 7 of HHWNC/Sunset Square

10/20/2021 14:01:08 Julia Wasson

Sunset & Spaulding Squares; Area 7
Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council.

10/20/2021 14:02:02 Robyn Weisman

Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7 of
HHWNC

10/20/2021 14:02:27 V Patel

Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7 of
HHWNC

10/20/2021 14:02:43 Duncan Gregory (HHPNC President) Highland Park
10/20/2021 14:06:34 CD5

Franklin Coldwater District

Please don’t break up CD5. It works well as it is
Thank you commissioners for all your hard work. Thank you for putting Little Ethiopia whole like the other bigger communities of interest. It is all about equity.
Dividing the district into two will cause a big harm to the Ethiopian community and the businesses who reside in Little Ethiopia. It will divide the community and there is a great chance that the businesses will lose business.
Please leave it as it is.
I am a resident of Los Feliz, writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map of CD4. Please keep all of these neighborhoods
together-- we have been working hard as ONE COMMUNITY to bring about change we believe in. Please do not take that away from us.
USC and Expo Park should be kept in CD9. If Commissioner Shaw wants to argue that she’s correcting the wrongs done 10 years ago, then there should en a concurrent motion to place the assets and job creators in
DTLA back into CD9– an area that had historically been in CD9 since districts were created.
Leave the map alone. Nithya won, fair and square. You people encourage Angelenos to vote, we did, and some of you are unhappy with the results.
If you are going to change the map every time people you don't like win, you're no better than Texas or Ohio. What you are doing is undemocratic and you should be ashamed of yourself.
Please keep our COI together in CD13, which is represented by Area 7 of the HHWNC. Map link for Area 7, our COI, is here: https://www.hhwnc.org/find-your-area/ Also, please note that the current amendment to Map
K2.5, amend4, cuts off the most western edge of our Sunset Square HPOZ and Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Map link for our HPOZ is here: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/5e177be4-a132-4f3a-8a7d4fec4ccc0dfd [the map is on the 2nd page] Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite our Sunset
Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you.
Please keep our COI together in CD13, which is represented by Area 7 of the HHWNC. Map link for Area 7, our COI, is here: https://www.hhwnc.org/find-your-area/ Also, please note that the current amendment to Map
K2.5, amendment 4, cuts off the most western edge of our Sunset Square HPOZ and Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Map link for our HPOZ is here: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/5e177be4-a132-4f3a-8a7d4fec4ccc0dfd [the map is on the 2nd page] Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite our Sunset
Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you.
Please keep our COI together in CD13, which is represented by Area 7 of the HHWNC. Map link for Area 7, our COI, is here: https://www.hhwnc.org/find-your-area/ Also, please note that the current amendment to Map
K2.5, amend4, cuts off the most western edge of our Sunset Square HPOZ and Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Map link for our HPOZ is here: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/5e177be4-a132-4f3a-8a7d4fec4ccc0dfd [the map is on the 2nd page] Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite our Sunset
Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you.
Please keep our COI together in CD13, which is represented by Area 7 of the HHWNC. Map link for Area 7, our COI, is here: https://www.hhwnc.org/find-your-area/ Also, please note that the current amendment to Map
K2.5, amend4, cuts off the most western edge of our Sunset Square HPOZ and Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Map link for our HPOZ is here: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/5e177be4-a132-4f3a-8a7d4fec4ccc0dfd [the map is on the 2nd page] Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite our Sunset
Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you.
Thank you for changing back the CD 14 portion of Highland Park. I am grateful that you heard our concerns about the businesses on York, the Highland Park Senior Center and the Tiny Homes near Avenue 60 by the
freeway. We hope you will include in your report to the City Council a recommendation that the South side of York should also be included in the CD 14 portion of Highland Park. Thank you again.
Please keep Franklin Coldwater to Briarcrest intact. The current districting reflects shared natural boundaries, topography, and issues. Maintain current districting for CD5 so our neighborhood remains unified.

10/20/2021 14:10:40 Kyle Petrozza
10/20/2021 14:11:22 Henry Fung
10/20/2021 14:11:43 David Jourdan
10/20/2021 14:13:29 Jane Crockett

10/20/2021 14:13:30 Eduardo A Braniff

10/20/2021 14:14:06 Girma Ti
10/20/2021 14:16:08 Amy Cotteleer

10/20/2021 14:19:31 Matt Wait
10/20/2021 14:20:41 Maria Lopez

10/20/2021 14:21:53 Marge Piane
10/20/2021 14:23:28 Deborah F Blum
10/20/2021 14:24:01 Ronald Meyer
10/20/2021 14:24:42 Amelia Stephenson
10/20/2021 14:28:17 Barry Blumberg
10/20/2021 14:29:07 Morgan

Laurel Canyon
Hollywood Hills, Los Feliz, Koreatown

As a resident of Laurel Canyon (Gould Ave), I want to write in that I and my neighbors support Map K2.5 v.4
02-or-04 (North Hollywood to Los Feliz) is better than previous drafts but still not ideal. I still think the commission should try not to make a district that crosses the Hollywood Hills, to such an extent, and Los Feliz ends up
being somewhat of an orphan community. At least Koreatown is mostly left intact. Ultimately I supported Map O and still feel that was a better choice than this one.
Los Feliz
All of Los Feliz and Griffith park should be included in district 13. It makes more sense to have the interests of the residents of Los Feliz aligned with the interests of the residents from adjacent communities such as
Silver Lake and Hollywood, rather than valley village or Toluca lake. Thank you.
Sunset Square/Spaulding Square HPOZ
As a COI, Sunset/Spaulding Square HPOZ thanks you for keeping us together with a move to CD13. However, the most recent map cuts off our established Western boundary for not only the HPOZ, but also Area 7 in
Hollywood Hills West NC. Map link for our HPOZ is here: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/5e177be4-a132-4f3a-8a7d-4fec4ccc0dfd [the map is on the 2nd page] Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC
map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite our Sunset Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you!
Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7 of
Please keep our COI together in CD13, which is represented by Area 7 of the HHWNC. Map link for Area 7, our COI, is here: https://www.hhwnc.org/find-your-area/ Also, please note that the current amendment to Map
HHWNC
K2.5, amend4, cuts off the most western edge of our Sunset Square HPOZ and Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Map link for our HPOZ is here: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/5e177be4-a132-4f3a-8a7d4fec4ccc0dfd [the map is on the 2nd page] Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite our Sunset
Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you.
Little Ethiopia located in the Mid-Wilshire area I would like Little Ethiopia to stay entirely in Council District 10. CD 10 has been a great partner and supporter of Little Ethiopia. In addition breaking up Little Ethiopia into two separate Council Districts would negatively
impact the future of Little Ethiopia.
Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7 of
Please keep our COI together in CD13, which is represented by Area 7 of the HHWNC. Map link for Area 7, our COI, is here: https://www.hhwnc.org/find-your-area/ Also, please note that the current amendment to Map
HHWNC
K2.5, amend4, cuts off the most western edge of our Sunset Square HPOZ and Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Map link for our HPOZ is here: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/5e177be4-a132-4f3a-8a7d4fec4ccc0dfd [the map is on the 2nd page] Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite our Sunset
Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you.
Los Feliz
The orange map labeled "2 or 4" MUST be district 4. This is already removing thousands of voters who voted for the original seat. This is preventing a "recall by redistricting" by retaining at least some of CD4's boundaries.
The red map is a more natural fit for CD 2 as 2 is already a valley district and has more in common with its previous boundaries than the orange map.
6th Street Miracle Mile , Miracle Mile, Fairfax, The 6th Street Miracle Mile Neighborhood Association thinks K 2.5 is EXCELLENT because you have put all of the Miracle Mile together with the Fairfax District. / Beverly Grove and Carthay. We face huge changes in our
area due to the two subway stations and our area has in the past been challenged to work together under two different council offices. Beverly Grove, Carthay, Miracle Mile on both sides of Wilshire and Park La Brea are
all primarily renter multifamily neighborhoods. We are stronger together. We do not want the CD4 councilmember trying to hijack this process because we voted for her in 2020. That was then, this is now. We should be
redistricting for the future, not the past. Keep 6th Street Miracle Mile neighborhood together with our neighbors in Beverly Grove, Miracle Mile, Park La Brea and Carthay in CD5. Power to the people. ;-)
Glassell Park
Sometime during the amendment process that arrived at K2.5Amendment3 you further divided Glassell Park instead of uniting us. Why are other communities so important to keep whole, but we--who have never been
whole--get completely ignored? Why are you reinforcing the hard division of our community created by the 2 Freeway by also dividing us along its route? Please put ALL of Glassell Park in CD13 where we belong.
Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7 of
Just a small favor that will keep Our Community together: Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite
HHWNCNC
our Sunset Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you! We appreciate you taking our feedback to heart.
Valley Village
I do not like the maps. I voted for Paul Krekorian and still want him. I feel that Valley Village has more in common with Studio City than Sherman Oaks. I think CD2 is a really good CD since it is geographically compact,
not strung out like many other districts. DO NOT CHANGE IT!!!
Hollywood Hills, Los Feliz, Griffith Park
I live in the Hollywood Hills, and I think that Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and the Hollywood Hills should all be included in the same district, CD4, since we all share common interests of fire safety, wildlife, and preservation.
Franklin Coldwater district
I support map k2.5 as amended. Please keep Franklin Coldwater (to Briarcrest) in CD 5 so that our neighborhood remains unified.
CD4
Map K2.5 is a terrible idea that will harm all LA residents, especially poor POC. The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need
Diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4! Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This draft map is a racist and classist plot to
disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman of Color from office.

10/20/2021 14:30:15 Maya Abood

South LA/ Vermont Square

10/20/2021 14:30:34 Neighborhood Council of
Westchester / Playa
10/20/2021 14:33:47 Bill Eick

Westchester and Ladera
Shadow Hills

Exposition Park and USC need to stay in CD 9. CD 9 has the highest rate of poverty and one of the lowest rates of park access in the city (lower than CD 8). USC provides critical community services to the district and the
current council office has been instrumental in the development of Expo Park. Most excitingly, the Council Office helped shepherd in a new master plan that calls for the southern half of the park to be developed as
community-serving green space. Currently the park turns its back on the neighborhood by orienting entirely to the University and only including parking on the southern edge. It is vital to maintain continuity in leadership to
ensure that this park is financed and developed to meet the needs of the adjacent community. With the addition of Ladera Heights and Baldwin Hills, CD 8 will become much more affluent while CD 9 will remain the most
socioeconomically disenfranchised area of the City. Please consider both racial and economic equity when making the decision on where these vital community resources belong.
On behalf of the Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa (NCWP) I am asking you respectfully to retain the Ladera area in Council District 11, where it truly belongs. Paula Gerez, President
At the meeting on October 19, 2021, the commission made an egregious mistake. It took the Sun Valley zip code portion of Shadow Hills and shoved it into CD6. What you did was to divide the Foothills Trails District
Neighborhood Council. That is against the policies of the Commission. Additionally you split a community of interest which violates City Charter Section 204. Our horse and the ones over the back fence voted to stay
District 7 as did our chickens and the rabbit on our front porch. The area you carved off has no community of interest with the CD6 residents. Please return that area to CD7 where it belongs.
On a less sarcastic note, please stop listening to Wendy Mitchell. I doubt she has ever been to Shadow Hills and she certainly does not represent us or our interest. It seems her only goal in life is to subdivide Shadow
Hills. She keeps bringing up that point even though she acknowledged last night that she was "beating a dead horse" (an unfortunate selection of words)

10/20/2021 14:35:22 Thomas Booth

I’m a stakeholder in 4 West SFV
neighborhoods

10/20/2021 14:36:17 Abdul hood

South Flower drive 90037

10/20/2021 14:37:27 Jordan M

Los Feliz / E. Hollywood / Silverlake

Finally, Although it is only one census tract you have placed the Stonehurst Recreation Center into CD6 because it is located in the same census tract as an abandoned gravel pit, which seems to be coveted by CD6.
Please make a note of that so that when this reaches the City Council, it can divide the census tract and keep the Stonehurst Recreational Center , with its horse trails and horseback riding arena in the council District to
which it has always been attached.
I am concerned about the demographics of unusually high number of white people in CD 3 that seems to have dumped underserved and communities of color in exchange for wealthier, whiter neighborhoods. This is a
very concerning move. There has be some equitable way to included various connected communities together especially those with increased opportunity and wealth.
I suggest District 2-4 needs an economic engine! We deserve a part of the Warner center as was originally intended in the 2035 Warner center plan. Return Encino to CD3 & give 2-4 a portion of Warner Center. It will
keep more Neighborhood Councils whole and benefit our community more. Thank you
Move us to c8 to avoid USC monopolizing my block south los angeles has been neglected and needs the funding to build up a community from being ignored under the current district lines for a decade put brakes the
monopoly of USC needs to stop please vote to move us to c8 to keep our input neccessary.
I live in Los Feliz and believe that CD4 should consist more of the elements of CD13 than is currently proposed. Geographically, it makes no sense to think that the voters that live in central Los Feliz have much to bring
them together with those in Valley Glen. I believe that if there were actual concerns over rent vs homeowner interests, we would leave the wealthier homeowners of Hollywood Hills west of the 101 and Studio City to
another district. More should be done to have the lower income renters and homeowners in E. Hollywood and those south of Sunset Blvd be part of future CD 4. Possibly add in Atwater and cede parts of CD 13 (Echo
Park) to CD 01.
Essentially, west and south of 101 could go to CD 13. CD4 solidify around Los Feliz/E. Hollywood/Silverlake adding Atwater and maybe N. Hollywood. These are the people that are our direct neighbors. You also add in
more apartment dwellers, ethnicities, and income levels.
Alternatively, add the Los Feliz and Hollywood parts east of 101 and above Franklin to CD13. I don't know if Griffith Park has to also be directly mapped - no one lives there and it is the responsibility of the city and all its
citizens to take care of.

10/20/2021 14:38:00 Halsted Sullivan

Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7 of
HHWNC

10/20/2021 14:38:32 Akio Katano

Griffith Park

I'll continue to advocate for this redistricting process to turn into a process of change - one in which we divide up these districts into even more and add more seats to the Council, which hasn't been done since 1925.
Councilmember Raman said as much in her election campaign and I support that vs this odd configuration that we have now. We need more representation for all people and the current amount of seats does not support
that.
Please keep our COI together in CD13, which is represented by Area 7 of the HHWNC. Map link for Area 7, our COI, is here: https://www.hhwnc.org/find-your-area/ Also, please note that the current amendment to Map
K2.5, amend4, cuts off the most western edge of our Sunset Square HPOZ and Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Map link for our HPOZ is here: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/5e177be4-a132-4f3a-8a7d4fec4ccc0dfd [the map is on the 2nd page] Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite our Sunset
Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you!
We have been advised that the commission is planning on stripping Griffith Park out of 2/4 (which remains insulting and ridiculous), an asset vital to and interwoven with that community. This is absolutely unjustifiable, and
yet another insult to common sense and fairness. Map K2.5 should be shredded. It should only exist as a museum piece to warn students against the dangers of a corrupt redistricting process.

10/20/2021 14:39:28 Sam Solemnidad

Historic Filipinotown/HiFi

10/20/2021 14:40:46 Kathy McGrath
10/20/2021 14:40:57 Nicholas Mandernach
10/20/2021 14:41:14 Kendall Mayhew

Sherman Oaks
Los Feliz
Los Feliz, Koreatown, Larchmont, Windsor
Square

10/20/2021 14:42:17 Dustin Bennett
10/20/2021 14:42:55 Sara Harris

Griffith Park, Los Feliz, and Koreatown
CD4

10/20/2021 14:43:07 Sumie Mishima
10/20/2021 14:43:07 Neal Roden

CD13 Sunset Square
Sherman Oaks and Van Nuys

10/20/2021 14:44:37 Preston Shisgal
10/20/2021 14:52:10 John Gonzales

Canoga park/Warner center.
CD8/ USC-Expo

10/20/2021 14:52:53 Eliot Cohen: President Homeowners Encino
of Encino

10/20/2021 14:53:06 Eli Jacobovitz

CD 2,3,4

10/20/2021 14:53:14 David Nicksay

Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7 of
HHWNC

10/20/2021 14:56:01 Ellen Halpin
10/20/2021 14:57:04 June Harton

Franklin/Coldwater District
Los Feliz

10/20/2021 14:57:37 Amy Gustincic

Los Feliz

10/20/2021 15:00:05 David Krygier

Encino

10/20/2021 15:00:18 Courtney Vaudreuil

Van Nuys - Greenwood Square

10/20/2021 15:00:55 Jomo

CD 10 little ethiopia

10/20/2021 15:01:11 Patrick

2-4

I am very pleased that in Draft Map K 2.5 the two neighborhoods of HiFi and Thai Town are both kept whole and together in CD 13. I implore you to keep it that way as you continue to make final edits and changes to the
existing Draft Map. Residents of these communities as well as Filipino community members across Los Angeles want to keep historic neighborhoods like HiFi and Thai Town within Council District 13 instead of being split
between 2 council districts. Keeping these two neighborhoods within Council District 13 will make sure our communities get the representation we need and make sure our voices are heard. If you split our communities,
you will play a role in the active disenfranchisement of two of LA’s historic AAPI communities and take away much needed resources from our community’s businesses, families, and children.
I think the Approved Draft Map K2.5- District 3 gives Sherman Oaks and the Valley our fair share with regard to our population. I support its passage as is.
Keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in District 4!
the map in question is simply unacceptable. removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face unimaginably
undemocratic. this district must retain representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and are often have the most to lose by any given city council action. you must support diversity and
equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more votes than any other city council member in the history of the city.
Griffith Park, Los Feliz, and the entirety of Koreatown belong in CD4!
The draft map is not equitable nor fair. It splinters CD4 and completely disenfranchises all of the residents that voted for Councilperson Nithya Raman. Please keep CD4 unified so that those voters are not excluded from
power.
Keep Sunset Square in CD13
Thank you for making Sherman Oaks part of a Valley District and not linking it with communities that are miles away on the other side of the hill.
However, you have made Van Nuys part of at least 3 or 4 different districts-- that is completely unfair to the Van Nuys NC. Please put the area north of Burbank Blvd and south of Oxnard from the 405 to Hazeltine with
the other sections of Van Nuys and the Van Nuys NC. It is not part of the Sherman Oaks NC so it should be with the VN NC and part of CD 2, 4, or 6. Don't chop up Van Nuys so badly. At most the VN NC should cover
two CDs.
Keep them within the same district as originally intended so that residents are not removed from influence regarding this economic plan.
Shame on this commission for electing to NOT do its duty and reverse the taking of USC/ Expo from CD8, which left the CD with a complete absence of landmarks & assets other than one beaten down mall. It’s no
coincidence that this is the only majority black district, that it was raided, and you run from a restoration. It’s the commission, not Council, that is tasked with mapping and assets are considered in the other more powerful
districts. You are also ignoring the fact that with the assets in question, PLUS the Convention Ctr, Staples, L.A. Live, Fig Corridor; CD9 is clearly more asset laden. HOWEVER, it has also been said that a reparation
could clearly involve ALSO returning some additional element of S-W Downtown to CD9. This is clearly possible and fair considering the growth & wealth downtown. Lastly, as you weigh opinion, why are you not
prioritizing the submitted CIS by the Neighborhood Council (NANDC) which includes USC and represents the area constituents. They want USC/Expo to move to CD8 for the sake of both equity AND a better
consolidation of their area. This council’s opinion is strangely being ignored, while councils in other area are accommodated.
Your vote Wednesday, is seemingly related to a reluctance to assume responsibility for considerate mapping leaving as little as possible to the politics of council. It also seems swayed by the planted, and conspiracyladen words of some commenters who are patently incorrect as to historical facts and currently data. Commissioner Minato has a serious professional conflict of interest regarding financial interest in CD9 activity. She
has as much as said so in meetings, which taints her pursuits. It is bad enough to have Councilmembers with their hand in the commission process, but additionally poor to have a financially motivated commission
member.
In the end, make no mistake, YOU are disadvantaging the only majority black district in this city. YOU are mapping to reinforce the misdeeds of 2011. YOU are the application of institutional racism on the black,
disadvantaged people of CD8. It takes effort to have the resolve to overcome our history of disadvantage segments of our city. Sometimes it requires ruffling some feathers, breaking with an easy status quo, and finding
difficult solutions. In 2021, with a special eye on our dwindling black community, it is unforgivable to not do so. The current mapping simply illustrates that we’ve gained very little resolve and insight over the past year of
hoped-for enlightenment.
If you do not correctly resolve this issue more equitably, YOU bear the burden of implementing the continued decline of our black and disadvantaged neighbors, and you damn the rest of us in this city to another decade of
participating in racist policy. Don’t let politics and procedure get in your way of doing what will have all looking back with confidence that we did what was the best thing for people who need guardians.
Return the assets to CD8 and give it a fighting chance. If need be, revisit a slight adjustment in downtown. We all seem to agree that mistakes were made a decade back, and it is evident in CD8 today. NOW is the time
to repair it.
Encino must not be treated as a warehouse for population balancing in the new district lines. Encino and the Sepulveda Basin must remain intact. Never before has Encino be divvied up for the benefit of redistricting. The
loss of Community will mean there will be even greater difficulty in trying to address the many problems afflicting Encino. What agency,what NC, what City Council District will be responsible?
The Encino Neighborhood Council has been more concerned and done more in terms of conservation, homeless advocacy, recreations and clean-ups and wildlife preservation than any other NC. Therefore I urge you to
let the Sepulveda basin whose population is nil remain in Encino.
This map rips apart the valley and is put together in order to appease the affluent home owners in order to lower the voices of renters even more than they already are. The constituents of the current city council district 4
voted to be represented by Nithya Raman and this map makes it so she not only doesn't know who her constituents are but those who voted for her, which by numbers is the largest number of voter turnout in LA history,
will be represented by a council member who they did not vote for or want to be represented by. This map is so ill conceived and should not even be considered the way that is has been.
Please keep our COI together in CD13, which is represented by Area 7 of the HHWNC. Map link for Area 7, our COI, is here: https://www.hhwnc.org/find-your-area/ Also, please note that the current amendment to Map
K2.5, amend4, cuts off the most western edge of our Sunset Square HPOZ and Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Map link for our HPOZ is here: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/5e177be4-a132-4f3a-8a7d4fec4ccc0dfd [the map is on the 2nd page] Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite our Sunset
Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you.
I support Map K2.5 as amended . Please keep Franklin/Coldwater in CD5 so that our neighborhoods remain unified.
Please put Los Feliz and Griffith Park back into CD 13. Los Feliz and Griffith Park have more in common with communities like Atwater and Silverlake than communities far up into the Valley like North Hollywood or Valley
Glen. These communities are more likely to shop and worship in CD 13 than drive "over the hill" to the Valley.
Also, San Fernando Valley residents are more likely to go to Sepulveda Dam/Balboa Park than Griffith Park, whereas Los Feliz, Atwater, and Silverlake residents would go to Griffith Park.
Thank you for hearing us and acting on our request to unite Los Feliz and Griffith Park. But you missed one part of the equation, which was to also include Los Feliz with our nearby communities of interest in CD13. Los
Feliz is not just a hillside community. We have much more in common with CD13 than the new CD4. the changes made last night felt much more political than practical. And the fact that commissioners are tallying up
numbers of comments made on either side only points to who can send the most emails, not which decision is correct for the community.
I am a member of both the Encino Chamber of Commerce and the Encino Neighborhood Council. The view of the Chamber of Commerce is that Encino should remain whole. This map appears to divide Encino to the
North at the 101 Freeway, which we do not support.
I am writing in regard to Draft Map K 2.5 Amended 4. I am the President of the Greenwood Square HOA, a community of 125+ single family homes on the northwest corner of Sherman Way and Hazeltine. We are
currently in Councilmember Krekorian's district. Your proposed map places us with Sun Valley, Arleta, and Panorma City, which have nothing in common with our neighborhood. We voted for Councilmember Krekorian
and have a close relationship with his office. Placing us in Councilmember Nury Martinez's district is unacceptable. We did not vote for her and do not want to be part of her district, which is plagued by neglect and blight.
Your map makes no sense whatsoever and is a tortured attempt to disenfranchise our voters. It makes far more sense to drop the northern boundary of 6 to the railroad tracks between Van Nuys and Panorama City and
to extend the western boundary to Van Nuys Blvd. It feels like no effort has been made to consider the character of the community and your arbitrary drawing is based on incorrect assumptions. Anyone who drove through
our community would recognize we have far more in common with Valley Glen than Arleta. This is really unacceptable.
First, I would like to thank the LA City Council for making a designated area, " Little Ethiopia", in what is probably the first ever community of people of the African Continent origin possible - some years ago. That historic
move has now been duplicated by other cities all over the Western world. I am afraid with the new redistricting plan that “Little Ethiopia” community is faced with the danger of being either split in to several Districts or cut in
to a much smaller size by area . That, ...if it happens will be a big mistake and a disservice to minority communities who have the same aspiration as Ethio Americans in Los Angeles.
I therefore ask the Council to keep Little Ethiopia intact in CD 10 and not be affected by this redistricting scheme.
I think your map is a money grab plain and simple. There's no honest or logical reason. It's Gerrymandering.
Here's the legal reason not to do it, among the numerous other reasons
District 2-4 needs an economic engine! We deserve a part of the Warner center as was originally intended in the 2035 Warner center plan. Return Encino to CD3 & give 2-4 a portion of Warner Center. It will keep more
Neighborhood Councils whole and benefit our community more.
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Los Feliz, Hollywood

This map sucks. It erases my vote. Redistricting is normal and fine, but removing a council member from their entire district is not normal AT ALL and the census data doesn't justify it. This move is wildly undemocratic,
and driven by the craven interests of homeowners associations who don’t like being outvoted by young people and POC.
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Carthay Square HPOZ

On behalf of the Carthay Square Neighborhood Association and in partnership with South Carthay Neighborhood Association, at the October 13th meeting, in response to the outpouring of feedback and emails from the
residents and stakeholders in the Carthay Square Historical Preservation Zone the Redistricting Committee corrected the splitting of it between CD10 and CD 5 and reunified the HPOZ into CD 5 amended in map K2.5
amended 2.
The HPOZ borders are Fairfax on the East to Crescent Heights on the West. Pico Blvd on the South to Olympic on the North which is reflected on amended map K2.5.2
( https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-K-2.5-Amendment-2.html )
The latest map, K2.5 amended 4 has shifted the Western border of CD10 west to Hayworth (from Fairfax) and is again, disenfranchising these 3 blocks of Hayworth from the balance of the HPOZ which remains in CD 5.
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On behalf of our community we respectfully ask that the commission reunifie the HPOZ into CD5 in addition to keeping both east and west sides of Little Ethiopia in the same CD.
Keep CD4 neighborhoods intact
I am a resident of Echo Park and a previous volunteer for the Raman campaign. Let’s be clear. Nithya Raman’s electoral win in CD4 has tremendous symbolic importance. It is widely perceived as representing a return to
a functional democracy. The 14 other council members, good and bad, won within a system that is justly understood to have been completely subverted by special interests. To eviscerate CD4 as you have done, will be
correctly interpreted as communal punishment of a constituency that elected someone to represent them without the “permission” of the people who dominate the current system. Read last week’s New York Times for a
preview of all of tomorrow’s newspapers if you proceed in this way. Map 2.5 is plainly in violation of the intent of the Voting Rights Act. It is a clear dereliction of the sacred task this commission was trusted to take
seriously. If it is passed will be a disgrace to the City of Los Angeles.
Do not make these proposed changes to the map. These changes disenfranchise too many people in our neighborhood.
It is bad. And it is evil. You are purposefully destroying CD4 to take Nithya Raman off the city council; a person I was excited to vote for and represent me. Do not make these changes. Do not take out the most important
city politician for my neighborhood.
The map shouldn't change at all for CD4. Redistricting doesn't make any sense in the area and takes out a large section from a council member I personally want to keep. Nithya Ramen was the elected person for CD4
and this is both insidious and disrespectful to voters in my area. I will personally work to find any legal means to fight this redistricting and have the funds to do so. Make the wise and legal decision not to alter CD4.
Please keep as many CD4 neighborhoods as intact as possible - it would be a disservice to residents to make changes.
I think it's insane and a terrible, cynical power grab from a very small percent of extremely wealthy people in CD4 and the corruption of Los Angeles City Council needs to be dragged into the light. Nithya was fairly elected
to represent this district with an overwhelming majority and this attempt to remover her from that is nothing short of Trumpian bullshit this city is allegedly above. Absolutely shame on you for even trying this. Your recall
didn't work so now here we are. Absolutely insane.
I have been a resident of the Sunset Square area for 26 years. By way of background, I am a California-licensed professional engineer and also a California attorney, with some training in urban planning.
Over the years I have lived here, I have seen thousands and thousands of work hours of work put in by volunteers to give a wonderful “community feeling” to this neighborhood.
I respectfully, humbly and strongly request that you keep our COI together in CD13, which is represented by Area 7 of the HHWNC.
I want to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible.
Draft map K 2.5 amended 4 has split the Carthay Square HPOZ between CD 5 and CD 10. Last week, in response to neighborhood feedback, the Commission fixed a similar split of the same neighborhood but the latest
map has undone that fix and has split the neighborhood again. Please move the CD5/CD10 boundary just north of Pico back to Fairfax rather than along Hayworth.
This map gets a NO from me. It takes my neighborhood and attaches it to a bunch of areas it has nothing in common with. We should keep current CD4 neighborhoods intact.
Keep as many of CD-4 neighborhoods intact as possible!!
WE VOTED FOR NITHYA IN HISTORIC NUMBERS. THIS MAP IS AN UNDEMOCRATIC ATTEMPT TO OVERTURN THE WILL OF THE PEOPLE WHO ELECTED HER. THIS IS RIDICULOUS!!!!
I think a district shift is great, maybe even get better representation
Want to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible
I support the current Map K2.5 as amended. If you would keep Franklin Coldwater (to Briarcrest) in CD5, that will allow our neighborhood to remain unified.
give CD2-4 an economic engine, change it to CD3
The maps are atrociously hard to read.
Los Feliz has subsections, all of which are north of Franklin Ave. They should all remain in the same district, CD4. They are:
(1) Hollywood Grove HPOZ (from west side Canyon Dr to east side of Saint Andrews and below The Oaks, i.e. along Foothill then both sides of Niendorf to Immaculate Heart's property line),
(2) The Oaks in the hills above the HG HPOZ and west of Fern Dell),
(3) DeMille Estates, and other properties north of Franklin and south of Los Feliz
(4) any and all the other land covered by Los Feliz Improvement Association [LFIA].
NOTE: Los Feliz Neighborhood Council does NOT include all parts of Los Feliz and seems to include areas which are not part of Los Feliz, e.g. Franklin Hills. Franklin Hills and similar neighbors such as Atwater,
however, have a community of interest with Los Feliz, and thus, their being in CD 4 with Los Feliz would be legally proper
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Los Feliz should not be part of CD 13 as the interests of CD 13 and Los Feliz are diametrically opposed. From Mitch O'Farrell's perspective, Los Feliz will be a thorn in his side and will work tirelessly to uncover and
expose all behind the scenes machinations and secret deals with developers, resulting in our demanding criminal prosecution in federal courts.
It is garbage. You know it.
Please keep Sunset Square and Spaulding Square together in CD13
Currently, the revised map K2.5 is fantastic in that it keeps us (Franklin Coldwater to Briarcrest) with our neighbors. Please don't change what you've done so well so far!
It’s fraudulent and undemocratic attempt to alienate a duly-elected city councilperson from her constituents, in the name of preserving a grotesque and morally indefensible system of forced relocation and incarceration of
the poor. CD4 should remain intact. I campaigned and voted for Nithya Raman, she won overwhelmingly and historically, and I expect to be represented by her.
Yes I want to keep reseda CD3
Council District 4 should remain as intact as possible. This is a very unique district with unique needs due to its geography and landscape and it is unconscionable to separate it.
Keep CD4 in tact. It’s obvious this commission is seeking to redistrict Nithya Raman off the city council. This is against the wishes of voters, Nithya received the most votes, ever.

Please keep our COI together in CD13, which is represented by Area 7 of the HHWNC. Map link for Area 7, our COI, is here: https://www.hhwnc.org/find-your-area/ Also, please note that the current amendment to Map
K2.5, amend4, cuts off the most western edge of our Sunset Square HPOZ and Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Map link for our HPOZ is here: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/5e177be4-a132-4f3a-8a7d4fec4ccc0dfd [the map is on the 2nd page] Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite our Sunset
Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you.
CD3 changes into just representing wealthy areas? Seems elitist and concentrates power unevenly in the valley. Terrible idea
Councilmember Raman received the most votes of any council candidate in LA history last year, and was the first person to beat an incumbent in decades. Removing a councilmember from their district is not normal, and
I've seen no census data that justifies the changes you are proposing. The repercussions, specifically in splitting CD4's neighborhoods, will diminish community capacity to enact change and hinder community-level efforts
to combat the most complex and difficult issues we face today (ex. homelessness, climate change, etc.).
Keep CD4 together.
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The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of
helping renters. This draft map is serves to disenfranchise her district and could be considered an attempt to remove her from office. It's cutting off almost all of the people in Los Feliz who are currently her constituents
from following through on their 2020 vote for her to represent them.

It's also seems highly irresponsible to be even voting on a map that describes District 2 or 4 as such, and not as distinctly drawn districts - as a part of your responsibility in drawing lines as a group, you should make a
decision so that the public can comment in good faith. The way this is expressed now is incomplete.
It's gerrymandering to squeeze out Nithya Raman.
I watched with great interest the end of the Commission’s meeting yesterday, Oct. 19, when the members, clearly tired and frustrated, simply moved a part of Los Feliz into CD13 to get the population deviation among
districts just within limits — barely. That was too lazy (but understandable given the late hour). There is an easy answer that would solve many persons’ concerns. Move ALL of Los Feliz into CD 13, including all of Griffith
Park (through the Hollywood sign) and in the hills west to Canyon Drive. Then give that portion of CD13 that is west of Orange and north of Fountain and the city of West Hollywood to CD 2-or-4. That equalizes the
population so that CD13 is at 260,000 and CD 2-or-4 is at 255,000. This also keeps ALL of Los Feliz together (including the Los Feliz Oaks) and also keeps Los Feliz with Griffith Park as well as with its neighbors to the
east, Silver Lake and Echo Park. Silver Lake is also reunited as one under this approach. It also addresses the concerns abut access to Runyon Canyon Park and Nichols Canyon being in the same district as the
canyons. This would be a win for all. AND, it would make the shapes of both districts more compact and normal!
CD 4 - Hollywood Hills
I think it's a disgusting attempt at voter suppression. It's a transparent attempt at undermining the most progressive voters and their needs.
East Hollywood
the map in question is simply unacceptable. removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face unimaginably
undemocratic. this district must retain representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and are often have the most to lose by any given city council action. you must support diversity and
equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more votes than any other city council member in the history of the city
Sherman Oaks
Please take Sherman Oaks out of CD3. We have more common interest with Studio City, NoHo, Van Nuys and Bel Air. We also have several projects that are being worked on with other organizations in those said
communities.
Silver Lake, Los Feliz
CD4 neighborhoods should remain in tact to preserve the integrity of our votes
Los Feliz and other CD 4 neighborhoods
As a resident of Los Feliz, I am furiously opposed to this map. People in the current area voted for Nithya Raman by wide margins and are now being disenfranchised through a really questionable political scheme. It's
effectively a backdoor attempt to recall Raman, the actual recall having failed. Particularly as it removes Raman from her base of modest-income renters, it is a blatant blow in the face of diversity and equity. The whole
process is radically undemocratic, undercutting the results of the 2020 election. In light of what is going on with Mark Ridley-Thomas, i am surprised that Los Angeles politicians would behave in a way that opens them to
deeply troubling questions about their motivations. Democracy is in peril across the country. Is Los Angeles actually going to put itself in the forefront of anti-democratic machinations of the kind we see from the GOP? You
should be ashamed of yourselves.
Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Larchmont, Koreatown, The new map can be improved by retaining the prior configuration of CD4.
Mid-City, Miracle Mile, and Hollywood
CD4
I was raised in District 4. Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This draft map is a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman
of Color from office. Don't wipe out current District 4.
Griffith Park, Los Feliz
C4
Los Feliz/Silverlake/griffith park etc.
CD4, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Hollywood
Echo Park, Silverlake, Los Feliz, Griffith Park
CD4

Stop trying to box out Nithya -- this is messed up and undemocratic. The city and her constituents want her.
Cd4 should keep as many districts together as possible
I want to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible.
We need to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible. Do not strip Nithya Raman of the districts that practiced their right to vote and wanted their voices heard!
We want our CD4 neighborhoods left intact. Census data does not reflect this redistributing. This is a purely political move that gives zero thought to the constituents of CD4.
Keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible. I am furious that an unelected redistricting commission is trying to take my city council representative out of her district. I am furious about the corruption in my city
rearing its face in these decisions.
Elysian Valley
I am writing to provide some links that may clarify why it is sensible to extend CD13 at its southerly end of the LA River bike path. My comment joins with others, such as Tracy Stone. This change has no population
impacts. This change would (a) facilitate coordinated planning for planned bike path extension of the existing west bank bike path in Elysian Valley (b) help to manage security issues associated with this area. (c) Elysian
Valley is the only means of access to this area and it should be connected to the process for determining possible beneficial uses and limits of use of this area. See image: https://ibb.co/g6YZdsy See news clip: https:
//www.theeastsiderla.com/news/punk-rock-show-near-elysian-valley-triggers-police-response-and-sigalert/article_bf80f052-b0de-11eb-8b73-d34ae82c40d2.html
Los Feliz
Im writing to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods in tact as possible. These changes will doom the County to more homelessness, corruption, and a gross overstock of unnecessary, overpriced luxury housing. Nithya got
the most votes of any council candidate in LA history last year, and was the first person to beat an incumbent in decades. Now an unelected redistricting commission is trying to take Nithya out of her district. We wont
stand for it.
CD4 neighborhoods
Please keep as many neighborhoods in CD4 intact as possible. Census data does not justify disenfranchising the voters of this district who elected Nithya Raman in 2020. This looks like blatant power broking undermining
local democracy.
Elysian Park and Echo Park/Angelino Heights Yes, we do. The Citizens Committee appreciates the Commissioners assent to include Boylston St., and the entire the length of Stadium Way from Riverside to Vin Scully Drive into District 13. However, our goal all along
has been to equalize the division of Elysian Park between CD13 and CD1. To do this we ask that the Census Block that Paul Mitchell pointed out that runs up and around the Police Academy to Point Grand View above
the reservoir be included in CD 13 as well, which would place approximately half the park in CD13 and the other half in CD1.
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Also we neither agree nor understand why the Commissioners voted to disregard the fervent requests of the residents of Angelino Heights and Echo Park to include Angelino Heights back into Echo Park, which it has
historically always been a part of. After paying lip service to the "importance of keeping neighborhoods together," this decision on the part of the Commission seems highly inconsistent and arbitrary in regards to the wishes
of our neighborhood.
We should keep as many cd4 neighborhoods intact as possible
Los Feliz should be brought together with Silverlake and Atwater. it is more like those areas than North Hollywood and other parts of the SF Valley.
Please keep Los Feliz in CD 4/2, NOT CD 13 or anywhere else where it belongs. Don't punish record number of voters who supported Nithya Raman. For CD 4/2, put Warner Center ther, not CD 3, and put all of Encino
back to CD 3 instead
Very upset about the butchering of Nithya Ramen's current district. She is a young and strong voice for members of he community and after her historic election, this redistricting plan is sending a very bad message that
reflects poorly on our forward thinking and progressive city. Please do not let corporate and development interests cloud your judgment in this matter. if the counsel move forward with this plan, it will only be to the
detriment of the counsel's constituents...and we certainly wont forget those who were complacent, or even worse, those who were responsible for this undemocratic redistricting plan.
I want to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible.
Im writing to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods in tact as possible. These changes will doom the County to more homelessness, corruption, and a gross overstock of unnecessary, overpriced luxury housing. Nithya got
the most votes of any council candidate in LA history last year, and was the first person to beat an incumbent in decades. Now an unelected redistricting commission is trying to take Nithya out of her district. We wont
stand for it.
I have lived in Los Feliz since 2011, at 4433 Prospect Avenue. I strongly believe that Los Feliz and Griffith Park need to stay in District 4. Nithya Raman won more votes than any other council member in the history of the
city. This map is an attempt to separate her from 70% of those voters. It is undemocratic and unacceptable.
Hello, I have reviewed the new map. I don't understand the need to redraw D2 and D4 so drastically. The people in those districts voted for the current Representatives. Please don't disenfranchise all these people. It is
undemocratic and will contribute to the mistrust of City government. Incremental changes to meet Census requirements are the best. The citizens council should act as an organizer not an arbiter of new political power or
alliances. Thank you.
The proposed map is unacceptable. Breaking up district 4 to remove 70% of residents on the heels of a city council election with most turn out in history is a slap in the face to their wants in a council member and to Nithya
Raman’s pledges to addressing and championing for those voters. the current map eliminates a significant number of renters, concentrating power around homeowners and unfairly disenfranchising a large portion of the
more than 60% of Angelenos who rent their homes. Reject the proposed map and return to the literal drawing board to construct one that preserves the wants of the District 4 residents and doesn’t tip representation on the
city council further in favor of the home owning minority
District 4 neighborhoods need to be kept INTACT. As they are NOW. As much as possible. Seems like you guys are pulling shenanigans in this district.
A desperate attempt to strip Nithya Raman of her position at the detriment of her constituents. CD4 must stay intact.
The map in question is simply unacceptable. removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face unimaginably
undemocratic. This district must retain representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and are often have the most to lose by any given city council action. you must support diversity and
equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more votes than any other city council member in the history of the city.
keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible.
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Please do not re-district our district. I’ve been a Los Feliz resident for over 10 years. I was proud and excited to vote for Nithya and I was proud to have her representing us after she won. Incorporating her district into other
districts is politically motivated and unjust. It’s undemocratic and lazy. If you want to represent us run a better campaign than she ran, don’t skip over democracy. If she runs again, we’ll support her and soon she will just
win and run the new larger district.
Los Feliz
I want to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible!!
CD4
The map in question is simply unacceptable. Removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face unimaginably
undemocratic. This district must retain representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and are often have the most to lose by any given city council action. You must support diversity and
equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more votes than any other city council member in the history of the city.
Laurel Canyou
Yes. I think it is very important to keep the hillside areas like mine as one block because we have unique problems, from fires to floods and mudslides. We are a community that includes people on very small one-lane
roads that twist around the hillsides. So our concerns are unique to our geography. As it is, most of the streets in Laurel Canyon are too small and, particularly in areas like adjacent to the Wonderland Avenue School,
cars get clogged and nobody can move anywhere. Fire engine access is critical, particularly in the Kirkwood Bowl (one way in and out).
38th street
No remaping would benefit our community as displacement and evictions would be problematic to our community and cause hardships.
Sun Valley - CD6
Please, one more time. Correct the Sun Valley above Glenoaks between Vinedale and Hollywood Way line for the area named Glencrest Hills to be included in CD-6. It was CD-2 before and now you have put just 3 or 4
blocks in CD-7 which is on the other side of the hill and it makes no sense.
Silver Lake
Keep as many CD4 neighborhoods as intact as possible.
Redistricting of 3 into a wealthy neighborhood Districts should be a mix of affluent and low income neighborhoods. Group Valley Village, Sherman Oaks, Encino and Lake Balboa together, and group Tarzana, Warner Center, Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda
only district.
together. Better distribution of socio-economic situations.
Sunset and Spaulding Squares/Area 7 of
Please keep our COI together in CD13, which is represented by Area 7 of the HHWNC. Map link for Area 7, our COI, is here: https://www.hhwnc.org/find-your-area/ Also, please note that the current amendment to Map
HHWNC.
K2.5, amend4, cuts off the most western edge of our Sunset Square HPOZ and Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Map link for our HPOZ is here: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/5e177be4-a132-4f3a-8a7d4fec4ccc0dfd [the map is on the 2nd page] Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite our Sunset
Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you.
SoHo, GWNC
I am very upset that my neighborhood, SoHo which is part of GWNC has been put into CD 13, separated from the rest of GWNC in CD 5. Please restore it back into CD 5 as it has been on the other versions of K2.5. SoHo
has worked with GWNC on many issues, and we need our council district to reflect that.
Griffith Park, Los Feliz, Koreathown, Warner
We are a majority renter city and I want districts that protect the rights of tenants, not just wealthy homeowners, all over LA. Unite Koreatown in CD4, keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4 and put part of Warner Center
Center
in CD4-2 as well. The recent campaign in CD4 was a milestone and it's very, very apparent what is happening here. Los Angeles is for the people, not just wealthy homeowners.
Silverlake
What you’re trying to do is embarrassing. To take Nithya out of her district because you feel threatened is amoral and wrong. Redistributing is normal and what you’re doing is absolutely not. We will remember and vote
you out the same way we voted her in.
Spaulding Square
As a homeowner in Spaulding Square, I believe Community of Interest (COI)/ Area 7, including Spaulding and Sunset Square HPOZs, should be kept together and not separated under the proposed plan.
CD4
The redrawing of CD4 is unacceptable, blatantly political, and feels of a piece with the disenfranchisement of voters around the country. It would be deeply unfair to implement.
CD2 and CD4
Hi! I do not support the proposed redistricting map. It removes most of CD4 from the district and cuts it off from current communities of interest. It is gerrymandering according to race and class. There NEEDS to be
diversity of race and class across this district, and the current plan completely ignores that. You need to do more outreach to communities of color to make sure that their voices and votes are fully represented and not
redlined turned into minorities in their own districts. I like the diversity represented in CD4 and CD13 in this community produced map: https://districtr.org/plan/52876. Please reflect any redistricting accordingly!
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We should keep as many neighborhoods in tact in CD 4 as possible
Please keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible including my neighborhoods of Silverlake, Los Feliz and Griffith Park! Nithya Raman is my council person and she should remain so!
I would like to keep
Encino as a whole as It is. I’m Encino resident for over 25 years and would like to maintain my city’s boundaries as It is. Victory Blvd - North, Lindley Avenue - west, the 405 Frwy - East and Mullholand - South
I am demanding you keep Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together with Mid City in District 4. The attempt to redistrict in this way is a ploy to reduce the power of CD4, which has a majority of renters who got more
votes for their candidate, Nithya Raman, than any other candidate received in the last election. I would prefer you look to proposed maps like this one, where the diversity is represented in CD4 and CD13 https://districtr.
org/plan/52876
Leave CD4 intact.
It is outrageous and undemocratic how you are trying to marginalize Nithya Ramen! Please stop!
As a resident of CD4, I feel the proposed map is absurd. Removing 70% of residents from their current district is deeply undemocratic and interferes with important representation for renters in City Council. I am a renter
and feel that the needs and wants of homeowners are being prioritized over those of tenants. The census data does not support the proposed redistricting maps, and it's ridiculous to remove a councilmember from her
district who just received more votes than any other city council member in the history of Los Angeles.
Don’t gerrymander away Ms. Raman’s historic support.
And let Reseda keep Mr. Blumenfield, we want his revitalization project and homeless advocacy.
This attempt to district away a seat elected by the greatest number of votes in council history should be a crime. START OVER
Do not break up the neighborhoods in CD4!!! K2.5 appears aimed specifically to break up all of the neighborhoods that Nithya Rahman handily won. K2.5 looks like more gerrymandering to favor a city council that has
been rife with corruption (Mark Ridley-Thomas, Jose Huizar, Mitch Englander). I see no reason to make it easier for corrupt officials to continue to pillage our city the way these men have done already!
Keep as many of the CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible!
DO NOT divide Woodland Hills into different districts and remove Pierce College and Warner Center from our district. This DRAMATICALLY dilutes our voice at City Hall and with the City Council!
My name is Carlos Amador and I am a resident of the West San Fernando Valley. I am commenting on the Map K 2.5 amendment 3. The proposed 4-or-2 Council District in the west valley must include meaningful and
equitable assets including the Sepulveda Basin. The newly proposed district currently has neighborhoods considered up to 80% high or very high park need. Please keep the Sepulveda Basin within this district. Also, the
district will be bordering the biggest development in the valley at Warner Center, but will have no say on how the development will impact working class residents in this neighboring district. The district should include a
portion of Warner Center on the north as part of an equitable asset. Including these assets will not impact the CVAP, but will have a significant positive impact on the newly proposed district.
The Little Tokyo Service Center is a 41-year-old organization is based in Little Tokyo and builds and manages affordable housing, in addition to providing social services to community members. We are also members of
A3PCON and the People’s Bloc, which have been working on creating maps for communities interested in engaging in the local redistricting process. We have provided public comment multiple times throughout these
past several months.
Established 135 years ago, Little Tokyo is one of the oldest neighborhoods in Los Angeles, and has survived both decimation as a community from the incarceration of Japanese Americans during World War II, as well as
many waves of economic hardship, most recently from gentrification and COVID-19. Throughout the years, Little Tokyo has continued to be the cultural center for Japanese Americans, who have fought hard to preserve
the cultural, historic, and economic resources of the neighborhood.
We appreciate the amended version of Map K2.5, which we believe reflects the boundaries for our neighborhood: Main Street in the west; Temple Street in the north; Vignes Street in the east to E. 1st Street, where Hewitt
Street becomes the eastern border; E. 3rd Street in the south between Main and San Pedro Streets, where E. 4th Street becomes the southern border to E. 4th Place. We also appreciate that we have been kept in
Council District 14, along with Downtown, which share many of our interests with regards to housing, jobs, community, and transportation infrastructure needs.
We are also heartened that you have also fixed the boundaries for our neighbors in Chinatown, to keep that community whole.
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However, we ask that Union Station and El Pueblo be included with Little Tokyo in CD14. El Pueblo is a community of immigrant-owned legacy and small businesses and is a historic site/birthplace of the City – its historic
significance and legacy business community has strong parallels with Little Tokyo. Regarding Union Station, there are currently eight Metro projects in and around Little Tokyo, with four of them having a direct connection
to Union Station. Having Union Station in the same district with Little Tokyo would ensure productive coordination and alignment on neighborhood priorities.
As a resident of LA, I want to keep all CD4 neighborhoods intact. No redistribution.
I am opposed to Map K2.5 due to the drastic redrawing of district 4. I urge the commission to keep as much of the current District 4 in tact as possible. The voters of District 4 overwhelmingly chose to be represented by
Nithya Raman, and this map would essentially nullify the democratic process that elected her, replacing her with various other councilmembers not of our choosing. Los Feliz and north Silver Lake want to remain part of
District 4.
Further, the eastward lurch of District 5 to include Hancock Park seems specifically tailored to create a homeowner heavy district that will disenfranchise and discourage political involvement of renting constituents in that
district, particularly in Park La Brea. Park La Brea would be best represented if voters there are able to keep their current representation in District 4.
I would like to request that the commission hold fast to the current CD4 boundaries in the name of climate science, public safety, and communities of interest. I support map k2.5 v.4
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Hello, I am a Los Angeles native, a graduate of Los Angeles schools, a teacher in Los Angeles county, a person of Armenian dissent, and a resident of Los Feliz for four years now. Nithya Raman is the first local candidate
I’ve ever been excited to vote for. What this new map will do to district 4 is complete and utter bullshit. It’s undemocratic and it makes me ashamed to be a Los Angeles native. Raman represents me better than anyone on
the council could, which is why I voted for her to represent me. This new plan is corrupt and will hurt countless people to serve the interests of corporations and the wealthy.
Do not remove Los Feliz from CD4!
I want to specifically speak in opposition to Commissioner Mitchell's effort on 10/19 to remove Los Feliz from District "2-or-4." Los Feliz and Griffith Park must be located with their adjacent and connected hillside
communities, which share similar fire danger concerns. I oppose any effort to remove Silver Lake and Los Feliz from this district.
Sunset Spaulding Square should remain together - and should fall into CD 13 along with other Hollywood area's - as our concerns are similar to theirs, but much different than Hollywood Hills, or the Valley. Makes logical
sense that we remain with the area's we are most impacted/associated with and remain contiguous.
Keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible! Redistricting to remove a council member from their entire district is an abuse of the system.
I live near the intersection of Moorpark Street and Woodman Avenue and I voted for Nithya Raman. The proposed map would change my home from being in CD 4 to CD 3. I am deeply offended by this appalling antidemocratic attempt to take away the representation I voted for. This is an outrageous use of my tax dollars. If this change goes through then I will only go to more protests and engage more of my neighbors to vote for the
most left-wing, pro-multi-family-housing-development candidate in whatever district I live in.
This is underhanded and clearly attacks young voters, and voters of color by unelected commissioners. RESTORE CD4.
I think it is unfair of this redistricting committee to string together the neighborhoods of Canoga Park, Winnetka , Reseda , Lake Balboa and West Van Nuys in a district and bringing in a Council Person that we did not vote
for, and taking the Council Person that has been using most of the new Council District as a Dumping Ground and rewarding him with a new district composed of the affluent communities of Woodland Hills, Tarzana,
Encino and Sherman Oaks. Noting that these communities that will compose Council District 3 have a density of less than 7,000 per square mile and the new Council District 2/4 having a population density of over 7,000
to over 12,000. Thus rewarding Councilman Blumenfield and punishing the incoming Councilperson.
Don't wipe out the current District 4. Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of helping renters. This draft map is a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a
Woman of Color from office.
Keep CD4 neighborhoods intact!
The map in question is simply unacceptable. Removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face unimaginably
undemocratic. This district must retain representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and are often have the most to lose by any given city council action. You MUST support diversity and
equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more votes than any other city council member in the history of the city.
I want to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible.
I’m appalled at this blatantly undemocratic way of stripping Nithya Raman’s voters from her district, especially so soon after she was elected. I want to keep as much of CD4 intact as possible, most especially Los Feliz
where I live. This effort is incredibly demoralizing— absolutely SHAME on you.
Please keep Spaulding Sq and Sunset Square together
The Executive Board of the Miracle Mile Democratic Club submits the following resolution
WHEREAS, The role of the redistricting commission is not to disenfranchise voters.
WHEREAS, The Draft Map K2.5 is disenfranchising the 70,317 residents of Council District 4 that voted for Nithya Raman to represent them in city hall.
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 threatens to subvert the will of those voters by drastically redrawing the boundaries of Council District 4, breaking up the base of renters and activists who fought so hard to elect an outsider
who promised to bring change to City Hall.
WHEREAS, Changes to the current District maps are inevitable and, in many cases, urgently needed. However, the Commission had ample opportunity to create a map that both addressed the need to keep together
communities of interest while still respecting the results of the 2020 election. Unfortunately, as the process evolved, the Commission steadily shipped the voters of CD4 off to neighboring districts, and ultimately proposed a
last-minute map that sends Councilmember Raman into either a barely recognizable district or one that contains exactly zero voters from her 2020 election victory.
WHEREAS, The elected members of the Los Angeles City Council have immense power over issues like housing, transportation, and homelessness within the boundaries of their districts, and in 2020 the residents of
CD4 voted to give that power to Councilmember Raman. That’s why, as a Democratic Club located in part in CD 4, we urge the Redistricting Commission and City Council to reject map K2.5. The voters of CD 4 have
spoken, and it’s the duty of our local government to listen to them.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that by adoption of this resolution, MMDC calls on the Redistricting Commission to remedy the disenfranchisement of CD4 voters. If the Redistricting Commission fails to take
action, then it is incumbent upon the City Council to reject the K2.5 plan and restore the rights of CD4 voters.
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the map in question is simply unacceptable. removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face unimaginably
undemocratic. this district must retain representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and are often have the most to lose by any given city council action. you must support diversity and
equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more votes than any other city council member in the history of the city.
The above is a template script but I agree with it wholeheartedly. The idea that the council member who received *the most votes in LA history* and who has championed progressive causes the council had previously
generally seen as toxic and/or impossible will now have the majority of her district shifted away from that votership seems transparent in the extreme. Additionally the uncertainty surrounding the two districts still in question
makes any decision on this map impossible.
I'm a resident of Hancock Park in Council District 4, and I do not support the proposed map, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Keep Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together with Mid City in District 4.
We need to keep cd4 neighborhoods intact
Splitting up Melrose Blvd north-south into different districts is insane
I am demanding Redistricting Commission has to correct the redistricting Map and put a new district of Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda and Lake Balboa as CD3. I also believe that Sepulveda Basin and Facilities have to
be returned to that district (CD3).
The redistricting of Silverlake Is undemocratic and a clear power grab by institutional politicians, we voted for who we wanted and that should be respected.
Please leave CD4 intact. The new map makes no sense!
I voted to elect Councilmember Krekorian, I don't believe that redistricting should change my elected official - he knows our community and our neighborhoods, and we have been working with him on important community
issues. It's not fair to Studio City to assign us to someone unfamiliar with the FAA task force issues (where Councilmember Krekorian served as co-chair) - we've been at this fight TOO LONG to start over with someone
new.
The neighborhoods currently in CD4 should stay in tact and in Councilmember Raman's district, not be split up as they are in K2.5. The proposed changes are undemocratic and unacceptable to the residents of CD4, and
to all Angelenos who care about fair and representative democracy.
Please do not separate Encino into two council districts. While I appreciate the hard work the commissioners have done thus far, to break Encino up would be a terrible outcome. We've been segregated from the valley as
part of CD5 for ten years and this was finally our chance to be whole and part of the valley (whether CD3 or east to what is now CD2). Please reconsider this version of the map and keep Encino together. Many thanks for
all you do.
A portion of Warner Center must, MUST, be included in council district 4/2. This massive development directly impacts my community, and to strip it out of my district and give it to CD 3 would give massive power to the
white homeowners of Woodland Hills. This project will transform the Valley, and it’s fate cannot be put solely in the hands of people who need no further power or benefit. Put it in CD 4/2.
the map in question is simply unacceptable. removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face unimaginably
undemocratic. this district must retain representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and are often have the most to lose by any given city council action. you must support diversity and
equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more votes than any other city council member in the history of the city.
Restore CD 4. Democracy is actively being destroyed by private groups undermining the will of the people.
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Little Ethiopia located in the Mid-Wilshire area It would be a cultural and communal tragedy to split up the Little Ethiopia district. The impact will be cultural and economical death for this longstanding community which has served the city of Los Angeles and the Little
Ethiopia community itself for decades. Breaking up this community would be like splitting up a happy family and then destroying it economically. Little Ethiopia is the only African and black community in the entire state of
California. There is no other such community that exists. The existence of this community has contributed greatly to the city's residents. Everyone knows about Little Ethiopia. It is a cultural icon for Ethiopians and non
Ethiopians world wide. Please do not split up this stip. It is only two blocks long and to split this up would do significantly more damage than good. For immigrants, minorities, Africans and people of color, this community is
a beacon. It's the only of its kind in the world. Little Ethiopia should stay in Council District 10 and not be broken up into two separate Council Districts (5 & 10). Please live it in tact in CD 10. CD 10 has been a great
partner and supporter of Little Ethiopia and we would like Little Ethiopia to stay entirely in Council District 10. Please do not separate us. Thank you.
Encino/Encino Village
I have now seen a couple of different versions of the map that propose splitting off part parts of Encino - please keep Encino together! As a new first time home owner, with one child and another on the way, we recently
purchased into Encino Village and want to maintain the sense of community it provides. Please don’t separate it into a different zone. Thank you.
Hollywood
Keep CD4 as it is. Do not eliminate Nithya's district.
Spaulding Square
I don't like it because it will change the character of the neighborhood for the worse, I will probably move.
Sunset Bl. West of La Brea
We don’t not support recent changes to K-2.5 Amended 4 that separates our neighborhood community of interest.
Please keep our neighborhood community whole and together!
We have natural borders on the south at Fountain Ave and to the west with the City of West Hollywood, 1 block west of Crescent Heights.
East to West, we are Sunset Bl from La Brea to the LA City border with City of West Hollywood, 1 block west of Crescent Heights.
North to South, we are Hollywood Bl to Fountain Ave, (again natural border with City of West Hollywood) Area 7 of HHWNC.
Do not cut us off at Fairfax Ave.
West of Fairfax Ave is where we walk to local Trader Joe’s, pharmacy, gym, banks coffee shops and restaurants.
This is our neighborhood community 24/7, one whole, together area, Sunset Bl from La Brea to WeHo border, Hollywood Bl to Fountain Ave,
Please do Not separate us at Fairfax Ave.
West of Fairfax Ave is part of our neighborhood-community.
Please keep our neighborhood community whole and together!
Thank you
The map has been consensus drawn and we in Greater Wilshire thank you for your diligence and trust our neighborhoods alignment will remain in the final map in CD-5 with other communities of interest. We caution
against any last minute horsetrading for political purposes. Thank you for maintaining the integrity of the commission's process amid intended political sabotage by politicians and their paid operatives. Please run through
the tape with map K2-5 as is.
For the second time three blocks in the Carthay Square neighborhood have been chopped off and added to another council district. Before it was the southern blocks, now it is the eastern blocks. We are an HPOZ with a
preservation plan that needs one representative. Please put our blocks back into CD5 where they belong. Tearing apart neighborhoods is not a good move, especially historic neighborhoods. Thank you.
I was so relieved when Nithya Raman was elected. As someone who lives a half block outside of her district, her policies greatly affect me. Please keep as much of District 4 intact as you can. It would be disturbing if she
were to lose her seat due to redistricting. She has the support of her constituents and then some. Thank you for your time and consideration.
We object the new redistricting. It deprived constituents of equal representation.
the map in question is simply unacceptable. removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face unimaginably
undemocratic. this district must retain representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and are often have the most to lose by any given city council action. you must support diversity and
equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more votes than any other city council member in the history of the city.
Keep Encino together!
I’m a 25+ year resident of Los Feliz and I’m asking that you reconsider the removal of Los Feliz from CD 13 (map K 2.5), while also keeping Los Feliz and Griffith Park whole in the same council district with our neighbors
Atwater Village and East Hollywood.
The commission’s latest change has done the opposite by connecting Los Feliz to Griffith Park, pushing us north into CD 4 or 2.
Los Feliz feels like a political hot potato with many community members testifying for the K 2.5 plus Griffith Park version, and others, who are aligned with the councilmember, wanting Los Feliz attached to the new CD 4 or
2 (although many of them want the old district lines restored altogether). A thoughtful process created map K 2.5, and it will be a shame to lose this once-in-a-decade opportunity to unite Los Feliz and Griffith Park and
adjacent neighborhoods in one compact district.
I appreciate Commissioner Mitchell’s request to revisit Los Feliz late Tuesday evening, and I hope the commission will do so. The steps to reverse the change to Los Feliz are straightforward: return the eastern sliver
recently cut off back to Los Feliz, attach Los Feliz to the Park, and draw the CD 13 line at the northern edge of the Park.
It’s hard not to grow distrustful of the redistricting process when neighborhood comments seem ignored, and changes are made that seem to benefit the councilmember over the community.
I look forward to your considered discussion.
Thank you.

10/20/2021 16:21:10 Steven Voci

Greater Wilshire

10/20/2021 16:21:44 Susan K. Sanford

Carthay

10/20/2021 16:21:54 Meghan Pleticha

Los Feliz, Silverlake, East Hollywood

10/20/2021 16:22:10 Galina Strinski
10/20/2021 16:22:25 Marisa T

Reseda Neighborhood
D4

10/20/2021 16:22:36 Suzanne Stevens
10/20/2021 16:22:38 Donna Kolb

Encino
Los Feliz

10/20/2021 16:22:44 Joanna Beacom

CD4

10/20/2021 16:24:31 Daniel Berson
10/20/2021 16:24:31 Meredith A.Moe
10/20/2021 16:24:32 Amanda Schweizer
10/20/2021 16:24:47 Kelly Larson
10/20/2021 16:25:04 Jacob W

Silver Lake, Los Feliz, Griffith Park
Los Feliz
Los Feliz
Sherman oaks
Council District 4

10/20/2021 16:25:08 Nic Wegener
10/20/2021 16:25:20 Joel
10/20/2021 16:25:33 Katherine Gardner

CD4
Hollywood Hills
CD4

I live in Hollywood Hills. Don't chop up our district, keep it intact! This is foolish and unethical!
I really don't like how the new map splits up CD4 neighborhoods. Please keep the district intact.
Carving up Nithya Raman’s district after her historic win (beating an incumbent, getting a record amount of votes) disenfranchises every voter in this city - not just CD4. The message the committee is sending to LA voters
is that their vote does not count, and their wishes for representation will not be honored. Further, stripping neighborhoods in the Valley of their more affluent sections to create an impoverished inequitable smaller lesspowerful district is disgusting. How dare you do this?

10/20/2021 16:26:01 Selene Ting

Spaulding and Sunset Square (I am in
Spaulding)
Glassell Park
Los Feliz and Silver Lake
SoHo in district 5

I am against the new map. My Community of Interest (COI)/ Area 7, which currently includes Spaulding and Sunset Square HPOZs, should be kept together.

10/20/2021 16:26:17 Matthew Gurnick
10/20/2021 16:26:22 Stuart M
10/20/2021 16:27:01 Hortensia

I'm unclear why the City Council is attempting to fragment districts that have been in place for decades. This should not be the Council's priority at this time. If the City Council is unable to grasp the fundamental
importance of supporting the existing communities they signed up to serve as elected lawmakers, then they should be focused on fixing the problems that we constituents are rightfully complaining about, rather than
deflecting them with non-sensical and untimely redistricting for political purposes.
The simple solution is to extend the southern boundary of our Neighborhood Association to Hollywood Boulevard as was previously defined in earlier versions of Map K2 – thus, consolidating our entire neighborhood in a
single Council District - Council District 2-or-4 on your Map.
I want to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible.
Moving Los Feliz to Griffith Park/CD4 to district is punitive and politically motivated by Nithya Raman beating an incumbent. Keep as CD4 neighborhoods intact
I want to keep Nithya Raman as my councilperson! I voted for her and am not happy about being represented by someone I have no knowledge of
This is an attempt to remove my city council woman from my district and you should be ashamed of yourselves for doing this
I'm a resident of (neighborhood) in Council District 4, and I do not support the proposed map, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable.

Horrible! Nithya Raman’s District should not be drawn out of existence!
CHANGE IT BACK. THERE IS NO NEED FOR REDISTRICTING.
As an nearly lifetime resident of this area, I am very upset that my neighborhood, SoHo, which is part of GWNC has been put into CD 13, separated from the rest of GWNC in CD 5. Please restore it back into CD 5 as it
has been on the other versions of K2.5. SoHo has worked with GWNC on many issues, and we need our council district to reflect that.

10/20/2021 16:27:02 Vladimir Strinski

3, and 4-or-2

10/20/2021 16:27:05 Robert Ripley

Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Hollywood/the Hills

10/20/2021 16:29:32 Basil Beshkov

CD 4 / CD 13

10/20/2021 16:29:49 Donovan Daughtry

Silver Lake

Maps are beyond very bad and wrong! The maps violate equal protection and representation rule of 10th and 14th amendment. The new mega-district 3 encompasses over 90% of the businesses and wealth and goes to
one politician. The newly proposed leftovers and poor tiny districts remain deprived of any meaningful business representation and interest. The new districts appear to be mostly helping a select politician at the expense
of all the people.
Yes, I have feedback on the above issues. I want to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible. These proposed changes will doom the County to more blight, homelessness, corruption, and add tom its gross
overstock of unnecessary, overpriced luxury housing. These needs to be commandeered and repurposed to a vast majority, low-income/affordable housing only.
I live with my family in Silver Lake, and I write to you today to say that this commission should keep our neighborhood together with Los Feliz and together with Griffith Park in CD4. This is a historic district. This is Tom
LaBonge’s district. It matters a lot to people here, despite what you’ll hear from bad faith proponents of a failed recall who care more about one elected than the history of this district.
There is no reason to separate us from CD4. So please respect our community of interest and keep us unified with the park, Los Feliz, and the hillside communities in your final map.

10/20/2021 16:30:27 Marie Bertonneau

10/20/2021 16:30:32 Elaine Kohn
10/20/2021 16:30:55 Edwin Batson
10/20/2021 16:31:10 Mary Pickhardt
10/20/2021 16:31:18 Lance Huang

10/20/2021 16:32:47 Katherine Tattersfield

10/20/2021 16:32:52 Lesley O'Toole-Roque

I am a life long Angeleno and current Silver Lake resident. The current map and gerrymandering of the existing CD4 boundaries makes little to no sense. Silver Lake and the northern reaches of the valley are not the
same. Please keep silver lake Hollywood Griffith park united in the same CD
CD4 (North Hollywood/Toluca Lake)
I strongly believe CD4 needs to be kept as intact as possible. The current map makes sense and is fair based on population and shared interests. Studio City, North Hollywood, Toluca Lake, Griffith Park, the Hills, and Los
Feliz is a racially, economically, and culturally diverse area, which is a good thing. The proposed redraw makes the community less unified and more spread-out for no reason at all. Insulating wealthier and more privileged
residents from the needs and voices of others nearby, who share their roads, parks, retail districts, and workplaces, has no possible social benefit.
Laurel Canyon
There are a lot of different components that go into redistricting and some of the lines are cloudy. You are asked to put fire safety for Laurel and Nichols Canyons over the opposing interest of keeping the western edge of
the Sunset Square HPOZ together. PLEASE KEEP THE CURRENT AMENDMENT TO MAP K2.5 AMENDMENT 4 in place!
District 4
I want to keep District 4 intact. I am upset by the lack of clarity and information about the proposed changes to districts 2 and 4.
Windsor Square / Hancock Park
Windsor Square and Hancock Park as "CD4" have historically had a close affinity to Koreatown and Hollywood. We share similar issues and demographics with these communities. CD5 did not embrace historic
preservation and we feel that our HPOZ neighborhoods will not be well represented or respected in CD5.
Reseda
As a Valley resident who operates a small business in Reseda, I support Map K2.5 if Reseda stays within Council District 3 and not shoved into CD2 or 4. The good people of Reseda deserve to voice our input regarding
the Warner Center development that has a significant impact to our community. More importantly, we deserve to vote for an elected representative who is responsive to our community. If Reseda does not remain in CD3,
we will not get a chance to elect a representative until 2024 and it would be undemocratic to have someone representing our community when that we never had a chance to vote for or against. A fair solution would be to
change CD4-2 to CD3. Thank you for your time and consideration.
Canoga Park, Warner Center, Encino
Canoga Park & Warner Center are inextricably linked. Adding Pierce College to CD4/2 and not Warner Center makes no sense. Pierce is as much a part of Canoga Park as Warner Center. The people of Canoga Park
must have a voice in & benefit from the Warner Center 2035 plan. Please put Encino Village back in CD3 & add Warner Center to CD4/2. The majority Latino district needs more resources to thrive & should not include a
small sliver of Encino at the expense of Warner Center.
Area 7 Hollywood/Sunset & Spaulding Square I am a neighborhood leader of Spaulding Square HPOZ and thrilled we have been placed in CD13. But I am alarmed to see what appears to have been an error made during Tuesday's proceedings - when our joint HPOZ
HPOZs
(Sunset & Spaulding Squares share a City of LA HPOZ Board) and Hollywood Hills West NC Area 7 was divided.
This is our area, our community of interest, where we shop (Rite Aid, CVS, Starbucks, Trader Joe's etc), where we bank (Chase, Wells Fargo) etc.

10/20/2021 16:33:11 Anat Indig-Peddicord

Reseda

10/20/2021 16:34:33 Jonathan MAtz

Los Feliz, Griffith Park

10/20/2021 16:35:38 Daryt 'dj' Frank

Reseda, Winnetka, Canoga Park, Lake
Balboa, Warner Center, Encino

10/20/2021 16:35:42 Andrew Lewis

CD4

10/20/2021 16:36:27 Peter Haderlein

Glassell Park, Current Districts 2 and 4,
Griffith Park, Los Feliz

The border should clearly remain where it was, just west of Crescent Heights, where the natural border with the City of West Hollywood falls, which will allow both our two historic sister neighborhood HPOZs and our entire
COI in Area 7 to remain together. Thank you for your attention to this matter.
District 4-2 need an economic engine! We deserve a part of the Warner Center as was originally intended in the 2035 Warner Center plan. Give back the Encino portion and give us a portion of Warner Center. It will will
keep more neighborhood councils whole and benefit our community more.
The return of Los Feliz and Griffith Park to CD 4 is a SLIGHT improvement over the complete disenfranchisement that Map K2.5 initially proposed. However, homeowners are already trying to undo that move. You must
keep those neighborhoods in CD4.
First, the District currently identified as CD4-2 MUST be CD3. As drawn, the VAST majority of the current CD3 constituents would be disenfranchised by being moved to a district with a councilmember they did NOT vote
for. It is only right to keep a council district assigned to where the bulk of the constituents go if there is no pressing need to do otherwise (which there ISN’T in this case).
Second, The new district containing Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda, Lake Balboa and Encino Village has no economic engine. Both Canoga Park and Winnetka border on Warner Center, and they are included in the
Warner Center 2035 plan. This Multi-Billion Dollar development should not be under the control of only one councilmember. We do NOT need or want another Englander or Huizar. A project this large needs the eyes of
two council districts on it. And none of the communities included in the plan should be shut out of having a voice in how it proceeds. Don’t go contrary to the plan, assign a portion of Warner Center to the erstwhile CD4-2
to allow Winnetka and Canoga Park a say in the Warner Center development. It is the ONLY fair thing to do. By doing this, you can return Encino Village to Encino, which is where it belongs.
I am simply furious about this brazen corruption and attempt to remove power and democratic representation from a district that turned out in droves to support Nithya Raman. I demand that my district remain the same,
and that my chosen representative maintains the same level of representation that was DEMOCRATICALLY CHOSEN by her constituents.
I don't like Map K2.5 because of what it does to Council Districts 2 and 4. It will remove elected representatives from the neighborhoods that elected them only last year. If it's too late to consider another map, such as Map
L, the committee absolutely needs to decide once and for all which of the two changed districts is #2 and which is #4. The fact that this process will end without it having been finalized ahead of time is farcical (the NYT
already wrote about how dysfunctional we look) and implies that the committee is aligning with political interests over local democratic integrity. It's infuriating at this point, and puts a dark cloud over these whole
proceedings.
If you want to try and be somewhat fair and make the best out of a bad spot, the West Valley district (04 or 02) should be District 2 and the South East Valley District (02 or 04) should be District 4. This puts the present
representatives closer to their current constituencies, and is the right compromise (in that it makes no one happy).
Here are some good things I do like about K 2.5 as it looks presently:
Moving Glassell Park (where I live) back into CD13 with Atwater Village.
Taking Shadow Hills out of CD "02 or 04"
Putting Los Feliz back into CD "02 or 04"
The CD 2/4 or 4/2 disenfranchisement outcome is a nightmare of your own devising, and it needs to be resolved tomorrow night.

10/20/2021 16:37:23 Tamara bergman

Sunset square currently cd4 going to cd13

10/20/2021 16:37:36 Teresa Cedeno

Canoga Park

10/20/2021 16:38:51 Linda L.
10/20/2021 16:39:40 Adam Moerder

SOHO, GWNC
Silver Lake

10/20/2021 16:39:56 Kevin Gilbert
10/20/2021 16:40:06 Patrick Ryan
10/20/2021 16:40:09 Will Sheff

Valley
Hollywood Hills
Griffith Park, Los Feliz, Silver Lake,
Hollywood.
Griffith Park, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Echo Park

10/20/2021 16:40:38 Michael Tunney

Peter
The new map cuts off part of our HPOZ and puts it in a separate district. The west side of Fairfax Avenue is part of our historic sunset square HPOZ and should be included in CD13 with the rest of our HPOZ. It’s
ridiculous that our HPoZ should be divided. Please use our HPoz map when you fix the border So were included in CD 13. Thank you
Please keep Canoga Park and Warner Center together. We are communities united through the Topanga Mall, the Village, Pierce College, and the upcoming Warner Center plan. I appreciate that CD 4-2 was united with
Piece College. I would rather see the Encino neighborhood united and the Canoga Park and Warner Center united.
SOHO should be put back into CD5 as it serves the community of SOHO more appropriately. Please reconsider.
The newly proposed CD4 is unacceptable and undemocratic. I volunteered for Nithya Raman, who went on to win the most votes of any city council candidate ever. It’s wildly unfair that record-breaking number of voters
will no longer live in her district.
I object to the redistricting and would prefer CD4 to remain together.
Keep neighborhoods in current district 4 intact.
This is a transparent, undemocratic power grab by homeowners' assocations, real estate developers, and selfish NIMBYs who make me ashamed to be an Angeleno.
The map in question is simply unacceptable. Removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face unimaginably
undemocratic. This district must retain representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and are often have the most to lose by any given city council action. You must support diversity and
equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more votes than any other city council member in the history of the city.

10/20/2021 16:41:10 Katelyn Scanlan

Wilshire-Center Koreatown

10/20/2021 16:42:36 richard priest
10/20/2021 16:43:13 Heriberto Rojas
10/20/2021 16:43:28 G.Joshua Sliwa

east - placement of Silverlake et al.
CD9
Laurel Canyon

10/20/2021 16:43:29 Katie
10/20/2021 16:43:30 Crosby
10/20/2021 16:44:29 Roger Carnow

CD4/Hollywood
Los Feliz, Silver Lake
East and Valley

10/20/2021 16:45:04 Bonnie Sikowitz

Sunset Square/Spaulding Square

10/20/2021 16:45:09 sheri gasche

SOHO

10/20/2021 16:45:43 Stephen
10/20/2021 16:46:30 Victor Saborio

Los Feliz, Griffith Park
Reseda

10/20/2021 16:46:36 Andres Moreta

Silver Lake/Los Feliz/The Hills/Hollywood

10/20/2021 16:46:48 Giancarlo Bizzarro
10/20/2021 16:46:59 Sarah Wick

CD4
Los Feliz

10/20/2021 16:47:09 Daniel G

Hollywood, CD4, Canoga Park, Winnetka,
Reseda, Warner Center

This map does a terrible disservice to the Wilshire Center-Koreatown NC area and the Koreatown community as a whole, which has already been historically underserved for generations. The border of CD10 must be
moved north to Melrose and Lafayette Park should be ceded to CD1 or CD13; its tokenistic presence is a slap in the face to our devastatingly park-poor NC, the second densest neighborhood in America after Manhattan,
yet bereft of anything even close to a Central Park. The very least this Commission can do is unite Koreatown as it should be by incorporating the above suggestions and keeping our NC contained within one council
district instead of four as it is currently. Moreover, I am troubled, to put it mildly, by the lack of outreach done to the local community and the overall transparency and timeline of this essential endeavor. I am expressing
these grave concerns and recommendations not only a private citizen, but also in my capacity as a Resident Representative on the Wilshire Center-Koreatown Neighborhood Council and as Chair of the Planning and
Land Use Management Committee. (Hence providing a personal email for contact, but filling out the form with my NC email. That way I can be sure not to miss out on any updates. )
Unelected commissions should be prevented from stripping Council Member Raman (an elected official chosen by the people) of her district. This is a bad faith politically motivated action.
CD 9 is the most disenfranchised district. The map does not reflect the values of the city of Los Angeles. It is irresponsible from the committee to take so much territory from the district.
Redistricting is a complex process with many competing interests and lines that blend and are not easily separated. However, the right of citizens who live in the same COI to be safe and secure in their homes must be
placed ahead of the interest of keeping the edge of tiny piece of an HPOZ in place. Please put fire safety for residents of Laurel and Nichols Canyons over the interests of Sunset Square HPOZ and KEEP THE MAP K2.5
AMEND 4 plan in place regarding Fairfax Avenue.
Don’t fucking change anything you dickwads what the hell is wrong with you idiots.
Keep districts as close to they are before the redistricting. Do not redistrict Los Feliz and silver lake
Los Feliz and Griffith park need to remain in CD 4. Parts of Warner Center should be added to CD 2/4. As a resident and homeowner in North Hollywood, I think this district should be CD 4 and the new west/central SFV
district should be CD 2. With regards to CD4: I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA and would love to see all of Los Feliz, griffith park, greater wilshire neighborhood, and koreatown in CD 4.
Please keep our COI together in CD13, which is represented by Area 7 of the HHWNC. Map link for Area 7, our COI, is here: https://www.hhwnc.org/find-your-area/ Also, please note that the current amendment to Map
K2.5, amend4, cuts off the most western edge of our Sunset Square HPOZ and Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Map link for our HPOZ is here: https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/5e177be4-a132-4f3a-8a7d4fec4ccc0dfd [the map is on the 2nd page] Please, reunite our COI to reflect the Area 7 HHWNC map or, at a minimum, move the map boundary to 1 block west of Fairfax above Sunset in order to reunite our Sunset
Square HPOZ/Neighborhood Org. Thank you.
SOHO Should continue to be a part of GWNC and district 5. We have historically been a part of GWNC as we have shared interests and have worked together as a community in the past on many common concerns and
issues. Please do not remove us from district 5.
Keep the CD4 neighborhoods intact. It is utterly undemocratic and infuriating to strip the member who received the most votes last time from her seat through redistricting.
The proposed new district of CD4-2 for the West Valley needs an economic engine, please keep Warner Center intact with Canoga Park as was intended in the Warner Center Development plan 2035. Keeping Canoga
Park, Winnetka, & Reseda together with with Warner Center is what a largely Latino District needs for economic opportunities.
Please do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4.
Please keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible. I voted for Nithya Raman and want the person who was elected democratically to still represent her district.
I voted for Nithya Raman to be my council person and she won more votes than anyone in history. Our district voted and we voted for Nithya. It is disgusting and un-democratic that there are efforts to disenfranchise her
entire district from having our voices heard. Please do not move forward with this map adjustment!
Commission, I am writing in again as a tenant in Hollywood. I see that the Hollywood area that aligns now with the LA Times Neighborhood, and my NC Central Hollywood now is one district - so I will look forward to see
what that means for this area. I still believe this map disadvantages renters by drawing across economic and renter status lines. This is true for the former 4/5/13 area, as with the former 3/5/6 area where the new district
has been drawn.
If further amendments are made, please do listen to others in this Hollywood (LA Times) neighborhood area who are in support of K2.5 amendment 4 - grouping the Hills together, the flats together, makes enough sense
given the circumstances. Being very familiar with the area, I do not personally see any reason to use Hollywood as an excuse to make any larger changes in the map, this includes the areas more to the west that were
recently added.
The fire concerns, tourism concerns, ecological concerns have all been addressed by hillside residents as remaining AS A UNIT with Griffith Park - this includes Laurel, Nichols, Runyon, and Beachwood Canyon.
In the new district area, please reconsider placing Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda and the Woodland Hills / Warner into CD3. As the new district, these communities are going to be most impacted, and will benefit from
this mixed economic configuration and the opportunity to vote in 1 year’s time instead of 7.
If not, please consider swapping the assignments of CD3 and CD04-OR-02. If the creation of this Latino opportunity district is all about ability for the Latinos to elect - then please hold true to your word by allowing the
exercise that vote next year. There is overlap between the old 4 with Sherman Oaks, and Encino used to be in 5 anyway.

10/20/2021 16:47:22 Leslie A

Reseda, Winnetka, Canoga Park

10/20/2021 16:47:49 Steve Moore

CD3 & CD 4 or 2

Extremely disappointed in plans to redistrict CD3 into what essentially looks to be the "poor half" and the "wealthy half." It really seems like Councilmember Bob Blumenfield pushed very hard to move as many of the
current CD3's homeless people into Reseda, Winnetka, and Canoga Park, just to ditch those neighborhoods into another district a year later. The new map also diverts many of the economic benefits from major
commerce hubs in Woodland Hills away from working class neighborhoods like Reseda. It is also unfair that the councilmember (Blumenfield) who pushed for projects like the cabin communities and Reseda Rising will no
longer be able to oversee those projects. As residents and homeowners in Reseda, we would like to request that the redistricting be done in a way that is fair and benefits all neighborhoods, not just the wealthoer ones.
Dear Commissioners,
As a life long resident of the San Fernando Valley, the citizens of the San Fernando Valley & the people that are familiar with the valley know that the diversity of the valley runs from south to north, not east to west. The
most current map which I believe is K2.5 Amendment 4 has CD 3 being a wealthy, predominately white district. CD 3 in this recent map it has the majority of the wealth of San Fernando Valley in one district. How is this
diversity? Which the city claims they want.
As far as CD 4 or 2 is concerned, (Which by the way you were going to look at what district is 2 & what district is 4 last night) it is being disenfranchised, Gerrymandered & voters rights are being violated. There are no
economic engines in this district outside the Sepulveda Basin & Van Nuys Airport. In this current state I will have a representative I did not vote for & I will not be able to vote for my representative until 2024. I should be
voting for my representative next year.
There is a very simple solutions that will prevent disenfranchised, Gerrymandering & violate voting rights is to move Encino, Sherman Oaks & Valley Village to CD2 or 4. Then move Canoga Park, Winnetka & Reseda into
CD 3. If these moves can not be made you must at least move Warner Center into CD 4 or 2. The new development in Warner Center is being shared by Woodland Hills, Canoga Park & Winnetka. No one council member
should have 100% control over this development.
Thank you for your time.

10/20/2021 16:47:51 Rob Quan

Warner Center, Los Feliz, DTLA, South LA,
plus some

-Put USC back in CD 8 and ignore the astroturf campaign from CD 9/14
-Restore CD4 and reject Commissioner Mitchell's attempt to axe Los Feliz and Griffith park from the east valley mystery district. Restore CD4.
-Put the northern portion of warner center in the west valley mystery district. This development will transform the valley and this district, they deserve a say in how that unfolds.
-Label the god damned districts and support Commissioner Barrett's motion to do so.
-Carve up DTLA. It's too much power for one person and it offsets the impact of moving USC on CD9 and would allow for the unification of Eastside neighborhoods like Lincoln Heights. Give CD 1 the Civic center area.
That is a long term development of it's own that needs devoted attention.
-Include a statement of support in your report for a potential charter amendment to increase the membership of LA City Council and tie that w/ independent redistricting. It will allow us to draw better lines, provide more
effective representation, and will give greater flexibility in keeping communities whole.
Redistricting will never be pretty but our process is inherently toxic and divisive due to these charter constraints. The advisory commission is a waste of time and money and primarily serves to undermine transparency in
redistricting by obfuscating motives. We'd be better off w/ our elected officials drawing their own lines and I'm grateful to be done with this commission shortly.
(Thank you to Rob Battles for doing a great job of facilitating comment/meetings and Arianna Jukes for being the most essential player on staff and somehow making Frank's mess of commission appear somewhat
functional)

10/20/2021 16:48:21 Angela
10/20/2021 16:48:43 Peter Lorber
10/20/2021 16:49:40 Meghan
10/20/2021 16:49:54 Nick Andert

Sherman Oaks
Hancock Park and greater Wilshire
Los Feliz
Hollywood and Los Feliz

10/20/2021 16:50:12 Scott
10/20/2021 16:50:53 Royce Johnson

Hollywood Hills
CD4

10/20/2021 16:50:56 Miss Walsh

Los Feliz, Silver Lake and Hollywood

10/20/2021 16:51:04 Duane Paul Murphy

Sherman Oaks on Chandler Blvd. bordering
Van Nuys in the San Fernando Valley

10/20/2021 16:51:08 Micah
10/20/2021 16:51:09 CD4-2 isn't equitable

Cd4/Los Feliz
CD4-2 VS CD#

Very concerned about the district being divided!!! Would prefer it as is, as we just had this election and to lose our new representative is concerning.
I support Plan K2.5, Amendment 2
It's terrible, do not redistrict CD-4
I voted to elect Nithya Raman to the council, and the shameless, naked effort to gerrymander CD4 and remove the councilmember from her district cannot stand. Unelected homeowners associations, representing the
interests of the wealthiest members in the community, should never be able to exercise such undue influence over the commission to change a district in such a way to suit their interests over the interests of the voting
majority, in a matter entirely unjustified by the census data. I urge you in the strongest possible terms to reject this undemocratic map and restore CD4 to its historic neighborhoods, and keep the councilmember within the
district. I am absolutely aghast at the behavior of the commission to recommend this map.
Keep the CD4 map as it is. No need for changes.
Removing 70% of the people from a county who turned out in epic numbers to vote for a candidate who would no longer be their council member is wrong, and the financial motivations are obvious. It’s another disgraceful
mark on the city at a time when the residents are already cynical at best about those we elected to serve us all
This proposed rezoning is politically motivated and undemocratic. It would result in the removal of a popular elected council member by re-zoning her out of her seat. The proposed map is designed to remove her. This is
shameful. CD4 districts should be kept as intact as possible. In a democracy the people choose their representatives. Re-arranging a map to gerrymander the result a small group of backroom politicians desire is malarky
and the residents of CD4 will protest loudly.
Map K2.5 continues to further marginalize and disenfranchise working class and low income communities, who are significantly non-white ethnic and racial minorities of color, students, essential frontline workers, retired
elderly senior citizens, and immigrants as well as renters and active users of public transportation. I urge this commission to ensure that CD4 includes racially and ethnically diverse as well as mixed-income communities
who are primarily renters in order to have representation for the many, not the few.
Keep CD4 intact!
Where does one start? I suppose I'll start with the point that I AM a person of color. I am older than a number of you on this commission, I actually remember segregation. I understand the underlying principles of why we
have a Voting Rights act. That said, I also live in a neighborhood. I have certain local needs that I expect my city council person to represent and the voters in my district should reasonably reflect what the concerns of our
district are.
I am in Lake Balboa. Near the actual Lake. The are also people of color in Canoga Park. But just because we are all people of color doesn't mean their neighborhood interests/issues are the same as mine. People in
Canoga Park/Winnetka have a strong connection to topanga canyon blvd as both a shopping zone as well as work area. The same with the Warner Center. Part of when Warner Center was being transformed from empty
fields, was the promise of jobs opportunities and connectivity to the whole Canoga Winnetka area.
So what I don't understand is IF the goal is to strap a bunch of unreleated neighborhoods together, Lake Balboa, Reseda, Winnetka, Canoga park, just because we are more Latino, how come this newly undiluted district
doesn't have a vital economic and geographic part of the community connected to it--the Warner Center?
It seems to me you have 2 equitable ways to tell us people of color in the Central/western edge of the San Fernando Valley to go. You can either create a CD3 that incorporates Canoga park/winnetka and creates a CD42 that is comprised of Reseda/Encino/Western Lake Balboa (by the lake), Sherman Oaks, Valley Glen (which should give Latino representation to both districts) or you can create a higher percentage of Latinos in the
current map but add the Warner Center. To leave the Warner Center out of this new district is to award one of the wealthiest (and whitest) districts in the City, not only the large estates and country clubs that lay South of
Ventura Blvd, but all the shopping, eating, medical and financial resources that run from Ventura Blvd, practically the length of the Valley. That is simply outrageous and --guaranteed, the press will be bad about such an
action. You might win in the short run, but anyone attached to creating an almost all white, resource rich CD3 will be portrayed as a DINO.
Your original K2.5 map had a mostly Latino CD4-2 that was a joke. I mean it was insulting to those of us as people of color/Latinos, Asians, AA, mixed race who area going to be in this new district. And what was extra
insulting is that OUR people, the people of color on the commision, that's you Senator Palanco, you Sonia Diaz, and Mr Moreno and Mr Cardenz seemed so UTTERLY flippant and discounting at our original pleas to have
SOME fucking resources to work with. I really have to wonder where your heads as Democrats (are you guys really Democrats?) when you proposed the original lines of CD4-2
I listened to you, fellow people of color literally lecture us how Voting rights act is really just about getting minority numbers up but us so-called minorities also don't like being jerked around and being told NOT ONLY do we
have a new council member we didnt vote for,--but more importantly we are being lumped in a way that creates the impression that districts filled with people of color are shit.
If you are going to keep K2.5 as it relates to CD4-2, you need to keep the Sepulveda Dam Basin and Pierce College in the district and you absolutely need to return Warner Center to the communities it's attached to.

10/20/2021 16:52:22 Matthew Won

Canoga Park

Dear Commission,
My name is Matthew Won and I am a homeowner in the Valley and I am writing to strongly oppose map k2.5.
Working class valley residents must not be disenfranchised. They should not be zoned out of a vote, and they need economic resources matching their population in their district.

10/20/2021 16:52:37 Lindsay Carlson

Los Feliz, Silverlake, Lake Hollywood

10/20/2021 16:53:02 John Gresham

Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council

10/20/2021 16:54:05 Clayton Calk
10/20/2021 16:54:08 Kerstin Leistner

Cd4
CD4 Silverlake

10/20/2021 16:54:23 Adam L
10/20/2021 16:54:44 Maryam

Sherman Oaks
current Council District 4

Accordingly, Warner Center must be included in District 4/2. Encino should be included in CD3 while residents in 4/2 should shape Warner Center's development and share in any benefits.
Please keep as much of the current CD4 together as possible, but especially the neighborhoods in the basin. It would make no sense for these neighborhoods near Griffith Park to be split up into different districts. You
have almost no stronger case than that so many of these residents participated in the 2020 election to pick their current councilmember, and if the majority of that district gets dispersed into districts with members they did
NOT vote for, they would be disenfranchised. Thank you!
I can no longer support Map K2.5 until Greater Wilshire is made whole again in CD5.
That has been our consistent request. Please replace the areas carved out in last night's (Tuesday's) meeting. While I would support keeping both sides of Melrose together in CD5, in the same breath, I support keeping
the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council whole, in one council District, CD5.
I’d like for us to keep as many neighborhoods in cd4 as possible.
I am a resident of Silverlake in Council District 4, and I do not support the proposed map, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from my neighboring communities. Nithya Raman was elected by a
significant majority during a high turnout election to do important work, and the proposed map undermines our community intent and disenfranchises the voters. Don't divide our district and cut us off from Griffith Park!
The barrier between CD3 and the new CD2/4 should be Coldwater Canyon, not the current zigzag design you have now. The neighborhood north of the LA River, yet west of Coldwater is split in half.
restore CD4

10/20/2021 16:54:58 Daniel
10/20/2021 16:55:45 Broti
10/20/2021 16:57:17 Juan Gomez

Canoga park
CD4
Neighborhoods in Central and South Los
Angeles

10/20/2021 16:57:22 Andrew Watt
10/20/2021 16:57:36 Luis
10/20/2021 16:57:50 Damien G

CD4
District 5 and District 13
CD8, CD9, CD14, CD2, CD4

10/20/2021 16:58:08 Sophie Pustil
10/20/2021 16:58:16 Adam Ordahl Quesnell

Los Feliz/Griffith Park
All of CD4

10/20/2021 16:58:57 ckaono
10/20/2021 16:59:04 Will

East
Silver Lake and Koreatown

10/20/2021 16:59:10 Theodore Park
10/20/2021 16:59:41 Emmanuel Alcantar

Koreatown
CD 9 USC and Exposition Park and CD4
Koreatown

10/20/2021 16:59:57 Meghan Urisko

The redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4

Please add Warner center to the west valley district 4 or 2
It's obvious gerrymandering and CD4 needs to be restored
The proposed map does not accurately reflect demographic growth of the Latino/Hispanic population over the last 10 years according to the 2020 Census. Latinos/Hispanics are the largest demographic within the City of
Los Angeles (according to the 2020 Census) yet, Latinos/Hispanics remain a minority in the majority of the districts. This is especially notable within Central and South Los Angeles. These maps have been drawn in such a
way that effectively dilute Latino/Hispanic political and electoral power.
Preserve CD4. Don’t break it up.
not detailed bad
USC and Exposition Park should be returned to CD8 as they were prior to 2012; More of Downtown LA should be moved into CD9; Label all of the districts; Connect District; Move Warner Center into 4-or-2; Make 4-or-2
District 2 Krekorian; and Make 2-or-4 District 4 Nithya Raman
I would like to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods in tact as possible. I don't appreciate the attempts to strip my council member of the most populous parts of the district she ran in and won.
Restore CD4
-Put Warner Center in the 4-2 east valley district
-Keep Koreatown whole
-Label the districts
-Carve up DTLA
This is stripping a council member of their constituents (my household)!
It is absolutely disgustingly inappropriate action by an unelected redistricting commission to entirely remove a newly seated councilwoman from her voter base, just after we went through significant blood sweat and tears
to enact change for our CD4. This is anti-democratic, authoritarian interference in the processes of democracy, and we'd like to retain the people we voted for. There have been ample maps shown throughout public
comment from third party organizations that allow a reunification of Koreatown and other important factors without the clearly intentional disenfranchisement of low income renter Angelenos that your new "CD2-4" plan is
undertaking.
Koreatown should be part of CD4, and CD4 should not be ripped from Nithya Raman
As a resident of City Council District 9 for over twenty years, I urge the commission to keep Exposition Park and USC in the district. This district has the lowest income level and educational attainment of any other in the
city and losing USC and Expo Park would be detrimental. CD8 just had their election last year and residents who will be moved to that district will not have had the opportunity to voice their opinion in a local election. On a
similar note, I'm also urging the commission to make Koreatown whole and keep as many CD4 neighborhoods as intact as possible given the high voter turnout that took place in CD4 last year.
This redistricting effort is shady, fucked, and anti-renter. This effort undermines democracy in the city and takes advantage of complicated robert's rules fuck over thousands of voters. Keep Nithya in the district that voted
for you her.

Date
10/1/2021 0:02:07

10/1/2021 0:03:17

10/1/2021 0:07:43

10/1/2021 0:23:41

10/1/2021 1:15:55

Name
Testiony
labortodaynews@gmail.com
I am appalled that the Redistricting Commission meetings are being held in secret, and that your cut and paste approach to re-drawing district maps is not logical or proper given the norms of ethical city government.
The fact that you did not invite council members to participate in the redistricting process is very telling. Residents of Los Angeles deserve complete transparency on decisions you are making which affect their lives.
Shame on you for how you have conducted yourselves during this most important process. All of your work and decisions must be reviewed by the entire city council before any changes in the geographical district lines
are made. Your decisions must be made based on fairness, justice, and community. While I am not a resident of district 4, I reside in the 13th District, walking distance from the Hollywood City Hall where the District 4
office is located. I interact with the District 4 office on a regular basis. Pay attention! The people of Los Angeles are watching. J. F. Hancock
Editor
Labor Today / El Trabajo Diario
www.labortoday.us
Nicholas Previsich
Hi. I was in the queue to comment at the 30 Sep meeting but time ran out.
My wife and I are DTLA residents and property owners, and we applaud the fact that DTLA has been classified as a community of interest. However, as several other commenters also noted, we are extremely
disappointed at the proposed removal of the El Pueblo de Los Angeles/Union Station/Olivera St area from CD14 and sincerely hope that this will not be implemented.
Certainly there is ample historical precedent for this area to remain administratively connected to DTLA, which as a community has by far the longest history of the entire metropolitan area. More pragmatically, DTLA
has been historically underserved in terms of allocation of both City and County resources; depriving our community of the revenue generated in these areas will further exacerbate this chronic problem. As an example,
the level of LAPD deployment downtown has not changed at all since the 1990s...and our population has tripled since then.
It is also undeniably true that DTLA faces far more challenges than other areas of the City in numerous ways. COVID, the drug epidemic, and counterproductive actions (or complete lack of action) from the City
Executive branch with respect to the homeless disaster threaten the continued viability of our community unless we are well-represented in the City government. We need unity, not division.
Accordingly, we ask as members of a community of interest to truly help us meet our most fundamental interests by maintaining DTLA as a whole community under a single Council district.
Thank you for your time and your hard work.
Respectfully,
Nicholas & Kazuko Previsich
Wendy Ludd
Hello again,
My name is Wendy Ludd and I live at 6260 Acacia St, Los Angeles California 90056, my phone number is ###-####.
I’m so alarm and upset that there is a discussion to move the community that l have lived in for 23 years to even be up to be redistricted to South heyLA which is not only upsetting, but I feel your tputting my livelihood,
my life and family in a dangerous position, not to mention taking the just because they feelvalue of my property in a downward spiraling position.. We have worked so hard to live in our respected community/ district,
and to be zoned makes me feel like you are trying to take away my family and neighbors life, health and welfare which will be a Detriment..
Please do not take away the value of what we all worked so hard for, and you should not have the power to put us in a worse position.. It’s like putting us all in hell… Leave our district alone and let us live in the quality
of peace that we all deserve and earned our rights too..
Imagine your born child was rightfully born a King, but Powers of be’s come in and strip your child’s throne, life and wealth away, because they want to dictate his life and welfare. This would be like a dog in a kill
shelter that will be killed if not adopted.. This is wrong, please let us remain to have the life style we all worked for and maintain our district.. Don’t do this in put us in bondage.. This is not right..
Wendy Ludd6260 Acacia StLos Angeles, CA ###-####.###-####
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
On Wednesday, September 29, 2021, 11:31 PM, Wendy Ludd <loveable812@yahoo.com wrote:
I oppose to move Ladera from CD 11 to South LA. Ladera should always remain Lacera
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Rati
I'd like to provide a public comment for the Redistricting Committee about
the new maps. I'm a resident of Hollywood (West Hollywood adjacent, Sunset
and Laurel Canyon) in CD4. I do NOT support the K2 map. I do not want my
neighborhood to be grouped with neighborhoods that do not resemble the
needs and interests of my community. Also, other election for council
members was not even one year ago! And now 70% of residents are suddenly
going to have their votes discounted and a new representative. That is
wildly undemocratic and unacceptable.
Please use Map L to create a properly fair and equitable district map for
the next decade.
Thank you,
Rati Gupta
tludd60@gmail.com Good evening,
My name is Thomas Ludd and I live in Old Ladera. My address is 6260 Acacia Street, Los Angeles 90056 and my telephone number is ###-####. I was that there is a proposal to move Old Ladera residents from
Council District 11 to Council District 8. I am writing to let you know that I am opposed to that move. From what I’ve been told the move would cause Old Ladera residents to suffer longer wait times for critical services
such as police and fire support. Please do the right thing and protect Old Ladera residents by rejecting the propose move of Old Ladera from Council District 11 to Council District 8.
Thank you.
Thomas Ludd
Sent from my iPhone
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10/1/2021 2:56:16

Name
Patrick Baker

Testiony
Hello,
I'm a Los Feliz resident, and I have been for 10 years now. I'm writing to
let you know that I'm not in favor of map K2, which cuts Los Feliz off from
Griffith Park. Doing such a thing makes no sense, and is the very
definition of gerrymandering. Cutting out 73% of the current District 4 is
absolutely out of order, and I agree with Nithya Raman's assessment
<https://www.lamag.com/citythinkblog/nithya-raman-district-redraw/ that
this amounts to an invalidation of last year's council election. If it's
unintentional, it's an oversight for sure. If it's intentional, it's a very
clumsy attempt that is highly visible.
Regardless of whether it's negligence or malice, please abandon map K2 and
work off of Map L instead.
Best,
Patrick Baker
Stephanie Morehouse Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to me, my Son, my daughter, my husband and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100
years. Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to
include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Stephanie Kline Morehouse
90048
Sent from my iPhone
Louise Salter
30th September City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt
Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North
of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905.
Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt
around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When
unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans
in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the
Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Louise Salter
8847 Wonderland Ave
LA. CA. 90046
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Sent from my iPhone
Andrea Ciannavei
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which,
CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her
first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both
mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Andrea Ciannavei
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KJ Misek

Testiony
To whom it may concern,
Since 1997, We have lived in the recognized community of Shadow Hills which
is in the northeast section of the San Fernando Valley. Shadow Hills has
approximately 2,400 residences.
We are opposed to the maps (K2, and L) currently under consideration for
adoption for the redistricting of the City of Los Angeles.
*FACTS:*
Shadow Hills is an equestrian community with a long historical heritage
of horse and animal keeping.
We are also located in a Mountain Fire District in a high fire zone.
Shadow Hill shares its common interests and goals with its neighboring
communities of Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, and La Tuna Canyon - all of which
are in high fire zones and are equestrian and animal keeping communities.
*WHY ARE WE OPPOSED TO THE CURRENT REDISTRICTING PROPOSALS:*
We are opposed to the splitting up of the community of Shadow Hills. We
need to remain as ONE unified community voice in order to advocate
effectively for the preservation of our very unique lifestyle.
Our communities of LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon
MUST remain in ONE (the SAME) district to better defend and protect our
Mountain Fire Districts, as well as to preserve and promote our cultural
and historical heritage of equestrian living.
Our Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) must NOT be split up
into different districts. Our FTDNC has effectively advocated for all of
our communities - LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon - in
fire and equestrian issues. The FTDNC must remain intact in order to
continue to represent our communities with one single united voice.
THANK YOU*.*
*Sincerely,*
*Thomas and Cynthia Despres*
*10340, Valley Glow Drive*
*Shadow Hills, CA, 91040*
###-####
Leave Ladera heights alone and do not aeperate from Westchester.
Gena
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our
Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Kelly Misek
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
KJ Misek
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Lauren Hardy

Testiony
Hello,My apologies for not being able to unmute when my name was called at last evening's meeting. Below is what I was planning to say. Thank you for your hard work and consideration.Cathy Jones
My name is Cathy Jones. I live in Hancock Park, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I'd like to thank the Commission for your work to get to Map K2 and its District J, which I enthusiastically support. District J keeps
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together. In complete contrast to ill-conceived Plan L, also before you tonight, Map Plan K2 places the historic homes of Greater Wilshire with our Communities of Interest
neighborhoods to the west. We share schools, synagogues, churches, local newspapers, parks and sports leagues with our western neighbors. I respectfully ask you to adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City
Council services to Greater Wilshire and all of our Communities of Interest.
|||||
|
|
|
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G. Since
there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other
neighborhoods.
Diane McDowell
5227 Linwood Drive
90027
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Lincoln Jones
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our
Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Katherine Roth
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name, and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Cory Misek
To Whom it May Concern:
BOTH Draft Maps (K2 and L) remove SHADOW HILLS from CD7 to CD2. SHADOW HILLS is part of FOOTHILL TRAILS DISTRICT NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL. Neither of these draft maps respect the boundaries of
FOOTHILL TRAILS DISTRICT NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL, splitting our historic equestrian community in that they share a long history of properties that are specially zoned for residential and commercial horse
ownership property rights. CD2 has absolutely no other communities in its current boundaries that share the major interests of SHADOW HILLS as one of the largest equestrian communities and the high fire areas of
the Angeles National Forest foothills. Shearing off SHADOW HILLS from the rest of the residential equestrian horse communities located in CD7, including Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, San Fernando, and La Tuna
Canyon, divides the strong common community voice we currently have in the City of LA in support of retaining the last remaining historical horse owning communities in the City of Los Angeles. Removing SHADOW
HILLS from CD7 will throw that historical equestrian community into disarray leaving it at the MERCY of developers frothing at the mouth to take over the large horse properties of SHADOW HILLS and will end this last
strong hold of equestrian / horse property owners. Don’t break up the last vestige of the historic horse communities of the City of LA. Thank you.
Michelle Guerrero
Shadow Hills Resident
To Whom it May Concern:
As a resident of Van Nuys (15506 Sylvan St), I strongly oppose Plan K2 and support Plan L.
Thank you,
Lauren Hardy
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Name
Testiony
Miracle Mile Chamber Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our
Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Meg McComb
1247 Masselin Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90019
To LA City Council redistricting:
Kevin Shiramizu
I would like to express my strong feelings that Griffith Park should be shared between district G and district O. As the largest urban park in the country, Griffith Park should be shared between two districts. In addition,
the residents of Los Feliz should have a say in how Griffith Park is managed as they live along a large border of the park. The residents in district O should not have an outsized say in how issues regarding Griffith Park.
Thank you,Kevin Shiramizu2038 Redcliff StreetLos Angeles CA 90039
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Heather Peterson
Hello,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz (zip code 90027) in Council District 4, and I
do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and
cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work
off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire
city.
Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park.
Thank you,
Heather Peterson
Skilled Creative (Los Angeles) / Account Director & Strategist
Swati Shetty
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your
consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater
Canyon, and request that you include *Franklin Canyon *in the *same
district *as *our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, Council District 5*. Like most of the area
encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a* fire prone
brush area extending into the hillside*. Franklin Canyon is a founding
member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been
included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because
the *threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.*
Foremost among the many important *issues we share with our Neighborhood
Council,* is this challenge of *dealing with fire danger in the hillside
area, fire prevention and fire preparedness*. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the
hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is *served by the fire
station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel
Air.* And,
like our Neighborhood Council, we are *served by the West Los Angeles
Police Station which is west of the 405*. Both of these stations are the
opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and
into the Valley.
District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in
an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community
faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses
focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers
confronting fire and hillside issues. *Please restore Franklin Canyon to
District J on Map K and Council District 5 *so we can continue, as
effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many
issues we face together. Thank you.
With appreciation,
Swati Shetty
David Green
Please see attached.
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Name
Gevork Kazanchyan

Testiony
Good morning esteemed LA City commissioners,
This missive is to communicate my strong support of Map L with the
following adjustments:
- Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley.
- By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic
and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish
moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove
Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an
equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to
Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues.
Recap:
- Support Map L with adjustments:
- Move Studio City from District J to District N
- Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Thank you for your time and warmest regards,
Gevork Kazanchyan
13103 Valley Vista Blvd, Studio City, CA 91604
Andrew Thomas Thomas
Dear Committee Members and Council Representatives:
As the representative of Silver Lake's most long-lived community organization that focuses on preserving and enhancing open space and enriching the experience of the community around the Silver Lake Reservoirsthe Silver Lake Reservoirs Conservancy--I would like to express our organization's view about the redistricting proposals. Though others may have a different perspective, we actually find value in being divided between
two council districts. Most neighborhoods, unified by geography, prefer to be unified by jurisdiction as well, but that is not the case here. Silver Lake, the reservoir and the community, are currently divided essentially
down the middle, from northeast to southwest, between CD13 and CD4. This has worked well for us for dozens of years. Instead of perceiving this as divided and diminished representation, the SLRC board believes it
is well-suited to the complex civic resource that is the reservoir and its community. The reservoir is maintained and governed by several municipal agencies, and has just begun a multi-year, multi-million-dollar
reimagining. Having this immense project spread between two district offices reduces the outsize pressure of it on any one office, while increasing the likelihood that the project will ultimately be brought to fruition. The
two offices have always worked well together toward the common interests of their residents. We recommend preserving the current district boundaries in the Silver Lake area. We support Map L, but would advocate
also for retaining the current division down the middle of the reservoir. We appreciate the difficulty of the challenge undertaken by the redistricting commission and the complexity of organizing our immense and diverse
city into 15 coherent districts. It's an unenviable task. Whatever you do, there will be unhappy constituents. Thank you for taking our viewpoint into consideration
Sincerely,
Andrew Thomas, President
Silver Lake Reservoirs Conservancy "Since 1988, Reflecting the Community, Enhancing the Experience"
Sylvia L
Hello, I’m Sylvia, a resident of Mid-City in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA.
Thank you, Sylvia
Yasmine Pomeroy
Good afternoon esteemed commission,
I hope this finds you well. First, I want to thank you for your hard work.
I recognize that this is not an easy task by any means.
As a lifelong resident of the West San Fernando Valley, I have concerns
about map K2 - while these maps do a decent job at keeping similar
communities together, they are also disenfranchising voters. Maps N & A
essentially split CD3 in half - as a resident of Canoga park, if put in
CD2, I would not be able to vote for my council person for another 2 years
- that would mean seven years without being able to vote. As map N also has
a high Latinx population, it begs the question of whether or not there is
voter suppression happening in communities of color, while map A allows
voters to continue to vote for their councilperson next year. I hope the
commission takes this into consideration as to not disenfranchise our
voters, especially our voters of color.
Additionally, if the assumption is that in map K, with District A as CD3,
District A has less than 50% of CD3's current population.
I have been an active listener on the redistricting meetings and have not
heard any public comment for CD3 to be split, nor have I heard any public
comment in support of half of CD3 wanting to be in a completely new council
district. I truly hope the commission takes this into consideration as to
not disenfranchise voters and people of color.
Thank you very much.
Best,
-- Yasmine Pomeroy (She/Her)
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Paula Orlovich
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Diana Beardsley
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Chris Velazquez
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Bob Anderson

Testiony
Dear City Council,I am responding to the information I received on
Council District 11 being combined into Council District 8. I am
vehemently opposed to this action. I live in the City Section of
Ladera Heights and feel combing us to district 8 will be an extreme
measure that will cause our property values to go down.I have lived in
this house for over 43 years, and have seen at least two other changes
in our district. Please do not change our council district again.
Thank you,
Gwen Ribbs6248 Acacia StreetLos Angeles, 90056
All
I think there is a lack of knowledge in the decision to place The Sepulveda
Basin in a district that has no previous discussion, relationship or
environmental concerns with the stakeholders. It would be best for the
Basin for Encino to have that area in its district.
Paula Orlovich
President of SFVAS
Thank you for remembering Elysian Park. PLEASE - keep Elysian Park in CD 1 and 13. Elysian park is a GEM that needs protecting. PLEASE - take the opportunity to more equally divide the park - giving half to CD13.
Balanced representation of the park by two districts will help protect the park from encroaching development and keep it a haven for humans and wildlife alike. Elysian park serves all of Los Angeles - I saw this during
Covid - hundreds of people were here every day. POSSIBLE NEW DIVISION PLAN:
Dividing line starts at Vin Scully drive, go up around the outside of Dodger Stadium (bring Boylston Street into CD 13, and then cut straight across Elysian Park to Riverside Drive between the Police Academy and the
Adaptive Recreation Center. I watched all of last nights meeting and was impressed with the difficulty and importance of your task. Thank you for your attention to CD13 and protecting Elysian and Echo Park Lake.
Best regards, Diana Beardsley
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the
public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which
district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM
Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago.
Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Demands: Fair Maps Stop rigging the district maps to serve those in power. Oppose K2’s regressive gerrymander of CD 4. Advance modified versions of both Maps L & K2 for the public to review in October
Transparency
Immediately disclose district numbers for the two maps under consideration so the public and commissioners can understand these maps in advance of Thursday’s meeting.
Sincerely,
Chris Velazquez Registered Voter
Baldwin Hills, CA
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commission Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and Commissioners,
The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association thanks the LA City Council Redistricting Commission for approving single Final Draft Map Plan K2.5. SOHA supports this plan.
We submit the attached recommendations for additional detailed Map K2.5 information that will assist the public and elected officials in interpreting and understanding the map plan and the breadth and depth of
consideration that went into its formulation.
thank you.
Bob Anderson
Board Member and Chair, Redistricting Committee
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA)
www.SOHA914.com
Mobile: (###-####
BobHillsideOrdinance@gmail.com
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Name
Testiony
"president@encinonc.org"
Good morning:
At the General Board meeting of the Encino Neighborhood Council on September 22, 2021 the following motion was passed unanimously by a vote of 20 yes, 0 no, 0 abstentions:
Encino Community of Interest Statement regarding inclusion of the Sepulveda Basin Recreation Area bounded by Victory Boulevard to the north, the 405 Freeway to the east, and White Oak Avenue to the west for
purposes of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission deliberations. See the full COI statement:
The Encino Neighborhood Council Parks and Environment Committee recommends that the Encino Neighborhood Council file a Community Of Interest statement with the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission declaring that substantially all of the Sepulveda Basin, bounded by Victory Boulevard on the North, White Oak Avenue on the West, and Interstate 405 on the East and the community of Encino on the
South, has for at least 50 years been considered part of Encino and redistricting should respect this and include Encino and the Sepulveda Basin in the same Los Angeles City Council district. Indeed, when the
Neighborhood Council boundaries were established, the Sepulveda Basin was included in the Encino Neighborhood Council and subsequently became a shared facility with the Lake Balboa Neighborhood Council. The
Sepulveda Basin is a 2,150 acre flood control basin owned by the US Army Corps of Engineers, with approximately 1,500 acres leased out to the City of Los Angeles Departments of Recreation & Parks and Sanitation.
It contains such local Encino assets as Tapia Brothers farm and farmstand, a velodrome, golf courses, a Sports Center, soccer and baseball fields, a model airplane park, picnic areas and playgrounds, the Los Angeles
River, and wildlife areas. All of these areas, with the exception of the Tapia Brothers Farm Stand and a small portion to the west, were moved into a different council district than Encino through political redistricting
shenanigans 20 years ago. This includes areas of Encino Village where the boundary is literally the property line of residents’ back yards. Most Encino Residents consider the adjacent Sepulveda Basin to be part of
Encino, indeed they continually address concerns and complaints to Council District 5 while Council District 6 actually has purview over most of the area. The Encino community, represented by the Encino
Neighborhood Council and its delegates to the Sepulveda Basin Wildlife Areas Steering Committee, was a crucial player in the development of the wildlife reserve areas in the basin. From 2003 until about two years
ago, Council District 6 denied that the Encino Neighborhood Council had any advisory authority with respect to its Sepulveda Basin Areas. For most of those years, the wildlife areas of the Sepulveda Basin, including
the Los Angeles River corridor, have been subjected to mismanagement including uncontrolled expansion of homeless encampments to the point where it was likely at one point that there were over 500 people living in
the designated and undesignated wildlife areas. To this day there are large encampments in the Los Angeles River bottom adjacent to Encino residential communities. There have been innumerable fires in the area,
several resulting in evacuation warnings to residents of the adjoining Encino community. A massive fire on a 117° day in 2020 resulted in near complete destruction of a carefully nurtured wildlife area and the death of
an unhoused person. In 2012, the US Army Corps of Engineers destroyed by bulldozing a wildlife area near the Sepulveda Dam, apparently at the request of CD 6. The list could go on indefinitely. The point is, the
Encino community has been outspoken in its dedication to and advocacy for the Sepulveda Basin. The Basin and Encino should be in the same Los Angeles City Council district. The Encino community and the Encino
Neighborhood Council will advocate for proper management of all the areas, and wise use of funds to make the entire basin an asset the entire City can be proud of. This will include everyone, from adjoining
underserved communities to Encino residents adjacent to the Basin and visitors from near and far
Regards, Patricia Bates
Encino Neighborhood Council President
###-####
Arnold Akers
Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows 10
From: Arnold Akers<mailto:makersa@msn.com
Sent: Friday, October 1, 2021 9:46 AM
To: Arnold Akers<mailto:makersa@msn.com
Subject: Map K2
Attn: City Planning Commission Members
It was some years ago that Shakespeare wrote about a “winter of discontent” and if he were alive today he could write about a “summer of approaching disaster” as our city leaders try to foist upon us citizens the inanity
of a district line-drawing shake-up that instead of solving a problem will worsen the problem. Have our precious city leaders not heard of climate change, or prolonged drought, or the Covid pandemic, or if they have
then why ae they ignoring the threat we all as a society face because of them? No, instead they want to carry out an activity akin to the foolishness of rearranging the deck chairs on the Titanic.
Why can’t our city leaders foresee the effect redistricting will have on our sense of community and of our camaraderie, and of our brotherhood and sisterhood sense of togetherness? When we all need to come together
and mount a concerted battle against those three ogres facing us the fabric of our community will be torn asunder as we are about to have our years-long districts changed and our neighborhoods dismantled and
destroyed.
Instead, our city leaders should be trying to bring us all together and increase our feeling of one-ness which is imperative if we are going to be able to survive the coming years when the three monsters will be growing.
So, I ask, no, I demand that the idea of re-districting must be abandoned and instead the council must act against the dim future we have ahead of us and retain the district and boundaries as in Map K2. You must heed
these facts if we are to have any future at all.
Sincerely. Arnold Akers (Resident on the Westside since 1963, resident on Midvale Ave. since 1974)
Sent from Mail<https://na01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgo.microsoft.com%2Ffwlink%2F%3FLinkId%3D550986&data=04%7C01%7C%7C2fa2fa###-####08d984faf452%
7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C###-####3484%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%
7C1000&sdata=69pgIdmJoW3ZTgjSuE0uBfMSMBEG2Okin53bqP%2BBV9c%3D&reserved=0 for Windows 10
Ana Lazaro
Mi nombre es Blanca,vivo en Sur centro,soy de Grupo SODLA
Quiero pedir que nuestro distrito 9 quede como esta en este momento, que no
remuevan nada,tenemos muchos años trabajando en este distrito para tenerlo
mejor,entonces porque quitarnos nuestros recursos que ya tenemos porque
ahora porque no fue antes de mirarlo asi, ustedes no viven aqui no saben
como estaba antes no merecemos que se nos quite ahora absolutamente
nada,escuchen nuestras voces por favor no solo decidan ustedes porque la
comunidad es la que trabaja para mejorar nuestro distrito y por esto mismo
pedimos respeto y que nuestra voz sea escuchada,
muchas gracias por su Atencion
Blanca Lucio.
Marina Martos
Good Morning,
My name is Marina Martos Dabel. I wanted to take this opportunity to quickly thank the Redistricting Commission for your hard work in tackling this difficult task. Your work in redrawing council district boundaries will
play a critical role in how our communities are defined, and therefore how we are represented on a local level. As a person who lives, works, and sends her young child to school all within the boundaries of the same
district – District 13 - I have an intimate understanding of this community’s characteristics, demographics, and the issues that matter here. I walk the streets, visit these parks, take transit to work, and shop local
businesses - all within this incredibly dynamic district. I wanted to state that I greatly appreciate that the two draft maps being considered have not parsed off Hollywood’s regional core. I urge this group to not consider
any further attempts to divide the commercial and economic core of this community. Speaking specifically about District 13, I would also like to voice my support for the boundaries shown in Draft Map L for doing a
better job of capturing the heart of this council district. I understand the challenges with redrawing jurisdictional lines and know that in any good compromise, there will be sacrifices made. I believe, however, that
maintaining the integrity of a community’s character, and creating a balance across the various districts is the most important charge for this commission. Draft Map L most closely accomplished this for my community. I
would also like to take this opportunity to note for the record that I spent over three hours last night (I logged on the Zoom before 4:15 PM and raised my hand as soon as the meeting was opened) in an effort to be
selected to speak. I hope that you take the time to consider written comment with equal weight as the voices you’ve heard over the last several months to ensure a fair process. Thank you so much for your time,
Marina Martos Dabel
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Name
Testiony
"ch_oni@yahoo.com" Hello,
I reviewed one of the LA Redistricting Commission draft map's proposing to split Westchester neighborhoods east of the 405 Freeway. I am a resident of this area, and EXTREMELY against this map. Westchester
should not be split into pieces. The Westchester area east of the 405 freeway is more aligned socially and economically with the rest of Westchester. We share services, shopping centers, law enforcement, and
concerns related to LAX. You cannot divide this zip code as we are ALL effected by the LAX airport.
You cannot go to this extreme of slicing out a piece of an area, that is miles away from the majority of District 8. There is no commonality in issues faced between this piece of Westchester and District 8 (South LA). Thanks. Chrissy
"M. McIntyre"
Whom It May Concern:
With all the turmoil of the pandemic, unprescedinted rise in All Prices,
WHY WOULD L.A. DECIDE TO MAKE MATTERS WORSE?
What developers are "urging" [$$$$$$$] these so-called upgrades to
boundries?
Why is The Valley being hit with this unnecessary *red-lining?* That's what
it appears to be
This is NOT the time to fall prey to folly.
M.McIntyre
13433 Riverside Dr. #A
Sherman Oaks 91423
Dear L.A. City Council Redistricting Advisory Commissioners,
Aaron Robertson
We appreciate the Commission's commitment to ensuring a fair and equitable redistricting process for the City of Los Angeles. The People's Bloc<https://www.thepeoplesbloc.org/ writes to formally submit our "Solidarity
Map" for the 2021 redistricting cycle. This map represents the aligned recommendations of the thirty-four undersigned member organizations. Collectively, these organizations serve as a set of trusted messengers
within traditionally underrepresented communities.
In addition to the attached PDF file, we have included a link to our map through healthycity.org. https://www.healthycity.org/maps/4650/
Please let us know if you would like the map in any other geospatial filetype.
On behalf of The People's Bloc, thank you for accepting our submission.
Sincerely,
Aaron Robertson
(he/him)
Director, Political Voice
ADVANCEMENT PROJECT CALIFORNIA
[cid:image001.png@01D7B6AC.85AD8290]
Direct: ###-####
Facebook<https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2FAdvancementProjectCA%2F&data=04%7C01%7CKAsemanfar%40commoncause.org%
7Cc8586aa950ed4e2fc4ea08d8b8e3751e%7Cdb39e4b4de324cf9b66e9d02d8172178%7C0%7C0%7C###-####6044%7CUnknown%
7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=XR7APiQxeaS0kotOvdCH3Q5rnMuXEOzJGfz5gP8fcrY%3D&reserved=0 | Twitter<https://nam02.
safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FAP_California&data=04%7C01%7CKAsemanfar%40commoncause.org%7Cc8586aa950ed4e2fc4ea08d8b8e3751e%
7Cdb39e4b4de324cf9b66e9d02d8172178%7C0%7C0%7C###-####6005%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%
7C1000&sdata=Makaplw13shiChvzo%2FiFnCNpf2I248y%2Ff0OuyqIT4mg%3D&reserved=0 | Instagram<https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.instagram.com%
2Fadvancementprojectca&data=04%7C01%7CKAsemanfar%40commoncause.org%7Cc8586aa950ed4e2fc4ea08d8b8e3751e%7Cdb39e4b4de324cf9b66e9d02d8172178%7C0%7C0%7C###-####6005%
7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=zS3RXylmGqgfZNni2KnYosAjxG8KLJyuvvk%2BZ08Rx0c%3D&reserved=0
COVID-19 Rapid Response <https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.advancementprojectca.org%2Fcovid&data=04%7C01%7CKAsemanfar%40commoncause.org%
7Cc8586aa950ed4e2fc4ea08d8b8e3751e%7Cdb39e4b4de324cf9b66e9d02d8172178%7C0%7C0%7C###-####5951%7CUnknown%
7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=OzyImQu%2FNYv%2Few8crdPC4o5cgQFD7Ti08nle0p6ZqrQ%3D&reserved=0
Anita DAguilar
Hi I am in favor of the leaving in place the existing regions and territory.I personally have a good relationship with the councilman's officeand find them very responsive to the SOHO association.To redistrict and change
things is to set back the efforts and hard work of the homeowners associations.This has been decades of advocacy, funding and support to protect and keep the neighborhood safe and compliant. My concern is for my
property, tenants and the entire neighborhood.Thanks kindly, Homeownerlocation800 No. Mc Cadden Place###-#### Waring AvenueLos Angeles, CA 90038
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Judd Nissen

10/1/2021 10:46:49

Terri Tippit

Testiony
October 1, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt
Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905.
Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt
around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly
Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place.
We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear,We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing ourstrong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, Judd Nissen, 8088 Mulholland Dr, Los Angeles, CA 90046
First-great job last night. WNC considers a 3 hr mtng a short mtng most ours go 4 hrs so I really appreciate the time everyone spends on these mtng.
I am requesting he roster of the vote and the exact email addresses of the commissioners.
I went to the website but not sure if its current and would the email address be their first name . last name . lacity@lacity.org? Thx
T

Date
10/1/2021 10:48:22

Name
Kelly Erickson

10/1/2021 11:01:52

Judy Huern

10/1/2021 11:02:39

geanie jackson

Testiony
My name is Kelly Erickson and I am a 16 year resident of Echo Park. I have
been unsuccessful in getting through with a verbal comment during the
virtual meetings despite raising my hand early, so thank you for this
opportunity to submit my testimony to the record.
As frustrating as the process has been, I have been closely following the
map changes over the past couple of weeks and would like to very much
emphasize that the residents of Echo Park are, as told in testimonies to
you, not one bit interested in moving any of the population or park
boundaries out of Council District 13. Thank you for restoring Echo Park to
CD13 in the latest map drafts K2/K2.5 and L.
I strongly believe it is in the best interest of the Echo Park neighborhood
that the Commission move forward with Map L for the following reasons:
- Map L, for the most part, maintains the existing south east boundaries
of CD13. Residents are opposed to any drastic changes that contract the
CD13 boundaries around Echo Park.
- The addition of Angeleno Heights into CD13 what we have been asking
for! We are VERY enthusiastic about this option.
- The inclusion of Angeleno Heights is imperative in terms of geography,
constituent services, shared culture, and is reflective of a neighborhood
that feels incredibly connected to one another. Angeleno Heights residents
are Echo Park residents, and they identify as such.
- Should the Commission apply the principle of keeping Neighborhood
Council boundaries within Council Districts, as has been emphasized by the
Commission many times in other Districts/Regions, it would serve the
Commission to also extend this fairly to Echo Park. The inclusion of
Angeleno Heights into CD13 brings us in Echo Park a *little *closer to
uniting all of Echo Park into one Council District.
I would also like to make the following recommendations to improve Map L in
the Echo Park neighborhood:
- Expansion of, as opposed to contraction of, CD13 boundaries into
Elysian Park is in the best interest of our public spaces and the future of
Elysian Park. It is imperative we maintain some semblance of equitable
representation from both CD1 and CD13 in Elysian Park.
- Lastly, I support an expansion of the CD13 boundaries to include a
small section of Echo Park adjacent to the Angeleno Heights boundaries as
outlined in Map L, located north of Sunset and goes as far as Vin Scully
Blvd (please see map with section outlined in the red dashed line). This
area is greatly underrepresented in terms of constituent services. It would
also complete the CD13 boundary geographically by extending it to Vin
Scully Ave, as many business owners and residents in this small section
struggle to address issues of homelessness, trash, traffic and park access
- all issues the neighborhood of Echo Park as a whole are addressing every
day. It would greatly serve that population to be included in the CD13
boundaries.
[image: image.png]
Thank you again for the opportunity to submit my testimony.
Sincerely,
Kelly Erickson
My name is Judy Huern. I’m at 6255 Damask Avenue, Los Angeles, Ca 90056. Please leave us alone and allow us to remain in district 11. Do not redistrict us! STOP IT!!!!
Sent from my iPhone
Oh Dear Commissioners, <BRI am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. <BR<BRMiracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street"
for 100 years.<BR<BRMiracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square,
Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.<BR<BRI want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. <BRI support Redistricting Plan K-2
District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. <BR<BRSincerely,
Gloria N Jackson Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/1/2021 11:03:17

Name
Mark Brown

10/1/2021 11:03:23

geanie jackson

10/1/2021 11:17:36

Amy Gustincic

10/1/2021 11:22:00

Chet Widom

10/1/2021 11:28:20

Matthew DuBois

10/1/2021 11:43:37

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock,
Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Dear Commissioners, <BRI am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes
all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. <BR<BRMiracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100
years.<BR<BRMiracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay
Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.<BR<BRI want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. <BRI support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with
the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. <BR<BRSincerely,
Gloria N Jackson Sent from my iPhone
As a resident of Los Feliz I am happy to support plan K2 which includes Los Feliz with our nearby communities of interest. But there needs to be one very important change—Griffith Park must be included in district G
with Los Feliz. The history of the park and Los Feliz are intertwined, from the time when all of the land was known as Rancho Los Feliz.
Los Feliz shares the longest residential border with Griffith park. The streets in and out of the park's most popular venues are in Los Feliz. Our residents are the most highly impacted by decisions made for the park and
we demand a role in these decisions.
The 11th-hour Map L is a non-starter as it splits our community in two and district O verges on the same level of gerrymandering that created the current untenable CD4 of which Los Feliz is part.
Redistricting necessitates change, so not every person will end up in the district in which they last voted, and that's OK.
Please continue to base your decisions on data, public input and keeping communities together, and not to serve the whims of any individual council member.
Thank you.
-- Amy Gustincic
Design Strategist
###-####
@agustincic
Subject: Ladies and Gentlemen:
I Served as the Vice Chair of the Elected Los Angeles Charter Reform Commission, a member of both the City Planning Commission and the Building and Safety Commission. I have been a resident of Cheviot Hills
since 1987.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Chester A. Widom FAIA, Architect###-####
chetwidom@sbcglobal.net
California State Architect: ###-####
National AIA President: 1995
(
I am sorry I haven't been able to attend the meetings but I have been in rehearsals at night for a show that opened last night, but I have been following what is happening with the help of neighbors.
I am grateful the commission is listening to the community in keeping Echo Park, Elysian Park and Angelino Heights in CD 13. I have lived right on the border of Elysian Park for 21 years.
I think it is important that Elysian Park is shared equally between CD1 and CD13. When I moved to Scott Ave in Echo Park, the Dodger gate was closed. Now it is opened and the impact has been huge, Dodger fans
slowing driving through the neighborhood and playing their music late at night. Garbage thrown out of windows. So I believe with two CDs repping Elysian Park we will have more of a voice.
I have looked at Map L and think this is the way to go.
Thank you,
Matthew DuBois
Attached .pdf file.
Thank you.

Date
10/1/2021 11:51:17

Name
John Gonzales

10/1/2021 11:51:41

Jayne Rosenthal

10/1/2021 11:52:35

James Sivesind

Testiony
Esteemed Redistricting Commissioners,
Thank you for your diligent work in this process and please accept the following input and concerns. I am a resident and community leader of Baldwin Hills, CD8, and South Los Angeles. I have followed the process,
meetings, and progress with great detail, through the decision of 9/30 to advance Map K2.5. I, and a great many of others in South LA (including BHE HOA in which I am a Director and Land Use Co-Chair) have serious
concerns regarding the treatment of CD8. I believe that the previous redistricting process, which frankly was politically manipulated, meted grave effects upon this district and, so far, the current process has failed to
consider its responsibility to address those effects. While other corners of the city are fortunate enough to be primarily concerned with who their Councilmember is, who they vote with, or nuances such as an
“Entertainment District” (all reasonable pursuits); disadvantaged people in CD8 must also be concerned with more dire issues such as paying rent, putting food on the table, attaining healthcare, and even remaining in
this city.
The composition of their district, and the way your commission determines that, has serious consequences. One of the most beneficial things which can be achieved through EQUITABLE redistricting is to seriously
improve the prospects of those who are disadvantaged. We can correct past mistakes and be a better city. I would hope this necessity is particularly evident in 2021, if we are to profess to have learned from the past
few years. To that end, the economic viability of your mapped districts,and equity in doing, so MUST be a key element of final mapping.
CD8 is the only majority black voter district in this city. It has a proud, but challenged and systemically disadvantaged history. People remain economically challenged in the district in large part because giving the district
a fighting chance has been ignored. The last redistricting process pillaged the district of important economic resources necessary to provide jobs, amenities, and tax base for the district. Should one desire an economic
analysis of the city’s districts, I suggest reading this recent report by the L.A. Chamber of commerce:
https://lachamber.com/clientuploads/pdf/2019/19_BeaconReport.pdf
Within it one can see that CD8 is clearly at the bottom, with fewer jobs and lower annual wage than any other district.
One can also see that both the Sales Tax Receipts and the Gross Tax Receipts are paltry, at the bottom of district rankings by far, and represent less than 1/50th of city totals. Similarly, unemployment in the District is
typically the highest in the city.
A significant part of this problem was cause by the last redistricting, and can be remedied in the current redistricting. Returning assets which were taken, and which would help remedy the socio-economic plight of the
City’s only black district, would not be difficult. USC, Expo Park (which includes the African American Museam), Kaiser/Marlton Square, Leimert Park Village we’re historically part of CD8 and were taken. They can be
returned, and the current nature of the district makes that essential if this process gives ANY deference to practical equity.
The fact that other districts now have these resources is not justification for a refusal to return them. After all, they were recently taken. It’s understandable that doing so in some case is more difficult than others, and
that other stakeholders are effected. Again however, the comparative opportunities and other assets in the adjoining districts, make this fiat and possible. Both CD9 and CD10 clearly have less disadvantage and more
assets so as to thrive regardless. The numbers bear this out. If need be, CD9 could easily be given additional assets in their portion of downtown. That was the status prior to the last redistricting, and the a desire to
keep Downtown whole is supported by neither deep ties within downtown as a whole, nor the dire needs of more disadvantaged districts.
We understand the desire of Leimert Park to be moved from CD8 in Map K in order to be unified. While understandable, doing so simply makes CD8 weaker, and surely necessitates other considerations. I and my
neighborhood, which is the most prominent in CD8, had the opportunity to push for a move to CD10. That was clearly possible as reflected in Map L. However, while that may have given us advantages, we consider
ourselves an important part of CD8. We have historical and cultural ties. We also feel that in not “jumping ship” we can be an important part of socio-economic and political success in CD8. It’s the responsibility of all of
us to consider out city as a whole and not simply act in self-serving manner.
However, if this district is to thrive, it needs to have its disadvantages removed and the error of inequitable redistricting reversed. You as a commission are integral to providing the people of CD8 with opportunity.
Should the district remain as it has been, and is currently proposed, you are dooming a black-dominated, disenfranchised community to continued challenge. Therefore, it is essential that you note the lack of economic
resources in this district, look to rectify the past, and return capable assets to Council District 8.
Thank You,
John Gonzales
Baldwin Hills Estates
Sent from my iPad
I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far
northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove
Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Recap:Support Map L with
adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District NMove Shadow Hills out of District N Jayne Rosenthal4217 Bellaire Ave.Studio City, CA 91604
Hello Commissioners
Your draft maps need identifying streets. They are incomprehensible.
James Sivesind
District 10
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/1/2021 11:55:31

10/1/2021 11:58:21

10/1/2021 11:58:42

Name
Glenn Bailey

Testiony
To Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission:
The area now containing the Sepulveda Basin has been part of Encino for
over 150 years as evidenced by the attached "Plat of the Rancho El Encino"
dated September 1868.
The northerly boundary appears to correspond with the present day Victory
Boulevard or possibly even further north to Vanowen Street.
Currently the area south of Victory Boulevard is within the boundaries of
the Encino Neighborhood Council, as evidenced by the official map prepared
by the City of Los Angeles (also attached). This map also indicates that
the two Encino ZIP Codes of 91316 (area to the west of Balboa Boulevard)
and 91436 (area to the east of Balboa Boulevard) include almost all of the
Sepulveda Basin and extend to Victory Boulevard west of Balboa Boulevard
and just south of Victory Boulevard to the east of Balboa Boulevard.
Please correct the error in your mapping tool by reflecting the correct
northerly boundary of Encino Neighborhood Council and adjust the boundary
between Plan K-2.5 maps A and N accordingly to instead be along Victory
Boulevard between Lindley Avenue and the 405 Freeway. There would be
minimal impact to the population of either Map.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Cordially,
*Glenn Bailey*
*Executive Committee Member**
*Valley Alliance of Neighborhood Councils (VANC)*
*Twitter: @ValleyNCs*
*-*
*Treasurer**
*Los Angeles Neighborhood Council Coalition (LANCC)*
www.LANCC.org
*Office/Voicemail/Text: ###-####*
**Affiliations are for identification purposes only*
Brad Kane
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I strongly support the K-2 plan because: (i) the concerns of South L.A. residents must be protected by keeping the entire historic Leimert Park neighborhood (and black voter strength) together in CD-10; and (ii) the
communities in CD-5 should be together because of similar interests, ethnicities and issues.
Please note that the PICO NC includes areas of CD-5 and CD-10, so I have personal familiarity with both CDs and have been actively involved in affordable housing issues in both areas.
Best,
Brad
Brad S. Kane
Past President / Current Board Member
PICO NC
President
South Carthay Neighborhood Association
(Titles for identification purposes only)
1154 S. Crescent Hts. Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90035
Tel: (###-####
Fax: (###-####
This e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail,
you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail, and any attachments thereto,is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify me by replying to this
message and permanently delete the original and any copy of this e-mail and any printout thereof.
Jesse Alson-Milkman To whom it may concern,
I would like to submit the following map to the redistricting commission:
https://districtr.org/plan/56781
It modifies map L to add more of the Jewish areas to 5, unifies Highland
Park in 1, keeps Koreatown in one district, gives USC back to 8 and keeps
Baldwin Hills in 8 as well, and puts part of Watts back in 9.
Thank you,
Jesse Alson-Milkman

Date
10/1/2021 11:58:53

Name
Ivy Hong

10/1/2021 12:01:46

Brian Dyer

Testiony
Hi,
I am a community member of Chinatown and organizer in a local nonprofit
that services Chinatown. I am here to express a concern about the current
Draft Map K2 for LA's redistricting.
K2 inexplicably splits Chinatown into two different districts, isolating
key parts of the neighborhood from the rest of Chinatown. District L holds
most of Chinatown, but strangely cuts off at Hill & Ord St. This cuts off
the dragon gates that literally marks the entrance to Chinatown, and even
more significantly, it isolates a 13-story building of elderly residents to
District B from their peers in District L with similar needs and interests.
We're a community of interest, one made up of working class, elderly,
immigrants of color who have been resisting the violent threat of
gentrification for years in order to stay in the community they call home.
91% are renters and low-income, many do not know English as their first
language.
There is a desperate need for community serving establishments and
affordable housing-- truly affordable housing for a community where the
median household income was $22,000 in 2008. Housing must also be safe and
healthy-- because there are slumlords in Chinatown who leave apartments in
hazardous conditions, harassing tenants into self-eviction so they can flip
apartments for higher rent. I know SRO residents who were told they
couldn't hang their clothes to dry outside their apartment, their laundry
thrown away even. There is no laundromat in Chinatown. There is no full
service grocery store in Chinatown. There is no hospital in Chinatown. Most
don't own a car or have trouble navigating public transport, so it's vital
for these services to exist, firstly, and for them to be local and
in-language. People are resilient and do their best to self-advocate, but
gentrification has been a threat, cutting away at basic needs to be
displaced with developments that do not answer to the community needs.
It is vital for Chinatown to be kept whole, in the same district for
residents to better advocate for their current and future needs. As the
redistricting process continues, I urge you to expand this area of District
L to N. Alameda St. & W. Cesar E. Chavez Ave.
Best,
Ivy (they/them)
Previous comment submitted was not included in the spreadsheet.
In a nutshell, the current map submitted, which would redraw the boundary of CD13 and CD 4 would complete the divorce from the Hill residents to the businesses that serve them. The hillside residents will have
compromised emergency services due to CD 13's densification due to JJJ and the current council's disregard to the city charter with the continual variances given, with the belief that Transit Oriented Communities
should be the way. This does not take into account the 3D geography. We are only looking at a 2D map. Council District 13 needs to include the hillsides so their voices can be heard on the quality of life, and that single
residents still intact in CD13 aren't handed over to developers. With this map, CD13 eradicates the voice of the individual and cedes power to out of community decision makers, like the Hollywood Chamber, the ex
President who lives in La Canada/Flintridge, and the current president, who lives outside Hollywood, are fighting to hand over to developers. The community will be eviscerated. The historic communites of Whitley
Heights and Hollywood hills will be forever divorced from the Historic walk of Fame on the National registry.
Brian Dyer

Date
10/1/2021 12:03:13

Name
Lee Blumenfeld

Testiony
To Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission:
The area now containing the Sepulveda Basin has been part of Encino for
over 150 years as evidenced by the attached "Plat of the Rancho El Encino"
dated September 1868.
Additionally, it is identified in surveyLA and Los Angeles planning
document historical map located on page 10 in this link:
http://historicplacesla.org/documents/fileuploads/files/SurveyLA_ET.pdf
The northerly boundary appears to correspond with the present day Victory
Boulevard or possibly even further north to Vanowen Street.
Currently the area south of Victory Boulevard is within the boundaries of
the Encino Neighborhood Council, as evidenced by the official map prepared
by the City of Los Angeles (also attached). This map also indicates that
the two Encino ZIP Codes of 91316 (area to the west of Balboa Boulevard)
and 91436 (area to the east of Balboa Boulevard) include almost all of the
Sepulveda Basin and extend to Victory Boulevard west of Balboa Boulevard
and just south of Victory Boulevard to the east of Balboa Boulevard.
Please correct the error in your mapping tool by reflecting the correct
northerly boundary of Encino Neighborhood Council and adjust the boundary
between Plan K-2.5 maps A and N accordingly to instead be along Victory
Boulevard between Lindley Avenue and the 405 Freeway. There would be
minimal impact to the population of either Map.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Very Respectfully,
Lee Blumenfeld
Encino Neighborhood Council
Area 1 Representative
PLU Board Member
Outreach Committee Member
Former Sergeant at Arms, ENC
Region 3 Budget Advocate
On Fri, Oct 1, 2021, 11:56 AM Glenn Bailey <glennbaileyncs@gmail.com wrote:
To Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission:
The area now containing the Sepulveda Basin has been part of Encino for
over 150 years as evidenced by the attached "Plat of the Rancho El Encino"
dated September 1868.
The northerly boundary appears to correspond with the present day Victory
Boulevard or possibly even further north to Vanowen Street.
Currently the area south of Victory Boulevard is within the boundaries of
the Encino Neighborhood Council, as evidenced by the official map prepared
by the City of Los Angeles (also attached). This map also indicates that
the two Encino ZIP Codes of 91316 (area to the west of Balboa Boulevard)
and 91436 (area to the east of Balboa Boulevard) include almost all of the
Sepulveda Basin and extend to Victory Boulevard west of Balboa Boulevard
and just south of Victory Boulevard to the east of Balboa Boulevard.
Please correct the error in your mapping tool by reflecting the correct
northerly boundary of Encino Neighborhood Council and adjust the boundary
between Plan K-2.5 maps A and N accordingly to instead be along Victory
Boulevard between Lindley Avenue and the 405 Freeway. There would be
minimal impact to the population of either Map.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Cordially,

*Glenn Bailey*
*Executive Committee Member**
*Valley Alliance of Neighborhood Councils (VANC)*
*Twitter: @ValleyNCs*
*-*
*Treasurer**
*Los Angeles Neighborhood Council Coalition (LANCC)*
www.LANCC.org

*Office/Voicemail/Text: ###-####*
**Affiliations are for identification purposes only*

Date
10/1/2021 12:04:31

Name
Valerie Morishige

10/1/2021 12:11:16

"Wendy A. Herzog"

Testiony
Hello,
I previously submitted 2 maps to the commission on September 17th. They
were not posted on the website as part of public comment, will they be
later uploaded? The share function wasn't available in DistrictR for some
reason so I couldn't figure out how to submit via their website. Thank you.
For reference:
https://districtr.org/COI/48725
https://districtr.org/COI/48692
Valerie Morishige
I have been a resident of Westwood Hills for 19 years.
*I* *strongly* *_/support/_* *Redistricting* *Map K2*.
*I* *strongly* *_/oppose/_* *Redistricting* *Map* *L*.
Map K-2 will retain the historic community character of our neighborhood but Map L would unnecessarily splinter our community and cobble together disparate neighborhood on both sides of the mountains.
Please adopt Map K-2.
Thanks very much.

10/1/2021 12:18:45

10/1/2021 12:20:09

james litz

Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
James Ward Litz
Board of Directors
Friends of the Hollywood Central Park
6464 Sunset Blvd, Suite 535
Los Angeles, CA 90028
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I have lived in the Miracle Mile since 1981 and have never thought of living
anywhere else. Here we have a true sense of community and have, together
accomplished many things to enhance our lives.
Most importantly the creation of our HPOZ status which was long fought.
The MMRA has been around since 1983 and this was also created by concerned
Miracle Mile residents. These active residents live all over the District's
boundaries.
I feel now we have an excellent opportunity to finally unite the ENTIRE
Miracle Mile district into one comprehensive Council District. A Council
District that will truly and accurately reflect the actual boundaries of
the Miracle Mile. Our combined history is now nearly 100 years old.
Please include the area south of Olympic to San Vicente and east of Hauser
to La Brea, this area is indicated on Map K-2.
Sincerely,
Rodger Cunningham
Miracle Mile

Date
10/1/2021 12:38:33

Name
Kimberly Turner

10/1/2021 12:47:20

corde345

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I watched the meeting last night and was extremely disappointed in the
voting process. It appears that there were some members who were more
skilled at the vote than others and used that knowledge to make some slick
power moves, effectively duping the rest of the members. Several members
expressed that they only voted to move K2 forward because of the assurances
they received that there would be a similar vote to move L forward. The
“tabling” motion for Map L confused many of the members not “in the know.”
This should not have been allowed to happen. It would have been in the best
interest of the public to hold a straight forward vote on both maps, rather
than the convoluted display of democracy that I witnessed.
Moving forward, for future maps, *please label the maps with all city names*
so people can plainly see where cities fall on the map, rather than
struggling to discern this information. This aids in transparency.
I am again voicing my *strong concern for the extreme changes in the San
Fernando Valley in Map K2*, particularly in my district *CD2 *(as well as
CD4). Some attention is being paid to CD4, but *please don’t forget* *CD2
in your revisions of Map K2. In particular, please consider what you are
doing to STUDIO CITY.* As I have said in previous emails, *Studio City has
more in common with other hillside neighborhoods to the south than those
communities to the north. Region O is too unwieldy* *and spreads too far
north, including **too many communities of dissimilar interests.* Please
make adjustments and *consider the following characteristics of Studio
City:*
- *Studio City is a residential hillside community and has more in
common with other hillside communities*, and therefore should be *grouped
with them in order to help protect our irreplaceable parkland and wildlife*
- *Studio City* is classified as a *Very High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone and our district must be contiguous with other Santa Monica Mountain
communities that share our fire and environmental concerns.*
- *Studio City* is also part of the *Los Angeles' Wildlife Pilot
Program*, and is the home of SMMC/MRCA public parkland including Wilacre
Park, among the most visited parklands in Los Angeles. Again, providing
more commonality with other hillside communities than areas to the north.
- *Studio City should be kept together and not divided in
representation*.
- *Studio City is no longer an entertainment district*. CBS Radford
Studios is leaving and that space will likely become residential. Our
interests, priorities and populace are not similar in any way to that of an
entertainment district. *Using Studio City as a gateway to advertise
Hollywood -- with electronic billboards and overdevelopment -- will subvert
what Studio City actually is – a quiet, hillside, low-rise residential
community.*
- *Studio City should NOT be grouped with Valley Village and other
communities to the north of the 101 freeway,* *as we do not have the same
interests. They do not share our natural habitat and wildlife concerns and
have actively worked against hillside communities on many challenges. *
*Please consider including Studio City (and both sides and both ends, north
and south of Laurel Canyon) with District J in Map K2.* District J goes all
the way south to Culver City. *Please cut District J short on the Culver
City side, and extend it on the valley side to include the HILLSIDE
community of Studio City. *
Sincerely,
Kimberly Turner
Studio City For Quiet Skies, Cofounder
3637 Goodland Ave.
Studio City, CA 91604
Hello,My name is Martha Cordero, a resident of North Hills. I do not agree with any redistricting for North Hills, we need to stay in CD12, we have the 405 as a huge barrier. Please keep North Hills in CD12, incomes
and home values are similar. Respectfully,Martha Cordero###-####Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device

Date
10/1/2021 12:49:59

10/1/2021 12:53:46

10/1/2021 13:16:32

Name
Testiony
"J. Keith van Straaten" To The Redistricting Commission,
J. Keith van Straaten here. 25+ year resident of 300 block of N. Genesee
Avenue, in current Council District 5. I also serve as At-Large Member
on Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
As elected officials, the Mid City West board has had lengthy conversations
with each other about how redistricting will impact our ability to serve
our neighborhood. As a resident, I have had lengthy conversations with my
neighbors about how redistricting will impact the community we share.
The nearly unanimous consensus is that Mid City West needs to be unified
under one city council district, not irresponsibly parceled up amongst
three council districts. I’ve attached a community impact statement
ratified by the Mid City West Neighborhood Council attesting to this.
So in writing to you today in a personal capacity, I ask that you *please
discard the current K2 draft of a map that places a small sliver of Mid
City West into Council Zone G*. *In the next draft, please end District G
at La Brea. *
*I also ask that you make an effort to place Mid City West into a single
council district, not the two into which it is currently divided. *
Thank you,
*J. Keith van Straaten*
*340 N. Genesee Ave*
Rafael Gonzalez
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Rafael Gonzalez <gonzraf13@yahoo.com
Date: October 1, 2021 at 12:46:49 PM PDT
To: Rafael Gonzalez <rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Subject: Fwd: The People's Bloc - LA City Council Districts Solidarity Map
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Hector Sanchez <hector@cocosouthla.org
Date: October 1, 2021 at 10:24:24 AM PDT
To: Rafael Gonzalez <gonzraf13@yahoo.com
Subject: Fwd: The People's Bloc - LA City Council Districts Solidarity Map
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Aaron Robertson <ARobertson@advanceproj.org
Date: Fri, Oct 1, 2021 at 10:21 AM
Subject: The People's Bloc - LA City Council Districts Solidarity Map
To: Redistricting.lacity@lacity.org <Redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Cc: Hector Sanchez <hector@cocosouthla.org
Dear L.A. City Council Redistricting Advisory Commissioners,
We appreciate the Commission's commitment to ensuring a fair and equitable redistricting process for the City of Los Angeles. The People's Bloc writes to formally submit our "Solidarity Map" for the 2021 redistricting
cycle. This map represents the aligned recommendations of the thirty-four undersigned member organizations. Collectively, these organizations serve as a set of trusted messengers within traditionally
underrepresented communities.
In addition to the attached PDF file, we have included a link to our map through healthycity.org. https://www.healthycity.org/maps/4650/
Please let us know if you would like the map in any other geospatial filetype.
On behalf of The People's Bloc, thank you for accepting our submission.
Sincerely,
Aaron Robertson
(he/him)
Director, Political Voice
ADVANCEMENT PROJECT CALIFORNIA
Direct: ###-####
Facebook | Twitter | Instagram
COVID-19 Rapid Response
-- Hector Sanchez
Director of Finance
Community Coalition
8101 S. Vermont Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90044
P: ###-#### Ext. 274
CoCoSouthLA.org PEOPLE | POWER | PROGRESS
Stay Connected @CoCoSouthLA
m54wdavis
Pitting the Sepulveda Basin Wildlife Reserve from Encino and Sherman Oaks is a terrible mistake. These 2 communities care deeply about the Basin and are ready to step up to help it. Please keep us together.
Sincerely, Marianne Davis (###-####633 Noeline AvenueEncino CA 914362d Vice/ PublicitySan Fernando Valley Audubon Society2,000 membersSent from my Galaxy

Date
10/1/2021 13:29:35

Name
Christine Garver

10/1/2021 13:36:30

Katherine Stuart

10/1/2021 13:50:20

Cindy Chvatal

10/1/2021 13:52:45

Greg Nelson

Testiony
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday's meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Christine Garver
Constituent
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our
Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Katherine Stuart
You name it. I write it.
Content By Katherine
m. (###-####
w. contentbykatherine.com <http://contentbykatherine.com/
Dear Commission Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and Commissioners,
The Hancock Park Homeowners Association thanks the LA City Council
Redistricting Commission for approving a single Final Draft Map Plan K2.5.
and we support this plan.
The HPHOA joins SOHA's recommendations (attached document) for additional
detailed Map K2.5 information that will assist the public and elected
officials in interpreting and understanding the map plan and depth of
consideration that went into its formulation. *We also applaud the
transparency of the entire process and outreach to the public!. You have
brought much needed light to the process!*
Sincerely,
Cindy Chvatal-Keane
President Hancock Park HOA
Jennifer DeVore
Secretary Hancock Park HOA
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for your time and for your service to our community. I am writing to share my comments for your consideration on the proposed District boundaries and changes as set forth in the most recent K-2 map.
The changes and modifications to Council District 2 under the proposed Map K2 would move Councilman Krekorian out of a District where he has successfully and effectively represented the residents and businesses
in his district for many years. The K-2 Map moves incumbents out of their districts to represent areas that never voted for them, it divides long standing ethnic and cultural communities and at a time when retail and
commercial businesses are most fragile, this map splits too many commercial districts and corridors; to the maximum extent possible, we need one entity, one council office, to assist our community’s recovery as we
emerge from the impacts of Covid.
I strongly support Map L to ensure our elected officials continue to represent constituencies who elected them, we preserve the important relationships with the ethnic and cultural communities in each of the Districts
and it keeps more commercial districts intact where the Council office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments and I urge you to support Map Alternative L.
Kind regards,
Greg Nelson
[Logo]<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__altitudedesignoffice.com_&d=DwMGaQ&c=euGZstcaTDllvimEN8b7jXrwqOf-v5A_CdpgnVfiiMM&r=KRaf6VwHB9mVBiIimI8X0ogP1BQWDX5ZT4FOGhLs_M&m=jd3pHEg7ew-gY3jtjTQAoHtK4m4xFR02RlTzYCTXhyU&s=y4dGhrhupYdPHyAtGEjiUCT2sbmIRfBl6vgP6jaKf7c&e=
Greg Nelson, IIDA, Assoc. AIA
Principal
—
ALTITUDE DESIGN OFFICE
###-#### mobile | altitudedesignoffice.com<http://altitudedesignoffice.com/
Schedule a meeting with me<https://calendly.com/greg-altitude-design-office

Date
10/1/2021 14:54:18

Name
Tina Christopulos

10/1/2021 15:00:09

Flora Bautista

10/1/2021 15:35:29

Susan Wong

10/1/2021 15:44:16

bturleyjmd@aol.com

10/1/2021 15:48:51

Dale stedman

Testiony
I am writing in response to Map K2 approved by the Redistricting Committee, in which Los Feliz and Griffith Park are in different districts. Historically, culturally, and logistically, Los Feliz and Griffith Park have been
intertwined for many years. It is one of the key reasons why people live in Los Feliz, it is heavily visited by Los Feliz residents, and issues such as wildfire danger in the park directly impact Los Feliz.
I urge you to please revise the commission's map so that Griffith Park is included in Los Feliz's district, it makes no sense to have them in separate districts.
Sincerely,Tina ChristopulosLos Feliz Resident & Homeowner since ###-#### Shannon Rd.Los Angeles, 90027
I live in WindsorVillage, which is represented by Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. It is importantto my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsiveto us. We count on our City
Council member for our traditional City services,and for all of the unique services that come with living in HPOZ historichomes. I want to thank the RedistrictingCommission for Plan K2 and its District J, which I support.
District J keepsGreater Wilshire neighborhoods together, for which I am grateful because it iscomposed of like-minded communities of interest. By contrast to Plan L, whichour Council Member just introduced and I
disapprove of, Plan K2 places the historic homes of GreaterWilshire with our Community of Interest neighborhoods to the west. We shareschools, churches, synagogues, local newspapers, and sports leagues with
ourwestern neighbors. Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best CityCouncil services to Greater Wilshire. Plan K2 will serve our neighborhood interestsbest.
I have followed theredistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L wasjust introduced by our Council Member Raman. Greater Wilshire and I do notsupport Plan L, which throws much of the
City into chaos. Plan L turns a deafear to your months of work and public testimony. It divides and redistributesneighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. Itdivides the hillsides down Laurel
Canyon and separates Spaulding Square fromSunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, WesternHeights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City,Beverlywood, Carthay
and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. PlanL disconnects from Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created districtof renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through Koreatown and up a
narrowisthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake, who do not share HPOZ historic homes values. I object toPlan L.
Regards,
F Bautista
Hello,
I have been attending your meetings but neither I nor any of the neighbors of mine from Shadow Hills who have prepared one-minute speeches, have ever been chosen to talk. We want to make sure we are doing it
correctly by raising our hand. Please make this procedure clear at the beginning of the meetings and possibly repeat it a few times.
Many thanks,
Susan Wong
Dear All:
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and have been residents of Cheviot Hills since 1976, more than 45 years. I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L and noted that Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into
3 Districts and divides prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues and challenges.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single district, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside Communities.
We urge you to support Map K2.
Best regards,
Brentnall P. Turley
Law Offices of Brentnall P. Turley10008 National Blvd., #298Los Angeles, CA 90034Tel. ###-####Bturleyjmd@aol.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:

For 27 years we have resided in the unique equestrian community of Shadow Hills. We have enjoyed living in this peaceful community that is next to the Big Tujunga Wash and Hansen Dam Recreational Area with a
dramatic stretch of the visually striking San Gabriel Mountains as a jaw-dropping backdrop.
Our semi-rural community is the least dense community in Los Angeles County, a true treasure within the Los Angeles city limits. Shadow Hills is located in the northeast section of the San Fernando Valley with
approximately 2,400 residences. We are opposed to the maps (K2 and L) currently under consideration for adoption for redistricting of the City of Los Angeles.
Shadow Hills serves as an important wildlife corridor adjacent to the Big Tujunga Wash and Hansen Dam Recreational Area. It is not uncommon to see deer, rabbits, coyotes, and even a glimpse of an occasional
mountain lion and bear. Additionally, a numerous amount of both year round and migratory birds, can be viewed in our very own backyards. Because multiple entrance gates are adjacent to the Big Tujunga Wash,
Hansen Dam Recreational Area, and nearby San Gabriel Mountains, residents hike and ride horses daily in the beautiful natural surroundings.
Shadow Hills has a long historical heritage as a horse and animal keeping community with large lots of 1/2 acre or more. After a long day at work in the city, residents can quickly saddle up and escape into an entirely
different world. Shadow Hills shares its common interests and goals with its neighboring communities of Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, and La Tuna Canyon, which are also Mountain Fire Districts in high fire zones, as
well as being equestrian and animal keeping communities.
Severing our ties from our fellow District 7 communities will unfairly limit our ability to advocate for Shadow Hills distinctive semi-rural goals and interests. Shadow Hills should not be incorporated into District 2 as we
really share no commonality with these dense urban communities. Over the years, our Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) has tirelessly and effectively, advocated for all of our communities -- Lake View
Terrace, Shadow Hills, and La Tuna Canyon -- in fire and equestrian issues. The FTDNC must remain intact in order to continue to represent our communities with one single united voice. Splitting us apart from these
two other FTDNC communities would silence our voice and make us powerless to advocate for our unique interests and goals. We would be set adrift, lost, and powerless among the more populated District 2 urban
communities.
Thank you for understanding, and we trust you will vote to retain Shadow Hills within Council District 7.

Sincerely,
Dale & Susan Stedman
10309 McBroom Street
Shadow Hills, CA 9###-####
###-#### (land line)
###-#### (Susan Stedman/cell)
###-#### (Dale Stedman/cell)

Date
10/1/2021 16:07:45

Name
Tom Hamilton

10/1/2021 16:08:58

Chelsey Holland

10/1/2021 16:17:33

Steve Grushcow

Testiony
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
I am a member of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition.
We support our Neighborhood Council’s position to extend District "J" on
map K 2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyons
and Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest.
But, to be clear, we are vehemently opposed to MAP K2 in its current form.
As it currently exists, K2 banishes us from our community of shared
interests with our neighbors to our west on Benedict Cyn and Beverly Glen.
This is an arbitrary and illogical cut-off, particularly as we share the
same topography, the same construction considerations, the same fire
danger, the same public safety issues, and the same critical Life Safety
services.
It is crucial that we share the same district with hillside neighborhoods
that have identical conditions and concerns. We have spent the last 10
years being denied those same protections as CD5.
Map L would be the ideal solution for our particular area of Bowmont Hazen
Briarcrest, but again we do support the BABCNC’s amended version of MAP K2.
PLEASE extend MAP K2 to include Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest as proposed by
our Neighborhood Council. Or use Map L as an alternative.
Sincerely,
Tom Hamilton
2335 Bowmont Drive
hamilton@stiefelent.com
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
I am a member of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition.
We support our Neighborhood Council’s position to extend District "J" on
map K 2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyons
and Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest.
But, to be clear, we are vehemently opposed to MAP K2 in its current form.
As it currently exists, K2 banishes us from our community of shared
interests with our neighbors to our west on Benedict Cyn and Beverly Glen.
This is an arbitrary and illogical cut-off, particularly as we share the
same topography, the same construction considerations, the same fire
danger, the same public safety issues, and the same critical Life Safety
services.
It is crucial that we share the same district with hillside neighborhoods
that have identical conditions and concerns. We have spent the last 10
years being denied those same protections as CD5.
Map L would be the ideal solution for our particular area of Bowmont Hazen
Briarcrest, but again we do support the BABCNC’s amended version of MAP K2.
PLEASE extend MAP K2 to include Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest as proposed by
our Neighborhood Council. Or use Map L as an alternative.
Thank you,
Chelsey Holland
2323 Bowmont Drive
craeholland@gmail.com
Hi.
I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish
moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove
Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an
equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to
Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues.
Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments:
Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Thank you.
Steve Grushcow
3106 Dona Emilia Dr, Studio City, CA 91604

Date
10/1/2021 16:35:15

10/1/2021 16:42:12

10/1/2021 16:42:19

10/1/2021 16:53:46

Name
Testiony
Denise Gretchen DoorlyDear Coty Redistricting Committee,
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich communities. In
particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the interests of
landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have clear
representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps under
consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Denise Gretchen-Doorly
Resident of Park La Brea for 15 years
David Schulner
*I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support
map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off
from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of
the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L
in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.*
Sincerely
David Schulner
5610 Park Oak Pl, Los Angeles, CA 90068
Chris Muto
Marcos,
I strongly oppose Plan K2 as it will lump our neighborhood with Canoga
Park, Winnetka, and Reseda. This is absurd because they are nowhere near us
and we have different issues. Our issues will be secondary, less important
to Winnetka, Canoga Park, and Reseda. This will prevent our neighborhood
from getting the ABSOLUTE attention that is needed. I have two toddlers and
as you know based on statistics with crime, homelessness, sex trafficing
and gangs in VAN NUYS just to name a few, we are heading in the with wrong
direction. There is no way we as a neighborhood are going to support K2. I
would strongly discourage whoever the people voted in to represent us to
act in the people's best interest and to reconsider this. This makes
absolutely no sense.
Therefore I 100% support *Plan L*.
Thanks.
Sent from my iPhone
Sheila Irani
I am a 24 yr resident of Lake Hollywood Estates, 59 year resident of CD4,
serve on my homeowners association of Lake Hollywood HOA for over a decade
and as current President of Hollywood United NC.
Lake Hollywood is adjacent to Griffith Park and Beachwood Canyon, Los
Feliz, Universal City, Hollywood Hills West all areas sharing access to
Mulholland Hwy and the 101. The hillside communities from Los Feliz to
Belair are communities with common interests ranging from high fire
severity zones, landuse and zoning, adjacent to Santa Monica Mountains,
including Griffith Park. Attaching our area to anything but directly
adjacent hillside communities of common interests of Los Feliz, and
Hollywood Hills West, you will be impeding the progress we have
accomplished in dealing with fire danger and rampant tourism and add more
than one hour in commute time to this district to traverse it. Please keep
us close to our neighbors of common interest, that would not be the SF
Valley areas of Valley Glen to Shadow Hills in K2, or Pico Robertson,
Beverly Grove, Fairfax in L.
Some suggestions for K2 would be to drop Shadow Hills and Valley Glen FROM
MAP O and PUT IN TO MAP D, which is short 10K in population and include all
of Los Feliz in MAP O from MAP G which would make the populations closer to
the 260K you are aiming for.
FOR DRAFT L DISTRICT O drop PICO ROBERTSON, FAIRFAX AND BEVERLY GROVE and
put into MAP J, move more HHWest so that Laurel Cyn is NOT split up and
moved to DISTRICT O.
Thank you for your time and effort.
-- Best,
Sheila Irani
President, Hollywood United Neighborhood Council
(for informational purposes)
Cell: ###-####
www.myhunc.org

Date
10/1/2021 16:57:50

10/1/2021 16:59:13

10/1/2021 16:59:33

10/1/2021 17:05:14

10/1/2021 17:15:09

10/1/2021 17:34:20

Name
KELLY LYNCH

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr. Mitchell,
We are writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in Draft Plan K2. Draft K2 clearly makes the most sense
of any of the maps we have seen, however we kindly ask that you include Griffith Park in District G under the K2 map and we
urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2 ( with Griffith Park added to District G ) immediately and
forward it to Council for final approval.
We also strongly oppose Map L and feel this map doesn’t make sense and was thrown together at the last minute and does not represent the many wishes, considerations and time of thousands of residents who have
weighed in thus far. Los Feliz should not be split up for example.
Thank you,
Kelly Lynch and Mitch Glazer
Oaks residents, CD4
Punnpavin Herabat
Dear LA City Council Redistricting Commission,
I have attached a letter from representatives of the Thai community expressing their support for Draft Plan L and opposition to Draft Plan K2.5 as ethnic enclaves such as our Thai community, Historic Filipinotown, Little
Armenia and other communities of color within and around CD13 are better represented as minority groups.
Thank you,
Punnpavin Herabat
Community Planner
Thai Community Development Center (Thai CDC)
Brian Justie
Hello! I was shocked and disappointed to hear the news that the city council districts are slated to be remapped. While I understand there may be many motivations for doing so, it simply does not pass the smell test
that this would happen immediately after a new council member is elected with the most votes in city history, effectively eliminating the voice of tens of thousands of voters. Even if it’s just a coincidence, think of the
message this sends to the many voters who submitted a ballot for the first time, only to have the rug pulled out from under them. This new map cannot stand. Sincerely, Brian, CD10
Karen Jefchak
Dear Redistricting Committee:
My husband and I have lived in Larchmont Village (District 4) for over 20
years. The neighbors with whom we share common interests are
Paramount Studio, Hollywood, Koreatown and even Downtown LA.
We have very little in common with the Westside of LA. Despite these facts,
an attempt is being made by special interests in the Larchmont Village
Neighborhood Association to move Larchmont Village from District 4 to
District 5.
*We VEHEMENTLY OPPOSE THIS ATTEMPTED POWER GRAB! *Please leave Larchmont
Village in District 4, under the very capable direction of Councilmember
Nithya Raman.
Thank you,
Karen Jefchak
444
James Gaidula
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood and have been for more than two decades. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood
which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
Sincerely,
James Gaidula
Marc and Allie LieberellDear Michele Prichard and Commissioners: I live in the Brentwood Glen on Beloit Avenue.
I request the City adopt a plan that keeps Brentwood Glen a part of CD11. I request the City reject Draft Plan B2 that excludes Brentwood Glen from CD11. Brentwood Glen is directly tied to the Brentwood Community
by name, but more importantly, our families share common resources with the whole Brentwood Community. We are linked by educational and school boundaries, commerce, library, and critical community resources
and boundaries, including the police and post office. Best Regards, Marc Sells & Allie Lieberman

Date
10/1/2021 18:05:02

10/1/2021 18:22:43

Name
"Verabian, Greg"

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for your service. I am writing with specific comments on the proposed District boundaries and changes as set forth in the most recent K-2 map.
The changes and modifications to Council District 2 under the proposed Map K2 would move Councilman Krekorian out of a District where he has successfully and effectively represented the residents and businesses
in his district for many years. The K-2 Map moves incumbents out of their districts to represent areas that never voted for them, it divides long standing ethnic and cultural communities and at a time when retail and
commercial businesses are most fragile, this map splits too many commercial districts and corridors; to the maximum extent possible, we need one entity, one council office, to assist our community’s recovery as we
emerge from the impacts of Covid.
I strongly support Map L to ensure our elected officials continue to represent constituencies who elected them, we preserve the important relationships with the ethnic and cultural communities in each of the Districts
and it keeps more commercial districts intact where the Council office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments and I urge you to support Map Alternative L.
Best regards,
Greg
Verabian
AIA
Practice Leader
Principal
[HKS, Inc]<https://www.hksinc.com/
10880 Wilshire Blvd, #1850, Los Angeles, CA 90024
+1 ###-####<tel:+1%2###-####8%202781
|
www.hksinc.com<http://www.hksinc.com/
To send large files, please use my Thru dropbox
<https://hks.thruinc.net/Desktop/Dropbox/Create/?toemail=gverabian%40hksinc.com
Disclaimer
The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the recipient and others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that
any disclosure, copying, distribution or taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.
This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast, a leader in email security and cyber resilience. Mimecast integrates email defenses with brand
protection, security awareness training, web security, compliance and other essential capabilities. Mimecast helps protect large and small organizations from malicious activity, human error and technology failure; and
to lead the movement toward building a more resilient world. To find out more, visit our website.
"Rothstein-Serling, Ryan"
Dear Michele Prichard and Commissioners:
I live in the Brentwood Glen at 11341 Montana Avenue., Los Angeles, CA 90049
I request the City adopt a plan that keeps all of CD11 in one area, which means keeping Brentwood Glen a part of CD11. Further, I request the City reject Draft Plan B2 that excludes Brentwood Glen from CD11.
Brentwood Glen is directly tied to the Brentwood Community by name, but more importantly, our families share common resources with the whole Brentwood Community. We are linked by educational and school
boundaries, commerce, library, and critical community resources and boundaries, including the police and post office.
Thank you for your consideration.
Best Regards,
Ryan
Ryan Rothstein-Serling
First Vice President Investments
16830 Ventura Boulevard, Suite 100, Encino, CA 91436
O: (###-####
C: (###-####
E: RSerling@marcusmillichap.com<mailto:
License: CA: ###-####
NYSE: MMI
Follow us on: [LinkedIn] <https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.linkedin.com%2Fcompany%2Fmarcus-%26-millichap%3Ftrk%3Dtop_nav_home&data=04%7C01%7CLee%
40bfcfunding.com%7C56e2651165b845ffbe2308d91af3001e%7C2bf8d7f8b07f4d25a3d552664de56b03%7C0%7C0%7C###-####2161%7CUnknown%
7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=BFt5le8dNrYOuWNuHeJ4IaDG1%2BEx0U3QPdch0A5nO1c%3D&reserved=0 [Facebook] <https:
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Testiony
To Redistricting Committee Members,
First I commend you all for your work on this important project. I don’t envy the challenges you face in making the new Los Angeles City Council Districts fair and sensible. I hope that you accept this feedback in the
spirit of collaboration - from a longtime resident and community leader.
I am a 21-year resident of the Hollywood Dell, a constituent of CD4, the Secretary of the Hollywood Community-Police Advisory Board, and the President of the Hollywood Dell Civic Association (HDCA). The HDCA
represents the approximately 1,100 homes in the Hollywood Dell borders. Our neighborhood is situated just north of Franklin Avenue and south of the Hollywood Reservoir between Cahuenga Blvd. to the west, and
Argyle Avenue to the east.
Because of our location we are both a designated Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (like other hillside neighborhoods) but also very impacted by the urban issues that come from the increase in density,
development, traffic, tourism and crime that spillover from the Hollywood Entertainment District adjacent to us at our southern border of Franklin Avenue (aka CD13). In recent years I have worked to develop
partnerships with adjacent neighborhoods on issues of common interest. I am also aware that our neighborhood’s priorities can be quite different from those of the more suburban areas north of us in the SF Valley.
Suggestions for Draft Map K2, District O
DROP
Please consider dropping Shadow Hills & Valley Glen from District O, and shift them to District D, which needs the additional population.
ADD
Please include all of Los Feliz in District O (from District Map G)
260K Target
If you make those changes, it would achieve the target population goal of 260K for both Districts O and D, as well as having adjacent neighborhoods with common interests grouped in the same district.
Suggestions for Draft Map L, District O
DROP
Please consider dropping Pico Robertson, Fairfax and Beverly Grove, and shift them to District J
ADD
Please don’t split Laurel Canyon - include all of Laurel Canyon in District O
All the best,
Alexa Iles Skarpelos
President
Hollywood Dell Civic Association
(###-####
Thanks, Richard! We will duly note these emails as we have with others. Thanks again and have a restful and wonderful weekend!
Sent from my iRafael
On Oct 1, 2021, at 5:48 PM, Richard Katz <richard.katz@lacity.org wrote:
FYI
Richard Katz
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Jeffrey Daniels, FAIA <jeff@danielsarchitects.com
Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 2:11 PM
Subject: FRANKLIN CANYON REDISTRICTING
To: <richard.katz@lacity.org
Dear Commissioner Katz,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly
Crest Neighborhood Council, Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding
member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood Council, is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with
our Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air.
And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west
and into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community faces. For example, unlike much of District
O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can
continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together.
Thank you for your attention to this important matter. Jeffrey Daniels
1558 N. Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
Thank you for your votes which resulted in Draft Plan K2. Draft K2 makes the most sense of any of the maps we have seen. Please consider including Griffith Park in District G under the K2 map. I sincerely urge you to
continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2 (with Griffith Park added to District G). Please do so immediately and forward it to Council for final approval. I also strongly oppose Map L for the following 3
reasons: this map doesn't make sense, was thrown in at the last minute, and does not represent the many wishes, considerations, and time of thousands of residents who have weighed in thus far. Los Feliz should not
be split up for example. Thank you, Sandra Gonzalez
Owner/Resident in Los Feliz currently CD4
Sent from my iPhone
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Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important
to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our
diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Clinton Choate
resident on S. Stanley Ave
Please help
North Hills West
remain in CD12
In fact, perhaps we can go further and include North Hills West as part of Northridge,
since we even share a zip code with Northridge east of Balboa, between Roscoe and Devonshire.
A concerned citizen,
Sandra Alvarado
Please review and enter as statement from Lake Hollywood Homeowners
Association, MAP O K2 and L DRAFT. See attached.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
Lake Hollywood Estates is adjacent to Griffith Park and Beachwood Canyon,
Los Feliz, Universal City, Hollywood Hills West all areas sharing access
to Mulholland Hwy and the 101. The hillside communities from Los Feliz to
Belair are communities with common interests, ranging from high fire
severity zones, land use, zoning and high adjacent to Santa Monica
Mountains, including Griffith Park. Attaching our area to anything but
directly adjacent hillside communities of the common interests of Los
Feliz, and Hollywood Hills West, you will be impeding the progress we have
accomplished in dealing with fire danger and rampant tourism and add more
than one hour in commute time to this district to traverse it.
Please keep us close to our neighbors of common interest, that would not be
the SF Valley areas of Valley Glen to Shadow Hills in “K2”, or Pico
Robertson, Beverly Grove, Fairfax in “L”.
Thank you for your time and effort.
Lake Hollywood Homeowners Association
-- .
Hello Redistricting Commission,
It is troubling that major portions of at leasttwo Council Districts are being removed from their districts as currently shaped. I am referring to Council District 2 andCouncil District 4. The proposed changesare so drastic
that those familiar with these two districts could hardlyrecognize them.
It isunjust to so dramatically reshape Council Districts. Voters of each district chosewho they desired to represent them. Howcould a Redistricting Commission turn a blind eye to that? Theproposal for CD 2 is to
remove most of the current communities and place theminto a new CD 4. As toCD 4 - It is fundamentally unfair to remove the community in which thecouncilmember currently resides, Silver Lake, from the council
district sherepresents. CD 4 Councilmember Ramanresides in Silver Lake, yet her residence would be in the proposed CouncilDistrict 13.
Thecurrent arrangement for the Silver Lake community is that the northern portionfalls under CD 4 while the southern portion is in CD 13, Councilmember O’Farrell’sdistrict and where I reside. In terms ofthe character
of the Northern vs. the Southern part of Silver Lake, the currentarrangement with Councilmember Raman in the north and Councilmember O’Farrellin the south makes sense. The two halves of this community differ in
manyrespects – mostly single family vs. a majority of multi-family homes; differingsocio-economic and cultural groups, languages spoken, etc.
TheSilver Lake community as a whole is well-served by each of the two CouncilDistricts - CD 4 and CD 13. As a9-year Board member, until this spring, of the Silver Lake Neighborhood Council,and as Secretary of the
Silver Lake Improvement Association, I see nothing unsuitableor wrong with continuing the current arrangement of splitting our geographical area,Silver Lake, between two Councilmembers when it has been working so
very well.
Iunderstand that two nearby communities including Glassell Park whereCouncilmember O’Farrell may continue to reside, have split their communitiesbetween two Council Districts. I amrequesting that a redrawn map
continuethe present division of the Silver Lake Community between the Council Districts4 and 13. Ifthe proposed plan should go forward, people in these two districts will noticethat their duly elected representatives
have been removed and will loseconfidence in the integrity of the redistricting process.
My hope is that redrawnmaps for both CD 12 and CD 4 keep Councilmember Krekorian and Councilmember Ramanin the vast majority of their current districts. It’s the just, the righteousthing to do for the voters, for the
community, and for their chosenrepresentatives.
Thankyou for your attention to this important matter, and thank you for your service.
Sincerely,Barbara Ringuette
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September 30th, 2021
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt
Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905.
Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt
around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly
Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place.
We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest. The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going
to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Lacy Waltzman
resident & homeowner
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
sent by magic
Hello LA Redistricting Commission, my name is Qiao Li, I’m writing from Los
Feliz to express my utmost support for Map K2 with modifications, while
opposing Map L.
During the 2007 Griffith Park fire, our house in Los Feliz was damaged by
the fire. We live in an active fire zone close to the park, what happens at
the park affects our daily lives, and we must have a say in how the park is
managed and protected.
During the 2010 “Save the Peak” campaign to prevent development around
Hollywood Sign, our Hollywood, Beachwood Canyon, Fern Dell, Griffith Park,
and Los Feliz neighborhoods united to fight against such development, not
only because we love the park, and believe this is a park for all, but we
were also all in the same district, and would be negatively impacted by the
potential development! Our united voice translated into actions to protect
the park, and we won!
To date, Griffith Park remains the largest urban park in the US for
families and children seeking a reprieve from the hustling city life. Los
Feliz and its surrounding communities belong together, and we must have a
voice in protecting and preserving Griffith Park.
Sincerely,
Qiao Li
Dear Commissioners:
Please consider the following and adjust your Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
Under California law, our Windsor Square neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont
Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a "community of interest" because we are "a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single
district for purposes of its effective and fair representation."
Our community qualifies as a "community of interest" under every legal standard: "needs and interests," geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties,
and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the
community's concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents' rights to be united and fairly
represented.
Sincerely,
Colleen Friend
[Cal State LA]
Colleen Friend, Phd, LCSW
Professor, School of Social Work
Rongxiang Xu College of Health and Human Services
Past Director, Child Abuse and Family Violence Institute
California State University, Los Angeles
5151 State University Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90032
T ###-####
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*Response to request for input on Los Angeles Redistricting Maps:*
Dear Redistricting Committee Members,
Currently I live in the Bel Air Beverly Crest area.
You and your fellow Committee members are hard at work on redrawing the
districts of Los Angeles. Though this process officially began months
ago, there is tremendous pressure on you, government officials, and the
public to act immediately and to make a positive contribution to help to
finalize the maps that will be the basis for redistricting.
1. If you can, please extend the timeline for completion of the
redistricting maps to give the public more time to comprehend the proposals
and to consider how those changes will affect them and the
representation they will have for the next 10 years.
2. I absolutely concur with the letter written to you by Travis Longcore,
President of the BABCNC, who is well suited by profession and inclination
to making valuable, reasonable suggestions to your Committee members. He is
a man of great integrity and insight.
A. The communities of common interest have supported open space,
conservation, and preservation of our mountains. Please help us to
continue that support by including more open space in our area. We believe
in protecting our wildlife and mative plants..
B. We work closely with our Fire Dept . and with LAPD, and we have an
Emergency Preparedness Committee that is second to none. In our Very high
severe fire zone, we must continue to prepare our close-knit communities
for life threatening eventualities. We need each other.
3. I am not a cartographer, an expert in geography, or a politician.
Without proper training I cannot help to draw new maps; the learning curve
is intimidating. I can see that some areas are islands in a sea of other
districts. (For example, see Map O.) This may be happening in other maps,
too.
I hope no area is shoe-horned in to balance population numbers in other
community maps.
5. I do not see dates on your maps. I may have missed them. If one wants
to know what the latest maps are, it would help to see when they were
created by the Committee.. I believe that you have wisely changed some maps
and that many of our mountain and canyon communities which composed the
Neighborhood Council were restored in the next iteration. Thank you!
6. Having Mulholland as our northern border and having Sepulveda and/or the
I-405 as our western border easily defines 2 of our boundaries. While
Sunset has been an excellent southern border, there may be some who want to
extend the border into Westwood.Will that contribute to tearing Westwood
apart? I support keeping Westwood together, if possible.
Thank you for giving us the opportunity to contribute to the
reconciliation of the Redistricting
maps. I hope that input from the public has been helpful to your work.
Sincerely,
Irene Sandler
imsandle@gmail.com
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City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest

Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt
Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the
Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites
arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Tina & Clark Germain8767 Wonderland Ave.

We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
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Dear Commission Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and Commissioners,
I am writing on behalf of my community to commend you on the work you are
doing on behalf of all the residents of Los Angeles! Below is the message
we are sharing with our neighborhoods and beyond.
You are appreciated.
With gratitude,
Cindy Chvatal
Hancock Park HOA
Greater Wilshire NC
*Redistricting Commission Shines a Long-Awaited Light*
For decades, every time redistricting has been done, the call from
Angelenos Citywide has been that corruption is rampant. Accusations that
maps are being drawn behind closed doors by incumbents or their loyal staff
members. That community
organizing and input is just a sham show to pretend that the public is
being listened to.
Gerrymandering is the practice of setting boundaries of electoral districts
to favor specific political interests or incumbents within legislative
bodies, often resulting in districts with convoluted, winding boundaries
rather than compact areas. This tends to violate compactness of districts
and equality of size of constituencies. The constitutional
<https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/constitutional significance of
the latter principle was set forth in a US Supreme Court ruling issued in
1962, Baker v. Carr, in which the Court held that the failure of the
legislature of Tennessee to reapportion state legislative districts to take
into account significant changes in district populations had effectively
reduced the weight of votes cast in more populous districts, amounting to a
violation of the equal protection clause of the Fourth Amendment.(
https://www.britannica.com/topic/gerrymandering).
Well in 2021 something remarkable is happening: the commission is following
the Census data and the voices of the people and not the voice of
incumbents. The independent commission formed months ago and at the start
of it the commissioners created ground rules for ethical behavior. They
created principles of how they would be respectful of each other and the
communities they were about to move around on a map. And they agreed that
this time, the process would be transparent and done in the open. And for
months the commission worked off of these principles and the map started to
morph based on community input, particularly for communities of interest.
We often don't feel like we have a lot to applaud at City Hall between the
rising rents, crime and ever-growing numbers of unhoused, broken streets
and poor air quality. Yet this redistricting commission has stood on
principle and stood by the community and are not concerned about whether
incumbent Councilmembers like the newly forming districts. They may not
have created a perfect map yet but they have been ethical and listened to
so many neighborhood voices. And the process is not over yet---they want
to make the current neighborhood consensus-built map even better.
You ask for transparency and to stop the corruption. This commission is
working to create a map for the City of LA based on Census Data and not on
the needs of 15 members who sit on the LA City Council. Though Change is
hard and many of us may shift around inside our Council Districts and have
to learn to be ok with it--what matters is that this commission is
unprecedented in putting the community and population data first over
political interest.
Join the historic effort to keep the LA Redistricting Process ethical and
transparent!
Hold our City accountable and lend your voice in the upcoming meetings.
Meetings will be October 6th and 13th at 6PM, October 9th and 16th at 10am
For more information or to submit comments to the commission please visit
https://laccrc2021.org/
Sincerely,
Cindy Chvatal-Keane
Hancock Park HOA and Greater Wilshire NC
LACCRC 2021 – Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021 – City
of Los Angeles <https://laccrc2021.org/
2021 CITY OF LOS ANGELES Deadline Extended For COI and Public Maps to
October 1, 2021 Submit by 12pm. Submit with Link Below or via Email:
Redistricting.LACity@lacity.org DRAW MAPS 2020 U.S. Census Data Available
Now The 2020 Census counted every person living in the United States and
the five U.S. territories.
laccrc2021.org
Meetings – LACCRC 2021 – Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
2021 <https://laccrc2021.org/meetings/
If You Missed Our Last Meeting, Watch Here: Meeting Types: Upcoming
Meetings – A list of all LACCRC Meetings and Special Meetings. Public
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Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Commissioners, and City Redistricting Staff:
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation Draft K2
(Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole with a emphasis on public/fire safety. I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents
our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most recognized and
celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong emphasis on fire safety),
emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as a part of the Hollywood Hills West
area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly
Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset Square, and Spaulding Square...we therefore denounce Map L and
respectfully request Map L not be adopted by the commission. Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must advocate for our Canyon and its historic corridors, open space, wildlife
and cultural history with one voice. Thank you!
We Are Laurel Canyon.
Respectfully,
Jacques Stroweis
Dear Commission,
I am writing to let you know that I strongly oppose seveeing Shadow Hills
and the connected Stonehurst community from CD7. I live in the Stonehurst
community of Shadow Hills in CD7. I am an equestrian and horse owner.
Shadow Hills has a long history of close community with horse properties,
the Shadow Hills Property Owners Association and its newsletter, and our
shared investment in Hansen Dam.
Shadow Hills and its Stonehurst community is ONE large community contiguous
with the Foothill communities of Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Sunland-Tujuna,
and La Tuna Canyon. We are one. If you allow separation of our community we
will be lost. We love Councilwoman Monica Rodriguez and desperately need a
unified voice to support our horse properties and horse trails and
businesses.
Neither of the proposed redistricting maps serve the interests of Shadow
Hills.
Please keep Shadow Hills and its Stonehurst community in CD7. If you allow
its separation the Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ)
will be disjointed from our very own historic landscape of Hansen Dam and
our horseback riding trails. It will also be a major economic loss for the
City.
I live in the recognized community of Shadow Hills/Stonehurst community
which is in the northeast section of the San Fernando Valley. Shadow Hills
has approximately 2,400 residences. I am opposed to the maps (K2, and L)
currently under consideration for adoption for the redistricting of the
City of Los Angeles.
FACTS:
Shadow Hills is an equestrian community with a long historical heritage of
horse and animal keeping.
We are also located in a Mountain Fire District in a high fire zone.
Shadow Hill shares its common interests and goals with its neighboring
communities of Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, and La Tuna Canyon - all of which
are in high fire zones and are equestrian and animal keeping communities.
WHY AM I OPPOSED TO THE CURRENT REDISTRICTING PROPOSALS:
I am opposed to the splitting up of the community of Shadow Hills. We need
to remain as ONE unified community voice in order to advocate effectively
for the preservation of our very unique lifestyle.
Our communities of LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon MUST
remain in ONE (the SAME) district to better defend and protect our Mountain
Fire Districts, as well as to preserve and promote our cultural and
historical heritage of equestrian living.
Our Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) must NOT be split up into
different districts. Our FTDNC has effectively advocated for all of our
communities - LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon - in fire
and equestrian issues. The FTDNC must remain intact in order to continue to
represent our communities with one single united voice.
Thnk you for you time and taking my comments.
Sincerely,
Bonnie Rogers
Stonehurst, Shadow Hills, homeowner, horse owner, tax paying resident in CD7
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I strongly believe that the Los Feliz neighborhood and Griffith Park should be kept part of the same council district. The following post on Nextdoor from a local resident states the reasons very clearly & succinctly.
Sincerely,
Nick McNaughton1716 N. Edgemont #38Los Angeles, 90027
Redistricting: Add Griffith Park to District G in Map K2. In the current L.A. redistricting Map K2, Los Feliz is in District G, but doesn't include Griffith Park. https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/City-of-LADraft-Map-K2.pdf Here's why it should be added to District G:There's a lot of history ( 220 years) behind the association of Los Feliz with Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and Los Feliz made up the original
Rancho Los Feliz land holding, and the Los Feliz neighborhood always had the responsibility for the care and welfare of Griffith Park since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded in 1800. This relationship has been
recognized since Los Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910! So the council district that contained the Los Feliz neighborhood always included the land comprising Griffith Park. (Thanks to the Los
Feliz Improvement Assoc. for this historical info!)Proximity to the park is certainly one of the reasons people live in Los Feliz. People walk there daily, care for sick animals in the park, etc. So the two areas, Los Feliz
and Griffith Park, should be kept together.NOTE: There's no residential population in Griffith Park, so adding it to District G wouldn't impact the demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan.
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the proposed council districts.
The proposed changes to Councilman Bob Blumenfield’s District 3 would eviscerate the elements that make the district work.
We have a mix of wealthy, middle class, lower middle class and poor neighborhoods and a thriving business base that includes the gem that is Warner Center.
That mix works for the common good and uplifts the whole area.
The proposed 4-Or-2 District leaves the middle class adrift in a poorer district that includes Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda, Lake Balboa and Van Nuys.
The new District 3 would become the realm of the ultra-wealthy and include Hidden Hills, Tarzana, Encino, Sherman Oaks and conveniently — Warner Center.
District 12 would include West Hills, Chatsworth, Porter Ranch, Northridge and Granada Hills and and they would be burdened with the token poor area of North Hills. This is not redistricting for the common good. This
is simply splitting districts into rich and poor areas and letting the middle class fend for itself.
Districts work better when there is a mix of economic levels, a solid business core and a councilman who cares about all of them.
Please don’t drag us down.
Sincerely,
Jeanette Dunn,
Council District 3
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
I am a member of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition.
We support our Neighborhood Council’s position to extend District "J" on map K 2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyons and Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest.
But, to be clear, we are vehemently opposed to MAP K2 in its current form.
As it currently exists, K2 banishes us from our community of shared interests with our neighbors to our west on Benedict Cyn and Beverly Glen. This is an arbitrary and illogical cut-off, particularly as we share the same
topography, the same construction considerations, the same fire danger, the same public safety issues, and the same critical Life Safety services.
It is crucial that we share the same district with hillside neighborhoods that have identical conditions and concerns. We have spent the last 10 years being denied those same protections as CD5.
Map L would be the ideal solution for our particular area of Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest, but again we do support the BABCNC’s amended version of MAP K2. PLEASE don't make the same mistake as the City made 10
years ago. Either extend MAP K2 to include Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest as proposed by our Neighborhood Council. Or use Map L as an alternative.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Leanse
Dear Members of the Redistricting Committee:
I am a member of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition.
We support our Neighborhood Council’s position to extend District “J” on Map K2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyon, and Bowmont, Hazen and Briarcrest.
But, to be clear, we are vehemently opposed to MAP K2 in its current form.
As it currently exists, K2 banishes us from our community of shared interests with our neighbors to our west on Benedict Cyn and Beverly Glen. This is an arbitrary and illogical cut-off, particularly as we share the
same topography, the same construction considerations, the same fire danger, the same public safety issues, and the same critical Life Safety services.
It is crucial that we share the same district with hillside neighborhoods that have identical conditions and concerns. We have spent the last 10 years being denied those same protections as CD5.
Map L would be the ideal solution for our particular area of Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest, but again we do support the BABCNC’s amended version of MAP K2. PLEASE don't make the same mistake as the City made
10 years ago. Either extend MAP K2 to include Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest as proposed by our Neighborhood Council. Or use Map L as an alternative.
Sincerely,
John Waybill
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our
Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Alex Warner
1130 S Burnside Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90019
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City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general
welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local
independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel
Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the
east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s
lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to
the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites
are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State
of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We
are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear
and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s
backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on
scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out
those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We
have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio
operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of
Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep
our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who
we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property
and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the
Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also
voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its
redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government
and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Sarah Milward
8599 Wonderland AVE
Los Angeles California 90046
-- EMAIL sarah.foelske@gmail.com
PHONE ###-####
WEB http://makenice.me/
INSTAGRAM https://www.instagram.com/makenicedesign/
I am Westside NC Stakeholders and a resident of Cheviot Hills for over 24
years. I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. Map L ignores historical
boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent
homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address
Westside issues. Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single
District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues
the historical relationships of the Westside communities We urge you to
support Map K2 Sincerely,
Lisa Lainer
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LA City Redistricting Commission.
We are Westside NC Stakeholders.
We are longtime members of West of Westwood HOA in Rancho Park.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows
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Hello commissioners:
I am on the Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa; I am the Residential
Director for District seat 11 in Los Angeles City Council District 11 (CD
11). This area encompasses the residential neighborhood of LA City Ladera
south to the 405 Freeway. Our area is known as the east Westchester
community. On behalf of our residents we want to oppose the K2.5 Map plan
to move our community out of Westchester into Council District 8 (CD 8).
In the 10 years since our community was redistricted into CD 11 we have
developed strong bonds with the Westchester. We share churches, shopping
and business centers with Westchester. We have community signs in our
business district that say ‘Westchester’, we have a seat on the
Neighborhood Council, we work with LAPD’s Pacific Division Community
Policing Unit, Councilman Bonin sponsors our neighborhood Block Party, we
participated in the Westchester Santa Claus Holiday Caravan, and with the
support of the Neighborhood Council and our Councilman our neighborhood got
it’s official name of ‘Ladera’ after 70 years.
Until the previous Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission moved
us into Council District 11 our neighborhood had been forgotten for decades
by most of Los Angeles City Departments. We had major public safety
hazards and issues with other city services, but our area is so small and
removed from CD 8 that we were ignored, and our voices were not heard. We
had street signs that were 35 years old with letters missing making it
difficult for first responders to find us in emergency situations, frequent
power outages, dangerous intersections and trash that was frequently not
picked up. Since we became part of CD 11, our community had been
recognized. We had a community meeting with Councilman Bonin and
superintendents from several city departments and they heard how poor the
service was and we finally got improvements. DWP came to service our power
poles for the first time in 10 years, the city made new street signs for
the neighborhood, Bradley Place got resurfaced for the first time in 30
years, intersections with blind spots got red curbs painted, two of the
most dangerous intersections got stop signs, the Councilman’s office helped
on community clean-up, and they helped get funding for a major
re-landscaping and storm water reclamation project on La Cienega (the
gateway to LAX) in our community.
Under Los Angeles Council District 11 our neighborhood has been improving.
We now have a seat on the Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa and we
share the same issues with the rest of the Westchester community about our
parks, homelessness, airport noises, etc. With the purposed plan in Map
K2.5 we will lose our Neighborhood Council Residential Districts seat and
our ability to have the voices of our residents heard at City Hall. Map
K2.5 will take away our hope for further improvements. Please help keep us
moving forward, not backward.
Sincerely,
Dennis Miller
Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa
Director - Residential District 11
-- Dennis Miller
NCWP Board Member
Residential District 11
Do you really need to print this e-mail?
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain
confidential and/or legally privileged information. It is solely for the
use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or
disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the
Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended
recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of the
communication.
Hello,
Where can I find a copy of the adopted draft map K2.5 in a machine-readable
format, preferably geojson? I am a resident of Koreatown and would like to
do some analysis on the proposed boundaries ahead of the public hearings.
Thank you,
Tal Levy
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Hello,
Where can I find a copy of the adopted draft map K2.5 in a machine-readable
format, preferably geojson? I am a resident of Koreatown and would like to
do some analysis on the proposed boundaries ahead of the public hearings.
Thank you,
Tal Levy
Hi there,
I'm writing to ask that you consider adding Griffith Park to district G in
map K2. I've lived in Los Feliz for almost a decade and the park is a huge
part of our, and our neighbors', lives. Also, because we live in such close
proximity to a large expanse of land, the residents of Los Feliz are
especially concerned with maintaining the park and reducing fire risk. The
park touches many aspects of our lives -- we are invested in the wildlife
that roams down into our backyards for water during heatwaves and droughts,
our children play at Fern Dell, some of us have even faced evacuation in
the past during fire season.
I understand that this addition would not affect the demographic statistics
of the map, so I am hoping that this will be taken under consideration.
Thank you!
Tess Lynch
1916 N Oxford
I live on Tiara Street in Encino. Theses last 10 years we have been a part of the 5th District. I want to make sure that we stay that way because years before that my part of Encino was separated from the rest of Encino
and placed in a different Council District for some bizarre reason.
These last 10 years we have felt a part of the Council District of Encino and all the wonderful things it brings because we are part of Encino.
So please keep Encino whole.
Thank you,
Fred Mandel and Family
17354 Tiara Street
Encino
Hi,
How might I voice my concern regarding the redistricting?
The site provided, https://laccrc2021.org/ is rather challenging to
navigate and to figure out how to get into the conversation and have one's
voice heard.
-- Kind regards,
Aydin Bengisu, L.Ac.
www.truepathwellness.net
www.propointsherbs.com
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Dear LACCR Commissioners,
I am a resident of Valley Village in the San Fernando Valley and am writing
to describe my dissatisfaction with how the proposed redistricting treats
the southeast San Fernando Valley. It takes our region and divides us
between 3 council districts that extend well beyond the southeast San
Fernando Valley, far into the West Valley, south into the metropolitan
areas on the other side of the Hollywood Hills and north past Sun Valley.
The Los Angeles City Planning Department has recognized that the
southeastern San Fernando Valley is a single region. The new zoning plans
treat this area as a group of interconnected neighborhoods, including
Sherman Oaks, Van Nuys, Valley Glen, Valley Village, Studio City and North
Hollywood. This makes much more sense. The 405 freeway is a
well-understood boundary, separating the east and west Valley and their
respective communities. Similarly, the Hollywood Hills are a significant
dividing line between valley residents and metropolitan city residents.
North Valley is considered a different area than the south San Fernando
Valley.
These boundaries are meaningful. Residents in the southeast San Fernando
Valley have common interests involving local issues, such as schools,
transportation, parks, police and fire services, homelessness outreach,
libraries, trash collection and social services. We use the same schools,
parks, libraries, police and fire services. The local branches of city
agencies that provide trash collection, social services and homelessness
outreach provide these services to our local communities. Communality of
interest diminishes greatly when one moves west of the 405 freeway or south
of the Hollywood Hills. For example, a Valley Village resident will rarely
use parks in Tarzana. A Studio City resident has different transportation
concerns than a Hollywood resident. If the southeastern San Fernando
Valley neighborhoods are separated into three different council districts,
it will dilute our voices and make it significantly harder for residents to
take action on shared areas of concern. This is the opposite of what
redistricting is intended to accomplish.
I urge you to reconsider how you treat southeastern San Fernando Valley.
Sincerely,
Barbara Motz
Good afternoon Commissioners,
My name is George Herbert and I live at The Santa Fe Art Colony.
Our organization supports keeping The Santa Fe Art Colony and all of
Downtown Los Angeles under Council District 14.
Our organization has been represented by our CD-14 elected officials
extremely well, and our relationship with their staff has been incredible.
We are a community of interest and our values are similar to our
neighboring communities such as the Arts District, and Boyle Heights.
We request Map L be adopted.
Thank you for your time.
George Herbert
2415 south Santa Fe avenue, #9, Los Angeles CA 90058
###-####
hgeorgeherbert@gmail.com
Members of the LA City Redistricting Commission - 2021200 N. Spring StreetLos Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Commissioners,
I appreciate your commitment to do the work of redistricting and applaud your efforts over the last several months. You are tasked to make decisions that have serious impact on the quality of life, and livelihood of all
Angelenos, yet the timeframe to reach an equitable goal is insufficient and fraught with unyielding barriers. Acknowledging all of the above, I want to say "thank you".
As you continue deliberating and mapping, I echo the resounding message that, Everyvoice must count whether Koreatown or Watts, Lafayette Square or Leimert Park, Harvard Heights or South Park … In2###-####,
and 2021, yes for the 3rd time, we heard the following: *Do what’s right. Move Watts to a district with stronger ties andrelatedness. *Put Koreatown in One District ideally, but as few as possible. *Don’t split valuable
assets & neighborhoods – like Crenshaw Mall. Leimert Park.
Good luck but I want to address several matters ofconcern that your maps appear to overlook: I Urge you to do what it takes to Preserve 8th, 9th,10th districts – wonderfully culturally diverse, but suffering from
economicinequity. That includes protectingLeimert Park Village, Crenshaw Mall, Nate Holden Theater, Vision Theater, LAConvention Center, LA Live, LA Trade Tech, AAA, USC, Casa De Rosas, andExposition Park
in what you call RegionOne. Although it was deemed to Not Be Enough in 2000, & 2011, studythe recommendations of your predecessor Redistricting Commissions reKoreatown. It was not a 4-way split. Use your
EQUITY LENS while “getting into goodtrouble”.
While some significant stakeholder voices have not even weighedin here, know that I have confidence in YOU – you have among you, folk who canmake bricks without straws, WHO believe in miracles, and who HAVE
LEGACYINVESTMENT in our city of the Angels.
Prayers and good thoughts continue foryou all,JDW
Jacquelyn Dupont-Walker, PresidentWard Economic Development Corp.2###-#### City of LA Redistricting CommissionElected LA City Charter Commission
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Donna and Fred Mendes
I am a constituent of Paul Krekorian. I live in Valley Glen/Van Nuys.
Just as I would not expect our leaders in Beverly Hills to make decisions
for us folks living in the heart of the Valley, nor would I want the
leaders in Los Feliz making decisions for us.
Please keep valley business in the valley. Location matters. I support
SOHA'S redistricting map.
Donna Mendes
5743 Ranchito Ave.
Van Nuys, CA 91401
###-####
"Jane & Bob Anderson"Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. YOUR NAME HERE
Hancock Park Homeowners
Redistricting
Association
Commission
est 1948Shines a Light! Our Next Steps!
Dear Hancock Park and Surrounding Neighbors, Thank you to all who were able to speak or emailed the commissioners during the recent LA Redistricting hearings! We will need your voices again in the upcoming
meetings which will be held on October 6th and 13th at 6pm, October 9th and 16th at 10am via Zoom (Click this link to join the meetings and we will also send reminder emails.) And please continue to submit your
comments to the commission by emailing: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org [mailto:redistricting.lacity@lacity.org] , fred.ali@lacity.org [mailto:fred.ali@lacity.org] and frank.cardenas@lacity.org [mailto:frank.cardenas@lacity.
org] THE STORY : For decades, every time redistricting has been done, the call from Angelenos Citywide has been that corruption is rampant. Accusations that maps are being drawn behind closed doors by
incumbents or their loyal staff members. That community organizing and input is just a sham show to pretend that the public is being listened to. Gerrymandering is basically the practice of setting boundaries of
electoral districts to favor specific political interests or incumbents within legislative bodies often resulting in districts with odd boundaries. This practice tends to violate equality of size of communities of interest and
significant changes in populations which reduce the weight of votes cast, amounting to violations of the equal protection clause of the Fourth Amendment and the Voting Rights Act.
Well in 2021 something remarkable is happening: the commission is following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people. The
independent commission formed months ago and at the start of it the commissioners created ground rules for ethical behavior. They created principles of how they would be respectful of each other and the
communities they were about to move around on a map. And they agreed that this time, the process would be transparent and done in the open. And for months the commission worked off of these principles and the
map started to morph based on community input, particularly for communities of interest.
We often don't feel like we have a lot to applaud at City Hall between the crime and ever-growing numbers of unhoused, broken streets and poor air quality. Yet this redistricting commission has stood on principle and
stood by the community. They have been ethical and listened to so many neighborhood voices. And they adopted Draft Map K.25 (see link) https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K2.5-with-numbers.pdf [https://hancockparkhomeownersassociation.org/EmailTracker/LinkTracker.ashx?
linkAndRecipientCode=RYTrJmjuMlcsbTmDoO9Nu5KtVBK8MezXrxGxer7eECGWeUZEEgiu7NbN1sxfwPV4PCbiqHfGHUXVec3xoggx1FwYp2qLZUBxOihax0%2bdOLI%3d]; Hancock Park and our Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council are together in CD5 - with our communities of interest! This is the result we will continue to advocate for! This is our message to the Commissioners!
The process is not over yet. This commission will continue to work and adjustments will be made to the draft map, to create a map for the City of LA. That map will then be sent to City Council for their own review and
revision process and a final vote. Though shifts around Council Districts will happen what matters is that this commission is unprecedented in putting census data, population, voting rights protections, communities of
interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people first over sole political interest. Join the historic effort to keep the LA Redistricting Process ethical and transparent! Hold our City accountable and
lend your voice in the upcoming meetings- October 6th and 13th at 6PM, October 9th and 16th at 10am. Click to join the Zoom hearings!
Submit emails with our message to the commission at:
fred.ali@lacity.org [mailto:fred.ali@lacity.org], frank.cardenas@lacity.org [mailto:frank.cardenas@lacity.org], and redistricting.lacity@lacity.org [mailto:redistricting.lacity@lacity.org] Sincerely,
Your Hancock Park Homeowners Association
Sarah Me
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Sarah Mehr
Daryl Twerdahl
We appreciate the very ethical and thoughtful approach the commission is taking in listening to the public on redistricting.
Thank you,
Daryl and Jim Twerdahl
Hancock Park Homeowners Association members
Sent from my iPad
Hancock Park Homeowners
Correct
Association
Link to View
est Draft
1948 Map K2.5 Council District 5 - Hancock Park
Dear Hancock Park and Surrounding Neighbors, Below is the correct lick to view the proposed MapK2.5. Hancock Park and the GWNC are in CD5 joining our Communities of Interest to the west! https://laccrc2021.
org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-with-numbers.pdf [https://hancockparkhomeownersassociation.org/EmailTracker/LinkTracker.ashx?linkAndRecipientCode=%
2fa3aeol9TtBW2AxRnfnhcb84B%2fdcjgCJAET8fIBKTdav%2fxjKWTg9ZycrWFCrRclIXRcMAGNJP%2bf0aPkf%2ft2X7W%2b1pRS74Y1%2frjhu79Ceycg%3d]
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I like the map as it. Please do not change it.
Marshall Long
SOHA Land use chair.
[image: LVNA.png]
Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Commissioners, Staff, and Mr.
Mitchell,
The Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association (LVNA) thanks the Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission for approving a single Final
Draft Map Plan, K2.5. We thank the Commission for keeping the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council intact and in one council district, Council
District 5, with other neighborhoods of shared values and interests.
We enthusiastically support this plan.
The LVNA also joins with the Hancock Park Homeowners Association in
supporting the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association's recommendations for
additional detailed Map K2.5 information. We concur that this additional
information will assist the public and elected officials in interpreting
and understanding the map plan and the depth of consideration that went
into its formulation.
We appreciate and support the transparency with which the Commission is
conducting the redistricting process as well as its efforts at encouraging
public participation in this effort.
Sincerely,
Charles D’Atri
President
Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association
To Whom It May Concern:
We are residents of Sherman Oaks and we support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Assoc. recommendation for redistricting that joins S.O. to adjacent Valley
areas, per Draft Plan Map K2.
We've never felt the current districting arrangement represented our
interests properly. We believe this change makes sense because Sherman Oaks
residents' interests are better aligned with those of our closest
neighboring communities.
Thank you,
Georgia Brewer & Alan Kilmartin
5518 Ventura Canyon Avenue
Sherman Oaks, CA 91401
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods. I’m a member (or officer) of the
board of the Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association. I’ve lived in Larchmont for 9 years, I am writing to the Commission to express support for the Commission’s decision to release a single Final Draft Map Plan K
2.5.
With Plan K2.5, Larchmont remains in Greater Wilshire and the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council remains whole in Council District 5 (CD5) .We are now all included in that district with neighbors to the West who
share our interests, values and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission’s transparency and dedication to the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you.
Respectfully,
Adam Rubenstein Larchmont Village Resident
The Bel Air/Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council has asked that our neighborhood, Coldwater to Briarcrest, be moved into District J. You are in support of that adjustment.
The current map, K2, creates a Frankenstein district call “O”. It’s design ignores the basic principles of redistricting your commission has articulated and as expressed by Commissioner Katz in Los Angeles magazine
and Commissioner Cardenas at the 9/27 meeting.
District O ignores the natural boundary of Mulholland and takes our Coldwater to Briarcrest south of Mulholland and puts it in a district that is designed to be a valley district – District O.
It takes us away from our communities of interest to our immediate west in District J.
We share communities of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic and public services.
We share geographic, demographic, social and religious communities with District J.
We share critical life safety services of Police and Fire.
If you can’t even assign a council district number to what you have created, that should indicate it is an artificial construct.
From Stacy Klines 2400 Bowmont Drive
Beverly Hills Sent from Stacy's iPad
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Larry Eisenberg MD
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Jon Roscomare
Jim Ardell

10/3/2021 13:16:28

JD Myers

10/3/2021 13:19:50

Khalid Khaliqi

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods. I’m a member of the board of the
Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association. I’ve lived in Larchmont for 22 years, I am writing to the Commission to express support for the Commission’s decision to release a single Final Draft Map Plan K 2.5.
With Plan K2.5, Larchmont remains in Greater Wilshire and the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council remains whole in District 5 (CD5). We are now all included in a single district with neighbors to the West who
share our interests, values and concerns.
I greatly appreciate the Commission’s transparency and dedication to the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you.
Respectfully,
Sam Uretsky
Dear Commissioner Suh and Redistricting Committee:
Please keep Hollywoodland, tract 6450 ( residential and open space) in the same district as our neighborhoods of common interest ( per map “K2 “). These neighborhoods include: Los Feliz, The Oaks, The Dells, Lake
Hollywood Estates, and the Hollywood Knolls. If K2 map alternatives are necessary, removal of SF Valley areas of Valley Glen to Shadow Hills should be considered.
The hillside communities from Los Feliz to Belair are communities juxtaposed in the Santa Monica Mountains geography. That association identifies these common attributes: high fire severity zones, significant
ecological areas, substandard infrastructure structure and intrusive tourist hiker issues impeding on private properties. Our adjacent common neighborhoods also share historic boundaries observed from the original
Rancho Los Feliz ( the Oaks, Los Feliz) and Providencia Rancho (Hollywoodland, Lake Hollywood Estates, Hollywood Knolls, Hollywood Dell, Beachwood Canyon). This is yet another element that should be preserved
in the district maps. Thank you for considering these viewpoints.
Best regard,
Christine O’Brien
Sent from my iPad
Good morning,We are pleased that the current plan calls for the inclusion of Hancock Park in CD5. This plan unites us, and our many orthodox Jewish friends living in Hancock Park, with the many institutions that are
important to us and our lives. Our children went to schools in CD5. The three synagogues where we are members are in CD5. The kosher restaurants and stores we frequent are in CD5. Our community is very close
and united, yet has been artificially separated by district boundaries. The K.25 plan corrects this, and allows our voices to be better heard and our needs better met. We strongly support it and hope you will endorse it.
Thank you.Larry and Maureen Eisenberg
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.Miracle
Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire
Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Imagine - a map without gerrymandering. Map K2.5 is exactly that. I wholeheartedly support it.
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and I am a 10 year resident of Cheviot
Hills.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and
splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked
together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects
the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Jim and Amy Ardell
10278 Klirenny Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
Thanks again to the Commission for its efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods. My family and I have lived in Larchmont for
3 years, and we have come to absolutely love our neighborhood and the community that lives in and around it. We hope to be here for many years to come, so maintaining the quality of this community is of the utmost
importance to us. We are writing to the Commission to express support for the Commission’s decision to release a single Final Draft Map Plan K 2.5.
We would like our neighborhood to remain in Greater Wilshire, and we would also like the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to remain whole in Council District 5 (CD5). By doing so, our area and our neighbors
will be included in a district that also includes neighbors to the West who share similar interests, values and concerns.
We genuinely appreciate the Commission’s transparency and its commitment to hearing us out and including our comments and opinions in its deliberations.
Respectfully,
JD Myers and Andrew Runyon
551 N. Lucerne Blvd, 90004
-------------------------------JD Myers
(e): jdmyers777@gmail.com
(c): ###-####
Hello, The draft K2.5 map is missing district boundaries. i can’t tell if my address will end up in district 3 or some other district? Why aren’t the boundary streets / blvds not labeled clearly? for Example i can’t tell where
the northern boundary go district 3 ends? it is victory blvd or Oxnard ? https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-with-numbers.pdf
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Reseda Mickey

Testiony
You don't necessarily have to answer my questions directly, just consider how these questions are raised. I somehow didn't hear about redistricting until I found out about plans from the Eastsider newsletter:
I'm confused, how can we decide if we like a proposed map?https://laccrc2021.org/future-proposed-city-council-district-maps/
- empty page
https://www.wedrawthelinesca.org/presentation_archives
- empty page - link should be here: https://laccrc2021.org/past-meetings/
https://laccrc2021.org/join-our-email-newsletter/
- dead link
There's not enough information about the current choice options - no I don't want to draw my own map!- The comments links in the pdf are all dead as well.https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/LACCRCFact-Sheet-3.pdf
There seem to be two sets of comments: 1) docs on google drive (below) and 2) links from this page with a VERY confusing map and my zip code mixed in with comments from very far away zips:https://redistricting.
lacounty.gov/public-hearings/
How can I upvote a comment? I share this opinion, that 1 and 13 should share Elysian Park:https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1BwicgOIfwltBePxhlS-jezCbn1HQUvI0
There are a lot of great comments.
And why is 15 not it's own city like all the other southern beach areas?
How much political clout and by whom were the wealthy areas allowed to secede? I was not raised in LA, don't know the history.I'm assuming that the 15 corridor is considered "contiguous" by the inhabitants?
---- my notes ----https://www.wedrawthelinesca.org/meetings
"Andrea & Michael Sher"
To Whom it Concerns,
I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far
northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove
Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Andrea Sher
4019 Goodland AVe,
Studio City, CA 91604.
Susan Traylor
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt
Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905.
Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt
around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly
Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place.
We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, Susan Traylor
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Susan Traylor
valerie johns
To All it May Concern:
We are writing as Westside NC Stakeholders and residents of Cheviot Hills since 2005.
We have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
We are concerned. Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into three districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address our Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the Homeowners Associations within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the our Westside communities.
We urge you to give your support to Map K2.
Thank you in advance for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Valerie Johns & Lon Schneider
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and a resident of Cheviot Hills (if long time put # of years).
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
[INSERT NAME]
bobh1091@aol.com I support Map Plan K2. Make the Valley district whole!
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Testiony
Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city
Into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly
affect the area in which I have lived for the past 30+ years.
As a long time resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area,
I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues,
which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further
complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of
Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Thanks
Bradley Kroopd
To Chairman Fred Ali and Commission I have been following with growing dismay the redistricting process. I have lived in CD2 for the past 33 years and Paul Kerkorian has been the most effective and responsive
Councilman of them all. I have seen his effective responses to traffic, trash, homelessness and even the need to upgrade our dog park. We just voted to give him another term and now you want to move him out of this
district that he knows so well and give us a uninformed and unexperienced newcomer to City Council. That is a slap in the face for all of the constituents of CD2. We in the East Valley have been used to be forgotten
and taken for granted, Paul Kerkorian has helped to change that. Please let Councilman Kerkorian serve out the remainder of his last term in the district he has served so well- CD2. Thank you for your
consideration, Barbara J. Cousins Barbmicro@aol.com 6031 Willow Crest Ave North Hollywood
Earlier in your process, I submitted comments to the Commission related to my concerns and opposition to Map L due to the fact that it divides our community, our civic associations, and our neighborhood council
between THREE districts -- in addition to ignoring the concept of respecting communities of interest.
In listening to the Commission's meeting of Sept. 30th, there was discussion about whether or how to consider the desirability of creating a map that brings together a high percentage of renters in a defined map/council
district area.
There is no doubt that renters in our City face significant challenges. Those challenges are universal across the City. However, attempting to create district boundaries TODAY based on the distribution of renters in the
City now would be to lock in housing patterns already planned to be significantly redirected looking toward the City's new Housing Element. That policy document seeks to redistribute housing across the City during the
coming eight year housing cycle. There is danger in attempting to identify a district area that focuses on TODAY'S renter population and distribution.
Further, the issues of renters/tenants are a true citywide concern and should not be the concern or primary interest of a single council district. There are and will be tenants throughout the City and its council districts
and progress to address tenant-related concerns should be something of concern to all councilmembers.
Finally, as this concept was introduced very late in the process, it would seem to be a good idea to contact organized tenant advocacy organizations to have them weigh in on the suggestion if it is to be formally
considered moving forward.
I appreciate the work of staff and the Commissioners in sorting out the challenging task before you.
Thank you,
Barbara Broide
(Writing as an individual/President Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. HOA)
Hi.
(I got your email address from last week's meeting agenda.)
I've been following the actions and meetings of the Redistricting Commission. After last Thursday's meeting, I was looking more carefully at the maps, particularly the K2 version.
A number of public comments were about concerns with dividing Neighborhood Councils or neighborhoods. I looked at K2 closer and I see that Melrose Ave. seems to be a boundary between “districts” designated G
and J. Also, this version leaves a little “stem” between Melrose and the City of West Hollywood boundary.
As a resident in the Melrose area for almost 30 years, I have a problem with that.
I suggest that the boundary in that area for J be moved up to the West Hollywood border, which, to me makes more sense. Also, with the recent crime problems on Melrose, CD5 representatives (including Councilman
Koretz) have been working to solve the problem. Even Wilshire Division LAPD uses the West Hollywood border.
I suggest that a portion of J east of La Brea Ave. could be moved to G to compensate for the population shift I am proposing.
Thanks.
Bob AbrahamsN. Poinsettia Place
Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly affect the area in which I have lived for the past 4+ years. My wife and I bought this property to raise our newborn son and are now seriously
considering moving as this area continues to deteriorate. As a resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area, I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues, which now is
in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of
Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Thanks, Bruce Shetler & Ayla Karlin 750 N Sierra Bonita Ave Los Angeles, CA 90046
Sent from my iPhone
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Testiony
Dear Commissioners, I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict Canyon. Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to Council District 5 on Map K2.5. Please extend
Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further east to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood
Council which embodiesa community of interest related to fire risk,Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air, and cross-canyon traffic.
Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood Council are addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that
serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it
extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley. Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact as it connects Franklin Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues confronting
Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues. Please
restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Sincerely,
Chelsea Hadley 1801 Franklin Canyon Drive
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding member
of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood Council, is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And,
like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and
into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we
are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can
continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Justin Reinhardt
1801 Franklin Cyn. Dr.
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our
Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, JAY BLUMENFIELD SINCE 1959
I've been an active Los Feliz resident since 1989. Not one person I have
spoken to has any idea WHY there is a suggestion of redistricting Griffith
Park from Los Feliz. Just the obvious HISTORY of Los Feliz has the average
person outraged at the thought.
Your outreach on an unprecedented move like this would need to be
far-reaching. It isn't. I work, I am never available at 10AM for these
meetings. There needs to be a VOTE, on a BALLOT with clear and unbiased
results from the entire community.
Patricia Ruben
I am a resident of Ladera and want to request that our district remains on
CD11. We have never had so much done for our area in the last 2 years and
we owe that to district CD11. It will be detrimental to move our area to
CD8. If moved to district 8, our resources (fire department, paramedics and
resources) will be further away and we feel being placed in South LA would
be a hindrance to our area and take a longer travel time to help those in
our community which encompasses a lot of senior citizens, and can be
detrimental to their health/lives. We are a very diverse community (with
African Americans, Asians, Hispanics, Caucasians, Ethiopians, and many
others) and feel that we would be an asset to our current district, 11,
Westchester. Our area has much more in common with Westchester ase we are
minutes away, a lot of businesses came to our area Amazon Fresh, Mervyns,
food chains, and many more because of our diverse area and similarities and
interests to Westchester. Please keep our area CD 11, the same. Thank you
for reviewing.
HELEN AND DARRYL SWEATT residents of Ladera for over 33 years.
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Testiony
Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city
Into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly
affect the area in which I have lived for the past 30+ years.
As a long time resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area,
I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city
issues,
which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood,
which further
complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West
Neighborhood Council are both
principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I
believe the only point in removing the area north of Melrose was done by
the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime
that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could
have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch
of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and
displace the current communities of interest.
Thanks,
Chaim Wolmark
110 S. Detroit Street
Los Angeles, CA 90036
Chaim
Dear Commissioners, I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict Canyon. Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to Council District 5 on Map K2.5. Please extend
Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further east to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood
Council which embodies a community of interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air, and cross-canyon traffic.
Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood Council are addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that
serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it
extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley. Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact as it connects Franklin Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues confronting
Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues. Please
restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Sincerely,
Michael Schlesinger
1445 North Beverly Drive
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Donald Seligman

Testiony
It is inconceivable that Griffith Park, land that has been part of Los
Feliz for over 220 years, has been arbitrarily severed from the community
by your action, which is akin to rewriting history. You stated that your
main motive in the new boundaries was to preserve the individual
communities to the greatest extent possible. You have unilaterally and
without consultation with the residents, divided Los Feliz when there is no
rational reason to do so. There are no residents in the Griffith Park
lands, so there is no demographic reason to remove these original Rancho
Los Feliz acres from the rest of the land grant. I urgently request a
revision of this totally illogical division of the historical and
traditional Los Feliz neighborhood. Reattach Griffith Park to the rest of
Los Feliz!
Sincerely yours,
Donald Seligman
Author of “Los Feliz: An Illustrated Early History” (Published by the Los
Feliz Improvement Association in 2009 to commemorate the 100th anniversary
of the organization).
On Sun, Oct 3, 2021 at 22:05 Patti Ruben <pattiruben@gmail.com wrote:
I've been an active Los Feliz resident since 1989. Not one person I have
spoken to has any idea WHY there is a suggestion of redistricting Griffith
Park from Los Feliz. Just the obvious HISTORY of Los Feliz has the average
person outraged at the thought.
Your outreach on an unprecedented move like this would need to be
far-reaching. It isn't. I work, I am never available at 10AM for these
meetings. There needs to be a VOTE, on a BALLOT with clear and unbiased
results from the entire community.
Patricia Ruben

10/4/2021 0:24:10

10/4/2021 5:17:01

10/4/2021 5:54:33

10/4/2021 5:58:54

10/4/2021 6:19:59

Robert Aronson

Hi,
I'm currently in CD 11. The draft map isn't sufficiently detailed to see the streets, so there's no way to form an opinion on the boundaries.
Thank you,
Robert
Keith Miller
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Keith Miller Sherman Oaks, CA
Sent from my iPad
Patti Russo
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40%20of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from AT&T Yahoo Mail on Android
Zina Glodney
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone
CHRISTINE CALLAS Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/4/2021 6:20:27

Name
Amy Adelson

10/4/2021 6:26:25

Karen Kirchner

10/4/2021 6:27:51

Karen Kirchner

10/4/2021 6:33:53

Michael Mattes

10/4/2021 6:35:55

PAULA JEPPSON

10/4/2021 6:37:55

Sherry Rendel

10/4/2021 6:44:14

Beth Sassoon

10/4/2021 7:02:17

Ronya Waters

10/4/2021 7:05:22

"kcallan76 (null)"

Testiony
Dear Commissioners:
The Bel Air/Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council has asked that our
neighborhood, Coldwater to Briarcrest, be moved into District J out of
District O. As a representative of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition,
I wholeheartedly support that adjustment.
The current map, K2, creates a Frankenstein district call “O”. Its design
ignores the basic principles of redistricting that your commission has
articulated and that were expressed by Commissioner Katz in Los Angeles
Magazine and Commissioner Cardenas at the 9/27 meeting.
District O ignores the natural boundary of Mulholland and takes our
Coldwater to Briarcrest south of Mulholland and puts it in a district that
is designed to be a Valley district – District O.
It takes us away from our communities of interest to our immediate west in
District J.
We share communities of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon
traffic and public services. We share geographic, demographic, social and
religious communities with District J. We share critical life safety
services of Police and Fire.
If you can’t even assign a council district number to what you have
created, that should indicate it is an artificial and arbitrary construct.
In this map, you will be ignoring the voices of your constituents and
continuing the silencing of the last 10 years. Please join us with our
neighbors and communities of interest in District J.
Sincerely,
Amy Adelson
Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition
I support Sherman Oaks all valley district map.
Karen Kirchner
Cody Road
Sherman Oaks
Support draft map K2.5- district 3
Karen Kirchner
Sherman Oaks.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Michael and Kristin Mattes
4264 Stern Ave.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
Sent from Mail for Windows
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Paula Jeppson
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sherry Rendel
4918 Ventura Cyn Ave
Sherman Oaks 91423
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield.
Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common
interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan
K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Ronya Waters
Homeowner, Sherman Oaks
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Yea!
K Callan
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10/4/2021 7:07:50
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10/4/2021 7:09:06

Alan Taylor

10/4/2021 7:10:41

madelyn golliher

10/4/2021 7:22:29

Kathy McGrath

10/4/2021 7:25:50

Gmail

10/4/2021 7:32:33

Albert

10/4/2021 7:34:06

kenn fuller

10/4/2021 7:43:42

Thea

10/4/2021 7:43:46

Melinda Liberatore

10/4/2021 7:46:38

Gail Polevoi

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council
District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley
the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Raman and her progressive Marxist agenda do not belong in Sherman oaks she is destroying our housing,
character, safety with her support of housing density and hands off policy on homelessness and crime. Soon out stores will close from losses no lapd enforcement.
Redistricting is needed. We have been ignored for way too long.
Michele and Steven florman Jackie florman
Brian and Jodie Weiner Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
-Alan Taylor
Estates Director | Director Trust & Probate Division
Top 1% Nationwide
###-####
Alan@ATRealEstateGroup.com<mailto:Alan@ATRealEstateGroup.com
www.AlanTaylorRealEstate.com<http://www.alantaylorrealestate.com/
DRE ###-####
NOTICE TO RECIPIENT - If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately by reply e-mail and permanently delete this e-mail and any attachments without reading, forwarding, or saving
them. Thank you.
WIRE FRAUD - Please note that wiring instructions will never be sent from any agent in my office directly to you. If you receive wiring instructions, you are strongly advised to confirm the instructions verbally with your
escrow officer.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Madelyn and Carlos Golliher
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPad
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Kenn Fuller CAS
kmfent@gmail.com
Production Sound Mixer ###-####
https://pro.imdb.com/name/nm0298277?s=7cb836f0-bb61-cc0d-cfb1-a8d3d775fdc5&site_preference=normal
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Melinda Liberatore
liberatore.mel@gmail.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map
includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3
under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield.
Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common
interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan
K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Thank you,
Gail Polevoi
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10/4/2021 7:59:33

10/4/2021 8:00:41

10/4/2021 8:03:35

10/4/2021 8:04:00

10/4/2021 8:12:33

10/4/2021 8:17:43

10/4/2021 8:17:50

10/4/2021 8:19:30

10/4/2021 8:19:33

10/4/2021 8:19:44

Name
Ann O Connor

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield.
Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common
interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5
gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the
Valley's 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Ann O'Connor
MARK LABOWE
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks
in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves
based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
<https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=webmail&utm_term=icon
Virus-free.
www.avast.com
<https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=webmail&utm_term=link
<#DAB4FAD8-2DD7-40BB-A1B8-4E2AA1F9FDF2
Marietta Grimaud
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you! Mari Grimaud
ShO resident for 68 years.
Dena Waxman
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Dena Waxman Executive Producer Denawaxman@me.com
Cell: ###-####
BRUCE GOLDSTEIN Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone
Bruce Goldstein, Principal Nortrix Enterprises, Inc
###-####
Michael Kramer
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Michael Kramer
Sherman Oaks Homeowner
"John H. Welborne"
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
As you probably realize by now, I am a life-long resident of Greater Wilshire. I support the Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. Your approved map ties Greater Wilshire with our long-time, similar communities of
interest to the west. Greater Wilshire and the other communities in the proposed CD5 share common interests north and south of Wilshire Boulevard, from Western Avenue to Beverly Hills and beyond. And equally
important, Map Plan K2.5 generally honors neighborhoods throughout the city, including finally uniting all (not just a part) of “Koreatown” within CD 10 and giving the San Fernando Valley the fair share of districts that it
deserves based upon the Valley’s 40% of the Los Angeles population. Thank you.
John H. Welborne
Windsor Square in
Greater Wilshire
Dawn Jackson JacksonDear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone
Joan Bender
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone
Hilary Pickles
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Hilary Pickles
e: hilarydawn8@hotmail.com
PEGGY BAILY
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Peggy Baily, LCSW
Peggy Baily, LCSW
pegbaily@gmail.com
###-####
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Steve Jacobsen

10/4/2021 8:24:32

10/4/2021 8:33:55

Alan Sandler

10/4/2021 8:35:54

Joel Rosenthal

10/4/2021 8:36:07

LETITIA PEPLAU

10/4/2021 8:49:19

Sandra Lucchesi

10/4/2021 8:50:35

Louis Giordano

10/4/2021 8:51:08

"\"Joël D. Badie\""

10/4/2021 8:55:27

kichaven@mac.com

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Stephen Jacobsen (3331 Scadlock Lane, Sherman Oaks)
I am in favor of making the restricting of CD4
permanent according to the latest map which makes Sherman Oaks part
of the Valley.
Thank you. Alice Metchikian
4904 Mammoth Ave
Sherman Oaks 91423
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Alan P. Sandler
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Joel Rosenthal
JRCobra427@aol.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks
in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves
based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Letitia A Peplau
14488 Glorietta Drive
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sandra Lucchesi
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Louis Giordano
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you,
Joël Badie
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Mike Kichaven
kichaven@mac.com
###-####

Date
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Shannon Millard

10/4/2021 9:18:48

Andy Wheeler

10/4/2021 9:19:55

alene latimer

10/4/2021 9:34:39

Priscilla Porianda

10/4/2021 9:38:32

Janie Anderson

10/4/2021 9:39:12

Bob Anderson

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
*I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict
Canyon. *Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon
to Council District 5 on Map K2.5.
*Please extend Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further
east to include Franklin Canyon. *This would allow our canyon to
remain in the same
district as* our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council *which embodies a *community of interest* related to *fire
risk,* *Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues,* *public services*
including *fire and police services* *shared with Bel Air*, and
cross-canyon traffic.
Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood
Council are *addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire
prevention and fire preparedness*. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our
Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is *served
by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that
serves Bel Air.* And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are *served by the
West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405*. Both of these
stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it
extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley.
*Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact *as it connects Franklin
Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues
confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are
not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon
dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues.
*Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 *so
we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council,
addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Shannon Millard
2121 N Beverly Dr, Beverly Hills 90210
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council
District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley
the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Thank you.
Dear Commissioners,
I was informed of this change by the Miracle Mile Residential Association.
As a a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood, it matters to my family and
to my neighborhood that our City Council represents our diverse and
historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to
San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2
District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our
Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Alene Latimer
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
- Priscilla Porianda
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Jane Anderson
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Robert V Anderson
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Gabriel Hungerford

Testiony
Dear Commissioners, thank you for your service. I am writing with specific
comments on the proposed District boundaries and changes as set forth in
the most recent K-2 map. As a lifelong Angeleno, I am deeply concerned
about the future of our City.
The changes and modifications to Council District 2 under the proposed Map
K2 would move Councilman Krekorian out of a District where he has
successfully and effectively represented the residents and businesses in
his district for many years. The K-2 Map moves incumbents out of their
districts to represent areas that never voted for them, it divides long
standing ethnic and cultural communities and at a time when retail and
commercial businesses are most fragile, this map splits too many commercial
districts and corridors; to the maximum extent possible, we need one
entity, one council office, to assist our community’s recovery as we emerge
from the impacts of Covid.
*I strongly support Map L* to ensure our elected officials continue to
represent constituencies who elected them, we preserve the important
relationships with the ethnic and cultural communities in each of the
Districts and it keeps more commercial districts intact where the Council
office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments and I urge you to *support
Map Alternative L.*
Best regards,
Gabe Hungerford
Gregg Harrison
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPad. Gregg Harrison
Diana Daves
As a 50 year resident of Sherman Oaks, I want to encourage you to support the proposed redistricting as shown in the Draft Redistricting Map. Your choices of keeping communities together are great and will increase
community spirit and action.Diana B. Daves14932 Greenleaf StSherman Oaks, CA 91403
Shannon Ryan
Good morning,
Please include the area bounded by Fairfax to the west, La Brea to the
east, Wilshire to the north, and San Vicente to the south within the
boundaries of the same council district (CD 5 in the proposed k 2.5 map).
This is one community that cannot be split into two council districts. The
area currently is in CD 4 and CD and it causes many issues.
Thank you!
Shannon
Lorna Boyd
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks for 44 years I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single allValley Council District 3 under one councilmember. Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population and common interests.
Thank you.
Lorna Boyd
15437 Camarillo St
S.O., CA 91403
"Amerson, Jon @ Los Angeles"
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for your service. I am writing with specific comments on the proposed District boundaries and changes as set forth in the most recent K-2 map.
The changes and modifications to Council District 2 under the proposed Map K2 would move Councilman Krekorian out of a District where he has successfully and effectively represented the residents and businesses
in his district for many years. The K-2 Map moves incumbents out of their districts to represent areas that never voted for them, it divides long standing ethnic and cultural communities and at a time when retail and
commercial businesses are most fragile, this map splits too many commercial districts and corridors; to the maximum extent possible, we need one entity, one council office, to assist our community's recovery as we
emerge from the impacts of Covid.
I strongly support Map L to ensure our elected officials continue to represent constituencies who elected them, we preserve the important relationships with the ethnic and cultural communities in each of the Districts
and it keeps more commercial districts intact where the Council office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments and I urge you to support Map Alternative L.
Best,
Jon
Jon Amerson | Senior Associate
Trammell Crow Company
C ###-####
jamerson@trammellcrow.com<mailto:jamerson@trammellcrow.com%0d
Please consider the environment before printing this email.
This message and any attachments may be privileged, confidential or proprietary. If you are not the intended recipient of this email or believe that you have received this correspondence in error, please contact the
sender through the information provided above and permanently delete this message.
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Karla Buhlman
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Dear Redistricting Folks,
I want to voice my concerns about the proposed Shadow Hills redistricting this is a very bad idea. Keep Shadow Hills in CD7 for our physical safety.
I have been evacuated TWICE due to fire in the last 10 years. I am very
concerned that if our area is broken up into different council districts
that we will not have the leadership and understanding to keep our unique
community safe.
Specifically, our three(3) foothill communities (abutting the Verdugo
Mountains, the Angeles National Forest and the Big Tujunga Wash) of Lake
View Terrace, *Shadow* *Hills *and La Tuna Canyon must remain in one
district, as they currently are in CD7.
All three rural communities have an equestrian heritage and agrarian
lifestyles. All three communities are located in *Mountain Fire districts
and high fire zones.* Over the years, these three communities have
developed fire protection and evacuation plans which have helped save human
and animal lives and properties during our various wildfires (ie. La Tuna
Canyon and Creek fires).
During major floods of the Big Tujunga Wash, Lake View Terrace and Shadow
Hills have worked together to provide shelter to flood victims and protect
neighborhoods from flooding. There is a historical cooperation between
these three communities due to their common interests and goals.
*If they were to be separated into different communities, their unified
voice and actions would be muted.*
Thank you,
Karla Buhlman
Shadow Hills, CA
-- *Karla Buhlman*
Helen Nefkens
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Julian Kivowitz
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
vehret@earthlink.net Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone
Karen Gilman
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas and Commission,
Thanks again to the commission's tireless efforts in creating a plan for a
new set of council districts that reflects the wishes and interests of
diverse neighborhoods and interests citywide.
My name is Karen Gilman and I live in Larchmont, part of the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Have lived here for 34 years. I am on the
board of the Larchmont Village Neighborhood Assn.
I support the single draft plan map K 2.5.
With plan K 2.5, Larchmont Village remains with the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council and the entirety of the Greater Wilshire NC remains
intact in council district J/5. Thank you for keeping us together and
following census data and the voting rights act to draw district
boundaries. We are now all included in District 5 with neighbors who share
our concerns, interests and goals.
We appreciate the commission's commitment to transparency and the
commitment to including public comment in the deliberations.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Karen Gilman
4941 Elmwood Ave.
Los Angeles 90004
Ilyanne Morden Kichaven
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
This is great news! Ilyanne Morden Kichaven
MSMorden
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone
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Testiony
I am a member of the West of Westwood HOA(WOWHOA) and a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder (WNC).
We strongly support Map K.25 that keeps WOWHOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not draw where a councilperson lives, especially when they probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using the recent census results.
We strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.
Sincerely,
Jeffrey Klueger
2680 Greenfield Ave
Los Angeles 90064
To Whom it may concern:
I really want to make sure that Griffith park is kept within the Los Feliz districting. Having been born in the area and continued to be a homeowner, I feel very strongly that this MUST be included given the impact of the
park on Los Feliz.
Best, Patricia A. Dailey
Associate Professor of English and Comparative Literature
Columbia University
pd2132@columbia.edu
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
/Jessica G. Schairer, Ph.D.
4-46 Woodman Cyn Ave/
/Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
/
/Jessica@DrSchairer.com/
Hi,
I wanted to email and thank the Commission for Plan K2. We would also like to see that District G be included in Plan K2. We feel strongly that Griffith Park must also be part of District G with Los Feliz. As there is no
residential population in Griffith Park, adding the Griffith Park lands to District G would not impact the demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan. The Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year history of
association with the land that comprises Griffith Park and we would like to see this remain part of the District, given our communities close connection and long history with Griffith Park.
Sincerely,
Jordan Neiman
To whom it may concern, My name is David Jourdan, I am a resident of Los Feliz at 3211 Waverly Drive, LA CA 90027. I would like to take this opportunity to thank the commission for adopting the draft map K2.5 in the
redistricting plan, however it seems the issue of including Griffith Park in the same council district as Los Feliz is still open.
I would once again like to stress that Griffith Park should be included in District G. As you know there are no residents in Griffith Park, therefore there would not be an impact on the demographic statistics of the overall
redistricting plan to include Griffith Park in district G.
However it’s worth noting that The Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year history of association with the land that comprises Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and the Los Feliz district made up the Rancho
Los Feliz holding, and the care and welfare of Griffith Park lands have been the responsibility of the Los Feliz neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose Antonio Feliz in 1800. This relationship
has been recognized since Los Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910. Thus, the council district that contained the Los Feliz neighborhood has always included the land that comprised Griffith Park
after this former Los Feliz Ranch property was gifted to the City of Los Angeles as a city park in 1896. This historic association is embedded into the voluntary historic responsibilities accepted by the Los Feliz residents
and their supporting local organizations. To sever that association at this time, more than 100 years after it was honored by the city council boundaries, would be opposed by the neighborhood's residents who have
been active in all of the Griffith Park associated support organizations for over 100 years. It is the Los Feliz resident who would be most directly impacted by any resolution made through the Council Office concerning
Griffith Park, so their very well-being demands a role in these decisions.
I urge the commission to consider Los Feliz residents’ wishes to keep Griffith Park in the same district as Los Feliz.
Thank you. Best regard,
David Jourdan
###-####7
I am a member of the West of Westwood HOA(WOWHOA) and a Westside
Neighborhood Council stakeholder (WNC).
I (we) *strongly* support Map K.25 that keeps WOWHOA and WNC in *ONE*
council district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are drawn using the recent census results, not where a councilperson
lives (who will probably be termed out before the next census).
We strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.
Sincerely,
*Cindy CLARK*
*2526 Veteran Avenue*
*LA, CA 90064*
*(###-#### cell*
*cindyclark01@gmail.com <cindyclark01@gmail.com*
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Testiony
I am a member of the West of Westwood HOA (WOWHOA) and a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder.
We strongly support Map K.25 that keeps WOWHOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission's Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not draw where a councilperson lives, especially when they probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using the recent census results.
We strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.
Sincerely, Lisa and Richard Johnston
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------This email (and any attachments thereto) is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this email,
you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this email (and any attachments thereto) is strictly prohibited. If you receive this email in error please immediately notify me at (###-#### and
permanently delete the original email (and any copy of any email) and any printout thereof.
Further information about the firm, a list of the Partners and their professional qualifications will be provided upon request.
==============================================================================
To Whom It May Concern,
As a long-time Los Feliz resident and avid Griffith Park user (not to mention longtime member of the Friends of Griffith Park), I’d like to advocate on behalf of keeping Griffith Park as park of Los Feliz. I’m sure you are
well aware of the historic link between the properties; please do not separate these parcels!
Kind regards,
Michael O’Connell
3893 Franklin Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027
Hi LA City officials,
I am a Los Feliz resident who is advocating for keeping Griffith Park with
Los Feliz when drawing up the new redistricting map. It is imperative that
this grand part be in the same district as it's neighbors and those that
use it the most.
Thank you,
Megan Shuham
It appears to be non-sensical not to have Griffith Park part of Los Feliz district as the Park directly affects Los Feliz.
Please reconsider.
Scott Freedman
As you go though this redistricting process please remember that Los Feliz area and the OAKS are adjacent to Griffith Park, Our streets dead end into the park. Our traffic and parking problems are directly related to
the park and the sign. We live with the good and the bad of this area and to take this out of our district is an absolute shameful. The many HOA in and around the park are constant protectors and stewards of the park
and must be kept together. To split these areas from the park would be a travesty .
Please make sure you do the right thing here.
Ray Kohler
5636 Spreading Oak Dr
90068
The commission adopted Draft May K2.5 for Los Feliz.
Draft Map K2.5 still has the glaring problem of not including Griffith Park in a district with Los Feliz. The residents and stakeholders strongly advocate for the inclusion of Griffith Park in our district.
We have safeguarded, loved and supported Griffith Park for many years and it is the best interest of Griffith
Park to remain in our district.
Thank you
Lucinda Phillips
Resident of Los Feliz
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Encino. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks
in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Leslie Elkan
4612 Hayvenhurst Ave.
Encino, CA 91436
###-####
Sent from my iPhone
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Dear Commissioners, thank you for your service. I am writing with specific
comments on the proposed District boundaries and changes as set forth in
the most recent K-2 map.
The changes and modifications to Council District 2 under the proposed Map
K2 would move Councilman Krekorian out of a District where he has
successfully and effectively represented the residents and businesses in
his district for many years. The K-2 Map moves incumbents out of their
districts to represent areas that never voted for them, it divides long
standing ethnic and cultural communities and at a time when retail and
commercial businesses are most fragile, this map splits too many commercial
districts and corridors; to the maximum extent possible, we need one
entity, one council office, to assist our community’s recovery as we emerge
from the impacts of Covid.
*I strongly support Map L* to ensure our elected officials continue to
represent constituencies who elected them, we preserve the important
relationships with the ethnic and cultural communities in each of the
Districts and it keeps more commercial districts intact where the Council
office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments and I urge you to *support
Map Alternative L.*
Best regards,
Christina Lee
Dear Commissioners,
I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon, which is just east of Benedict
Canyon. Thank
you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to Council
District 5 on Map K2.5.
*Please extend Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further
east to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain
in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council which embodies a community of interest related to fire
risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public
services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air, and
cross-canyon traffic. *
Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood
Council are addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire
prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our Neighborhood
Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica
Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is served by the fire
station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel
Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los
Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are
the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends into
the northeastern San Fernando Valley.
Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact as it connects Franklin
Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues
confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are
not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon
dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues.
*Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map
K2.5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood
Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. *
Sincerely,
Susan Johenning
1861 Franklin Canyon Drive
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Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon, which is just east of Benedict
Canyon. Thank
you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to Council
District 5 on Map K2.5.
*Please extend Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further
east to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain
in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council which embodies a community of interest related to fire
risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public
services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air, and
cross-canyon traffic. *
Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood
Council are addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire
prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our Neighborhood
Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica
Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is served by the fire
station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel
Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los
Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are
the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends into
the northeastern San Fernando Valley.
Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact as it connects Franklin
Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues
confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are
not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon
dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues.
*Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map
K2.5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood
Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. *
Sincerely,
Susan Johenning
1861 Franklin Canyon Drive
With all due respect, how can you separate the Los Feliz neighborhood from Griffith Park? Most of live within blocks of the Park and it is our neighborhood. Many of us are extremely active in the Friends of Griffith Park
and have been for decades. Please don’t destroy the continuity of history by not pairing Los Feliz and Griffith Park in the same district. Los Angeles struggles for the concept of community, but in Los Feliz we have a
strong community tied to the Park. Please do not destroy that community for political or other unknown reasons. Thank you
Jane Barrett and Greg Long
Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows
Griffith Park is Los Feliz and visa versa. Whatever happens there impacts the Los Feliz area the most------keep them together !!
Peter Beesemyer
Account Executive
West
d: ###-#### | m: ###-#### | f: ###-####
e: peter.beesemyer@affinitysales.com | Website
Disclaimer: The content of this e-mail is intended solely for the use of the Individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If you have received this communication in error, be aware that forwarding it, copying it, or in any
way disclosing its content to any other person, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify the author by replying to this e-mail immediately. [v101-09.09.2020]
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, andthe Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its tirelessefforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes andconcerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods.
I’ve lived in Larchmont for over 40 years, I amwriting to the Commission to express support for the Commission’s decision torelease a single Final Draft Map Plan K 2.5.
With Plan K2.5, Larchmont remains in GreaterWilshire and the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council remains whole in CouncilDistrict 5 (CD5) . We are now all included in Council District 5 with neighborsto the West
who share our interests, values and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission’s transparency anddedication to the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you.
Respectfully,
Betty Jung
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Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
As a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Commission-approved Map
Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield.
Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common
interests along the Mulholland Corridor and this district becomes much more
manageable for the Councilmember. Additionally, the Map Plan K2.5 helps to
give the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the
Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Thank you for taking the time and giving the SF Valley, and the
community of Sherman Oaks, fair consideration. The current situation with
CD4 is not working.
Sincerely,
Neal Roden
Elected Representative on Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council
Resident of Sherman Oaks
nroden@gmail.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Hello,
I would like you to consider adding districts and reducing the numbers required for each district.
I believe it will allow for the council person to better respond to constituents- which is a real challenge for us constituents at this time. It will also hopefully reduce the effects of accepting donations from developers who
are making this beautiful city an eyesore and worsening climate change with all the building vs enhancing what is older and still useful. Please make the changes to protect our city! Many thanks,
Joy Boyajian CD4
Sent from my iPhone
Mr. Frank Cardenas'
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder (WNC).
We strongly support Map K.25 that keeps the WNC in ONE council district
honoring the commission's Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not draw where a councilperson lives, especially when they
probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using the
recent census results.
We strongly urge you to keep WNC in one district.
Sincerely,
Faith Gershbock

Date
10/4/2021 12:00:07

Name
Bob Ashen

10/4/2021 12:02:00

Jerry Neubauer

10/4/2021 12:02:09

Lisa Seidman

10/4/2021 12:02:14

Aaron Rosenfield

10/4/2021 12:04:48

Terri Tippit

10/4/2021 12:06:19

Terri Tippit

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
*I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict
Canyon. *Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon
to Council District 5 on Map K2.5.
*Please extend Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further
east to include Franklin Canyon. *This would allow our canyon to
remain in the same
district as* our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council *which embodies a *community of interest* related to *fire
risk,* *Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues,* *public services*
including *fire and police services* *shared with Bel Air*, and
cross-canyon traffic.
Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood
Council are *addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire
prevention and fire preparedness*. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our
Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is *served
by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that
serves Bel Air.* And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are *served by the
West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405*. Both of these
stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it
extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley.
*Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact *as it connects Franklin
Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues
confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are
not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon
dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues.
*Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 *so
we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council,
addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Robert Ashen
I live in district 11 east of the 405 in Westchester. I have no participation with South Central. I shop, go to church in Westchester. Please leave the Westchester Triangle in District 11.
Suzanne Neubauer
52 37 Thornburn St
Los Angeles, 90045
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Lisa Seidman
4540 Nagle Ave.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
I am a member of the West of Westwood HOA(WOWHOA) and a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder (WNC).
I strongly support Map K.25 that keeps WOWHOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not draw where a councilperson lives, especially when they probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using the recent census results.
I strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.
Sincerely,
Aaron Rosenfield
2758 Kelton Ave
Please review the attached letter from the Westside NC to be added to public
submittal for the October 6th mtng.
Terri Tippit, WNC Chair
Pls provide correct email address
From: Mail Delivery Subsystem <mailer-daemon@googlemail.com Sent: Monday, October 4, 2021 12:05 PM
To: westsidenc@ca.rr.com
Subject: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
Address not found Your message wasn't delivered to dennis.cagna@lacity.org <mailto:dennis.cagna@lacity.org because the address couldn't be found, or is unable to receive mail. <https://support.google.
com/mail/answer/6596 LEARN MORE The response was:
The email account that you tried to reach does not exist. Please try double-checking the recipient's email address for typos or unnecessary spaces. Learn more at https://support.google.com/mail/answer/6596 FinalRecipient: rfc822; dennis.cagna@lacity.org
Action: failed
Status: 5.0.0
Diagnostic-Code: smtp; The email account that you tried to reach does not exist. Please try double-checking the recipient's email address for typos or unnecessary spaces. Learn more at https://support.google.
com/mail/answer/6596
Last-Attempt-Date: Mon, 04 Oct 2021 12:04:54 -0700 (PDT)

Date
10/4/2021 12:13:58

10/4/2021 12:16:11

10/4/2021 12:16:11

10/4/2021 12:24:44

10/4/2021 12:27:39

10/4/2021 12:29:25

Name
Leslee Mayo

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
"aaron aaronhwilliams.com"
Hello, I have a question pertinent to Sherman Oaks. If the current draft map K 2.5 were to become approved and signed by the Mayor at the end of December, as per your timeline, when does the new district go into
effect? Immediately? At the end of the current election cycle?
This change would mean Sherman Oaks would no longer be CD4 (next election 2024), it would mean it would now be in CD3 (which is in the middle of a current 2022 election).
SO...
Would the current CD3 councilperson (Blumenfield) become our elected rep right away, once the new map goes into effect? OR, would our currently elected rep (Ramen), still be our rep until the completion of the
currently ongoing CD3 2022 election?
This is very important and I don't see any info about this.
Thank you,
Aaron Williams
"aaron aaronhwilliams.com"
Hello, I have a question pertinent to Sherman Oaks. If the current draft map K 2.5 were to become approved and signed by the Mayor at the end of December, as per your timeline, when does the new district go into
effect? Immediately? At the end of the current election cycle?
This change would mean Sherman Oaks would no longer be CD4 (next election 2024), it would mean it would now be in CD3 (which is in the middle of a current 2022 election).
SO...
Would the current CD3 councilperson (Blumenfield) become our elected rep right away, once the new map goes into effect? OR, would our currently elected rep (Ramen), still be our rep until the completion of the
currently ongoing CD3 2022 election?
This is very important and I don't see any info about this.
Thank you,
Aaron Williams
Lisa Elkan
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map
includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3
under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other
communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland
Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair
share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA
City population.
Thank you.
All the best,
Lisa Monatlik
Sherman Oaks 91423
Anthony Cobbs
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Anthony Cobbs
4520 Fulton Avenue #6
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
Michael Gilman
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and
staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set
of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the
City’s many and diverse neighborhoods.
I’m an original and long time member of the board of the Larchmont Village
Neighborhood Association, and I've lived in the Larchmont Village
neighborhood for roughly 35 years. I am writing to the Commission to
express support for the Commission’s decision to release a single Final
Draft Map Plan K 2.5.
With Plan K2.5, Larchmont remains in Greater Wilshire and the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council remains whole in Council District 5 (CD5) .We
are now all included in that district with neighbors to the West who share
our interests, values and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission’s transparency and dedication to the inclusion
of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you.
Respectfully,
Michael Gilman

Date
10/4/2021 12:37:18

Name
Linda Gase

10/4/2021 12:39:46

Kathleen Murphy

10/4/2021 12:41:02

Amy Gustincic

Testiony
Hi —
As a Los Feliz resident who lives two blocks from Griffith Park, I am very disappointed to learn that redistricting map K 2.5 separates Los Feliz from Griffith Park. The park is literally in Los Feliz’s backyard! When it
comes to preservation, fire concerns and what’s best for LF and LA as a whole, I believe the locals who most benefit form the park should be the caretakers of it, as it is in our best interest to maintain its beauty and
accessibility. Please reconsider keeping Los Feliz and Griffith Park in the same district. Thank you -Linda
Linda Gase
gaseink@gmail.com
###-#### cell
Dear Commissioners,
First of all, I want to express gratitude (from myself and many Echo Park community members) for the adjustments made in both MAP L and MAP K 2 so that Echo Park remains in CD 13 intact and conjoined with its
immediate community of Silverlake, East Hollywood, Hollywood, Historic Filipino Town, Atwater Village, Glassell Park, and Elysian Park.
We are particularly excited about MAP L because it also includes Angelino Heights in CD 13, a neighborhood that is inextricably tied historically to Echo Park. My husband’s grandfather lived on Kensington Drive
overlooking Echo Park Lake at the turn of the 20th century. His mother attended Logan Elementary School. Actors and actresses of the early film companies were their neighbors. Current residents of Angelino Heights
have expressed their strong desire to be reunited with the greater Echo Park community both because they consider Echo Park their neighborhood and because of the historical significance. We ask going forward that
the addition of Angelino Heights to CD 13 be reflected in K 2, K 2.5 and beyond.
Regarding ELYSIAN PARK, the residents of CD 13, particularly those of Echo Park and Elysian Heights, have repeatedly expressed the importance of: 1. keeping Elysian Park shared by both CD 13 and CD 1, as it has
been historically to the benefit of the park, and
2. increasing CD 13’s share of the park so that our community has an equal say in and responsibility for Elysian Park. Creating an equal division of Elysian Park between the two districts is extremely important because:
a. Elysian Park is the only open, green space in CD 13. Whereas CD 1, includes Debs Park and LA State Historic Park in addition to Elysian Park. b. What happens to/in/around Elysian Park impacts all surrounding
neighborhoods
Therefore, per the attached maps, we support a division of Elysian Park that would include Vin Scully Avenue, go up and around the outside of Dodger Stadium (bringing Boylston Street and its residents into CD 13,
though this would have minimal population impact) and then cut across Elysian Park between the Police Academy and the Adaptive Recreation Center to Riverside Drive. This will give CD 13 and its residents a far
greater say on both development (Barlow and other Dodger interests) and on issues such as traffic, noise etc that impact the communities surrounding the stadium.
Thank you for your time, attention, and consideration.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Murphy1455 Sutherland Street
Los Angeles, CA 90026
###-####
###-####
Dear Commissioners
My name is Amy Gustincic and I'm the President of the Los Feliz Improvement Association (LFIA). We have been advocating for the residents of Los Feliz for over 100 years.
LFIA is happy to support plan K2.5 which includes Los Feliz with our nearby communities of interest. But there needs to be one very important change—Griffith Park must be included in CD13 with Los Feliz. The history
of the park and Los Feliz are intertwined, from the time when all of the land was known as Rancho Los Feliz.
Los Feliz shares the longest residential border with Griffith Park. The streets in and out of the park's most popular venues are in Los Feliz. Our residents are the most highly impacted by decisions made for the park and
we demand a role in those decisions.
Please continue to base your decisions on data, public input and keeping communities together, and not to serve the whims of any individual council member.
Thank you.
-- Amy Gustincic
President, LFIA
Advocacy and Action for Los Feliz
lfia.org
###-####

Date
10/4/2021 12:49:57

Name
Downtown Dasher

10/4/2021 12:50:19

Robert Libby

10/4/2021 12:54:05

Debra Reynolds

10/4/2021 12:59:40

Karen Samuels

Testiony
PLEASE PLEASE PLEASE DO NOT BREAK UP SHADOW HILLS. I LOVE THE EQUESTRIAN
COMMUNITY AND THAT IS WHY I LIVE HERE.
1. Shadow Hills cannot be divided up into different districts as is shown
in the Redistricting map K2.5. Our community has been a recognized rural,
horse keeping community for well over 50 years. The Shadow Hills Property
Owners Association (SHPOA) was founded in 1964. We have a recognized trail
system throughout the community: our own Equestrian Trails Inc (ETI) Corral
20. There are numerous horse and rescue groups located in our community. Shadow
Hills has a K District overlay zone throughout, which gives added
protections for horses and animal keeping lifestyles. All new subdivisions
in Shadow Hills must provide trails in the public access easements in lieu
of sidewalks. Any new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must provide horse
keeping set asides for the housing of horses along with wide access to
those horse keeping areas. Our common interests of Shadow Hills are those
of a historically rural, animal oriented, horse keeping community. We are a
diversified community with common objectives and goals.
The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept
together, are as follows:
- The 210 Freeway on the EAST
- The Ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the
SOUTH
- The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST
- The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. This boundary
does not sever off Stonehurst Ave. and the residential streets west of
Stonehurst (Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Peoria, Elinda,
Hershey, and the ends of Art, Wicks, and N. Clybourne) which have
historically been considered part of Shadow Hills.
2. The three (3) foothill communities (abutting the Verdugo Mountains, the
Angeles National Forest and the Big Tujunga Wash) of Lake View Terrace,
Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon must remain in one district, as they
currently are in CD7. All three rural communities have an equestrian
heritage and agrarian lifestyles. All 3 communities are located in Mountain
Fire districts and high fire zones. Over the years, these three communities
have developed fire protection and evacuation plans which have helped save
human and animal lives and properties during our various wildfires (ie. La
Tuna Canyon and Creek fires). During major floods of the Big Tujunga Wash
Lake View Terrace and Shadow Hills have worked together to provide shelter
to flood victims and protect neighborhoods from flooding. There is a
historical cooperation between these three communities due to their common
interests and goals. If they were to be separated into different
communities, their unified voice and actions would be muted.
3. The Foothill District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) was specifically
created to represent the equestrian and agrarian lifestyles of Lake View
Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon. If it is split up, as is shown on
Map K2.5, the FTDNC would no longer have a unified voice in its
representation of these communities. It would become irrelevant. The
Commission has stated that keeping Neighborhood Councils together one of
their goals.
Regards,
Lydia Gonzalez
###-####
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sincerely,
Debra Reynolds
Sent from my iPhone
The idea that Los Feliz and Griffith Park would not be aligned together in the same district is preposterous. Anybody who thinks of one thinks of the other. The streets of Los Feliz lead directly into Griffith Park. Please
reconsider and keep these two areas unified.
Karen Samuels
Sent from my iPhone
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10/4/2021 13:02:42

10/4/2021 13:03:37

10/4/2021 13:06:58

10/4/2021 13:10:28
10/4/2021 13:20:23

10/4/2021 13:27:36

10/4/2021 13:31:02

10/4/2021 13:36:14

10/4/2021 13:38:04

10/4/2021 13:39:17

10/4/2021 13:44:08

Name
Joleen Belle

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Joleen
Sent from my iPhone
Grace Benn
I am a member of the West of Westwood HOA(WOWHOA) and a Westside
Neighborhood Council stakeholder (WNC).
I strongly support *Map K.25* that keeps WOWHOA and WNC in *ONE* council
district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not drawn where a councilperson lives, especially when they
probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using
the recent census results.
In 1991 a good portion of our members were removed from CD5 and WOWHOA was
divided into *THREE *council districts CDs 5, 6 and 11. The 2000
Redistricting Commission returned the entire WOWHOA to CD5 while CD6 moved
to the Valley. Our members who were in CD6 and CD11 lost an election cycle
and did not have the option to vote for our new councilmember.
We strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.
Thank you.
Grace Benn
Mary Lou Downing Rutberg
Dear Re-Districting Commission,
Please include Griffith Park in District 4, together with Los Feliz.
Thank you.
Mary Lou Downing Rutberg
4210 Los Nietos Dr.
L.A., CA 90027
Terri Tippit
Attached is the letter from WNC for the Oct 6th meeting Pls. disregard other
email.
Sarah Anderson
Hello and thank you for adopting Draft K2.5. I would like to express my opinion that Griffith Park be added to this district. The current map of CD4 has many obvious flaws, but one benefit: Los Feliz and Griffith Park are
linked as they have been since the parks inception. Please consider adding Griffith Park to District 13. Thank you. Regards
Sarah Anderson
Cathy Mock
Dear Commissioners, I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict Canyon. Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to Council District 5 on Map K2.5. Please extend
Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further east to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood
Council which embodies a community of interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air, and cross-canyon traffic.
Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood Council are addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that
serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it
extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley. Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact as it connects Franklin Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues confronting
Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues. Please
restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Sincerely,
Cathy Mock
1551 N Beverly Dr Beverly Hills, CA 90210
Tracy Lee
Hello,
I’m BEGGING to continue to have Councilman Paul Krekorian as our representative. Because Nithiya Raman is HORRENDOUS. She has no idea how to do her job and councilman Krekorian is doing a great job!
Thank you for your time,
Property owner and tax payer Tracy
Harolyn Sacks
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. harolyn sacks
Walter Sebring
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you,
Walter Sebring 4157 Sunnyslope Ave Sherman Oaks, 9###-####
Karen Stern
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sincerely,
Karen A. Stern
jay weitzler
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Jay C. Weitzler
Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows
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10/4/2021 13:48:49

Name
Melinda Peters

10/4/2021 13:49:32

Shirin Parsi

10/4/2021 14:00:03

Robert Kiplin Pastor

10/4/2021 14:21:01
10/4/2021 14:21:25

WOWHOA
Glen Scantlebury

10/4/2021 14:27:11

laura baril

10/4/2021 14:27:47

Terri Tippit

Testiony
Dear Re-districting Commissioners: Los Feliz Improvement has long been a
significant steward of and advocate for Griffith Park. We think it would
be a huge disservice to Griffith Park were it considered outside of the Los
Feliz residential area, as the park needs all the help we can provide - and
who better than the LFIA!? Sincerely, Tom & Melinda Peters
Dear Commissioners,
I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict Canyon. Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to Council District 5 on Map K2.5.
Please extend Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further east to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council which embodies a community of interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air, and crosscanyon traffic.
Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood Council are addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that
serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it
extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley.
Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact as it connects Franklin Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District
O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues.
Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you.
Sincerely,Shirin Parsi 1364 N. Beverly Drive
LA City Redistricting Commission,
My wife, our daughter, and I are Westside NC (WNC) stakeholders. We are longtime members of West of Westwood HOA in Rancho Park.
We strongly support Map K2.5 that keeps WOWHOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not draw where a councilperson lives, especially when they probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using the recent census results.
In 1991 a good portion of our members were removed from CD5 and WOWHOA was divided into THREE council districts CDs 5, 6 and 11. The 2000 Redistricting Commission returned the entire WOWHOA to CD5
while CD6 moved to the Valley. Our members who were in CD6 and CD11 lost an election cycle and did not have the option to vote for our new council member.
We strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.
Thank you for hearing us!
Sincerely,
Robert, Samantha, and Skye Pastor
Attached are the comments from the West of Westwood HOA regarding Oct 6th meeting.
The commission adopted Draft May K2.5 for Los Feliz.
Draft Map K2.5 still has the glaring problem of not including Griffith Park in a district with Los Feliz. The residents and stakeholders strongly advocate for the inclusion of Griffith Park in our district. All the main roads
leading into the Park’s infrastructure
for the Observatory, the Greek Theater and the Hollywood sign enter through Los Feliz on the south side. We need a say into how the
Park operates.
We have safeguarded, loved and supported Griffith Park for many years and it is the best interest of Griffith
Park to remain in our district. Would you vote to remove Venice beach from their district?
Thank you
Glen Scantlebury
Resident of Los Feliz
Hello City Redistricting Commissioners:
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 10321 Keswick Ave and am directly
impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I very much SUPPORT the J
boundary of Map K2.
*I support Map K2 *because:
*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without
lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
*I oppose Map L* because:
*Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current
neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a
new territory separated by a major thoroughfare. Thus disrupting our
neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries.
*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current
neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity.
Sincerely,
Laura and Hezi Aziz
10321 Keswick Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
Attached is the letter from WNC for the Oct 6th meeting Pls. disregard other
emails. DRAFT has been removed. Sorry for the confusion.
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10/4/2021 14:27:52

Name
Larry Guzin

10/4/2021 14:44:52

Karen Nusbaum

10/4/2021 14:49:33

Loryn Nicolodi

10/4/2021 15:15:44

Owen Smith

10/4/2021 15:18:46

lorraine bartlett

Testiony
I reside in the Windsor Square neighborhood of Greater Wilshire, and am the
president of the Windsor Square Association, a non-profit association of
residents of 1,100 homes between Wilshire Boulevard on the south and
Beverly Boulevard on the north and Van Ness Avenue on the east and Arden
Boulevard on the west.
*Thank you for Map K2.5*. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we
belong. Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west.
We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues,
our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the
west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where
we belong.
Larry Guzin
Lawrence N. Guzin
Guzin & Steier
606 North Larchmont Boulevard, Ste. 204
Los Angeles, CA 90004
(###-####
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council
District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley
the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Karen Nusbaum
I *Strongly Support **Map L *with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish
moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove
Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an
equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to
Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues.
Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments:
Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Name: Loryn Nicolodi
Address:12635 Hortense st Studio City, CA 91604
Phone Number: (optional)
-Dear Commissioners,
I have lived in the Brookside neighborhood of Greater Wilshire for over 40
years.. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we
belong. Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west.
We share our schools, our newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our
historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council
District where we can receive focused attention and services.
Thank you for taking the time to read this email.
Owen and Reatha Smith, residents of the Wilshire Community since 1962
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks
in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves
based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
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10/4/2021 15:18:58

Name
Marina Kieser

10/4/2021 15:24:57

Beth Rubin

10/4/2021 15:31:30

JUDI G FARKAS

10/4/2021 15:46:23

cindy bloom

10/4/2021 15:51:33

Nancy Essenpreis

Testiony
Thank you for sending this We have quiet a big problem with Homeless people living on the side of our building. It is not good for business. There is a lot of trash, it is awful. Besides that there was a breakin where the
catalytic converter was stolen from our company car. This is expensive. Our fence was cut www.artpic2000.com <http://www.artpic2000.com/
Marina Kieser
artpicla@mac.com
Art Pic
6826 Troost Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91605
###-####
Fax ###-####
www.artpic2000.com
I am a resident of Benedict Canyon and wholeheartedly agree with the position the Benedict Canyon Association has made to extend District “J” on Map K2 to include Franklin and Coldwater Canyons and allow Laurel
Canyon to be included within one council district. It is absolutely essential that the hillside communities in the Santa Monica Mtn area, noted above, be in the same districts and speak as one voice. We share the same
fire danger concerns, land use issues, and traffic issues and need to work together to solve issues unique to our area.
Thank you for allowing input from community members on this important issue.
Sincerely,
Beth Rubin
9878 Easton Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
Sent from my iPad
Dear Commission members,
We live in the Greater Wilshire neighborhood of Brookside, zip code 90019, and want to weigh in with our strong support of the CURRENT K2.5 map. We understand that you are thinking of making changes to that map
and we are strongly opposed. Brookside belongs with the our community of interest neighbors to the west of us. We share schools, houses of worship, stores, and community needs of all kinds with our Greater Wilshire
neighbors. We are much more closely aligned with Greater Wilshire in our community and with all our community concerns than with our neighbors east of us. PLEASE KEEP THE CURRENT K2.5 MAP AS IT
CURRENTLY EXISTS. Thank you.
Judi Farkas and John Kellogg
926 S. Longwood Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90019
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
For some reason, I only found out last week that the redistricting process was nearing completion. In that regard, I hope that you will still consider some very valid concerns I have about the map K2.5.
I appreciate the fact that you are in a very difficult position to be able to successfully please everyone. The challenge is that whenever one change is made, it affects everything else.
At the meeting last Thursday, Shadow Hills was only mentioned lightly, and none of our speakers were able to speak.
So, here’s the deal:
Specifically, I and other stakeholders in this area are very concerned that the area of Shadow Hills/Stonehurst/La Tuna Canyon are being split from the Lake View Terrace (LVT) community in the current map iteration.
The reasons are simple yet important.
There are two issues here: (1) keeping Shadow Hills/Stonehurst together* and then (2) keeping Shadow Hills/Stonehurst in the same council district as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon.
1. The greater area of Lake View Terrace/Shadow Hills/Stonehurst/La Tuna Canyon has been a recognized rural, horse keeping community for well over 50 years and is the last substantial housekeeping area in the
City of Los Angeles. The organizations devoted to keeping our area rural and protected as horsekeeping are the Shadow Hills Property Owners Association (SHPOA), ETI Corral 10, ETI Corral 20, revenue-generating
ranches (providing substantial tax revenue to governmental agencies, including the City of Los Angeles), and several horse and rescue groups located in our community. All new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must
provide trails in the public access easements in lieu of sidewalks and must provide horse keeping set-asides for the housing of horses along with wide access to those horse keeping areas. Our common interests of this
area are those of a historically rural, animal oriented, horse keeping community. *The border lines for the Shadow Hills/Stonehurst community, which must be kept together, are as follows: The 210 Freeway on the
EAST
The Ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST
The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. This boundary does not sever Stonehurst Ave. and the residential streets west of Stonehurst (Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Peoria, Elinda,
Hershey, and the ends of Art, Wicks, and N. Clybourne) which have historically been considered part of Shadow Hills.
2. The three (3) foothill communities (abutting the Verdugo Mountains, the Angeles National Forest and the Big Tujunga Wash) of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills/Stonehurst and La Tuna Canyon must remain in one
district, as they currently are in CD7. All three rural communities have an equestrian heritage and agrarian lifestyles. All 3 communities are located in Mountain Fire districts and high fire hazard severity zones. Over the
years, these three communities have developed fire protection and evacuation plans which have helped save human and animal lives and properties during our various wildfires (i.e., La Tuna Canyon and Creek fires).
During major floods of the Big Tujunga Wash, Lake View Terrace and Shadow Hills have worked together to provide shelter to flood victims and protect neighborhoods from flooding. There is a historical cooperation
between these three communities due to their common interests and goals. If they were to be separated into different communities, their unified voice and actions would be muted.
3. The Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) was specifically created to represent the equestrian and agrarian lifestyles (hence the word “trails” in its title) of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La
Tuna Canyon. If it is split up INTO THREE COUNCIL DISTRICTS, as is currently shown on Map K2.5, the FTDNC would no longer have a unified voice in its representation of these communities. It would become
diluted. The Commission has stated that keeping Neighborhood Councils together one of their goals.
4. CD7’s current Councilmember, Monica Rodriguez, has worked tirelessly to protect our equines, and protect and link our horse trails. She’s successfully installed three upgraded equestrian crossing beacons along
Foothill Blvd. (Lake View Terrace), and two on Wentworth (Shadow Hills). There is now another one pending in Shadow Hills. If our area is split into 2 or more council districts, we will have council members competing
for horse trail funding instead of having one unified voice. Please, I urge you to keep Shadow Hills/Stonehurst, La Tuna Canyon, and Lake View Terrace together.
Thank you for your amazing work on this challenging project.
Cindy Bloom
Shadow Hills
###-####
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks north of Burbank. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map
includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland
Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Nancy Essenpreis
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Name
"Linda O'Connor"

Testiony
Dear Commissioners, I like the redistricting draft map that has Sherman Oaks all in one district, including the northern and eastern parts. I would like to see it kept that way.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Linda O'Connor
Cruz or Nancy Castanon
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks north of Burbank. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map
includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland
Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Nancy Essenpreis
Jeffry Carpenter
Dear Commissioners:
I have lived in the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area since 1978,
first in the Brookside neighborhood south of Wilshire and since 1994 in the
Citrus Square neighborhood just east of La Brea Avenue. Since 2013, I have
served as my neighborhood's representative on the GWNC board.
As long as I have been in my current neighborhood, it has been in the Fifth
Council District, while the great majority of the GWNC has been in another
Council District and this has not at all been ideal. However, in my own
experience in dealing with neighborhood issues, which have often related to
the La Brea corridor and issues shared with neighborhoods to the west of
mine, it has often been very helpful to have a single Council Office
representing and engaging in the issues of both sides of the La Brea
corridor.
For that reason, I personally would strongly endorse the Redistricting
Commission's Map K2.5 as the most constructive response to the needs of my
neighborhood.
Respectfully,
Jeff Carpenter
Jeffry Carpenter
jeffry.carpenter@gmail.com | (###-####
215 So. Orange Dr., Los Angeles, CA 9###-####
"Navid Dayzad, Esq." Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts. My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly
affect the area in which I have lived for the past 15+ years.
As a longtime resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area, I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues, which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid-City West Neighborhood Council are both principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of
Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Navid Dayzad | he, him | Attorney at Law | Dayzad Law Offices, P.C. | Immigration and Citizenship Law
________________________________
3731 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 810, Los Angeles, CA 90010
OFFICE: +1 (###-#### | FAX: +1 (###-#### | EMAIL: Dayzad@DayzadLaw.com<mailto:Dayzad@DayzadLaw.com | www.DayzadLaw.com<http://www.dayzadlaw.com/
[Dayzad Law]<http://www.dayzadlaw.com/
[Twitter]<https://twitter.com/DayzadLaw[Twitter]<https://www.facebook.com/DayzadLaw[Twitter]<https://www.linkedin.com/in/dayzadlaw/
This e-mail/attachments is only for the person to which it is addressed. It may contain confidential and privileged information. If you received this e-mail in error, please respond to the sender and delete it.
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"John H. Welborne"

10/4/2021 16:29:30

Karl Syndulko

Testiony
Paul, et al.:
Please see this e-mail dialogue from this afternoon. (I’m eliminating the “cc” addressees, who mainly are GWNC directors).
I assume what I discuss is part of the fine-tuning that you will need to be doing (and that is what I have stated to the 30 recipients!).
I also include the relevant part of the GWNC Bylaws that established the line followed in the current CD4 - CD10 dividing line. The full Bylaws are here:
https://greaterwilshire.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Greater-Wilshire-NC-Approved-Bylaws-###-####.pdf.pdf
— John
John H. Welborne
Windsor Square
Greater Wilshire
###-####
Begin forwarded message:
From: "John H. Welborne" <john@welborne.net
Subject: Re: Voices Needed! Greater Wilshire At Risk!
Date: October 4, 2021 at 4:05:59 PM PDT
To: "maxakirkham@gmail.com" <maxakirkham@gmail.com
Cc: Max:
Jane is correct (of course). The Commission-proffered Plan K2.5 is great for Greater Wilshire. The Commission’s Plan K2.5 intends to keep Greater Wilshire together, including the eastern and northeastern boundaries
as part of the new Council District.
However, your eagle eye has detected what Commission staff will confirm as they make their map even more precise — that they will follow the exact GWNC boundary which, as you know, sometimes is set at rear
property lines and has various “wiggles” on the eastern edge. The existing Council District map (shown in my third image) does that, and the Commission staff presumably will fine-tune Plan K2.5 to achieve what was
achieved previously, a Council District having the same boundary as GWNC. (The staff's “Districtr”-type software starts with full census tracts, and staff then has to make individual adjustments as the staff members
bring their maps to final form.)
— John
COMMISSION’S K2.5 MAP:
CITY’S GWNC MAP:
EXISTING COUNCIL BOUNDARY COMPARED TO COMMISSION’S K2.5:
On Oct 4, 2021, at 3:17 PM, Jane Usher <jeusher@aol.com <mailto:jeusher@aol.com wrote:
Hi Max -Here is a link to Map K2.5:
https://districtr.org/edit/58414?event=mapsofla <https://districtr.org/edit/58414?event=mapsofla
I've also attached a map of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council.
You can interact with the linked Map K2.5. You can zoom in to our neighborhood. You can use the data layers tab to superimpose the boundaries of Greater Wilshire onto the Map. The Map brings every smidge of
Greater Wilshire into CD5. K2.5 includes all of Greater Wilshire!! Incredibly great for us. Jane
-----Original Message----From: Max Kirkham <maxakirkham@gmail.com <mailto:maxakirkham@gmail.com
To: Sent: Mon, Oct 4, 2021 2:51 pm
Subject: Re: Voices Needed! Greater Wilshire At Risk!
Map K2.5 appears to put a chunk of the corner of Area 9 of the GWNC into CD 13. It also appears to go down South Manhattan from Beverly to Olympic, putting everything between that line and Western into CD10.
That wouldn’t be unanimously into CD5 if so. Am I reading the map wrong?
-Max Kirkham
C: (###-####
To whom it may concern:
I am a member of the West of Westwood HOA(WOWHOA) and a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder (WNC).
We strongly support Map K.25 that keeps WOWHOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not draw where a councilperson lives, especially when they probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using the recent census results.
We strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.
Sincerely,
Karl Syndulko
2657 Kelton Ave
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arun baheti

10/4/2021 17:21:50

Lorna Hennington

Testiony
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
We unfortunately are not members of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition.
We support our Neighborhood Council’s position to extend District "J" on map K 2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyons and Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest.
And further would like you to consider that the area immediately east where Hazen joins Alto Cedro Drive and proceeding south to Briarcrest be included in those deliberations and mapping.
But, to be clear, we are vehemently opposed to MAP K2 in its current form.
However, we do not believe it goes far enough and addresses the pressing issues of inclusion.
As it currently exists, K2 banishes us from our community of shared interests with our neighbors to our west on Benedict Cyn and Beverly Glen. This is an arbitrary and illogical cut-off, particularly as we share the same
topography, the same construction considerations, the same fire danger, the same public safety issues, and the same critical Life Safety services.
It is crucial that we share the same district with hillside neighborhoods that have identical conditions and concerns. We have spent the last 10 years being denied those same protections as CD5.
Map L would be the ideal solution for our particular area of Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest, but again feel it should extend from Hazen to Alto Cedro to a logical terminus at the intersection of Alto Cedro Drive and Briarcrest
Road. We all live in close proximity, share the same concerns, and are part of the city of Los Angeles that is most assuredly not part of the valley. PLEASE don't make the same mistake as the City made 10 years ago.
Either extend MAP K2 to include Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest as proposed by our Neighborhood Council and include the homeowners on Alto Cedro Drive. Many thanks for your kind consideration. Monte Stettin and
Jacqueline Monash
t.###-####
f.###-####
m.###-#### Monte
m.###-#### Jacqueline
montestettin@me.com
jacquelinemonash@gmail.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Mary Furia
As a long time resident, I urge you to keep Griffith Park in the same
district as Los Feliz, the area it has traditionally been associated with
and with strong ties of culture and governance. Given the low to zero
population of Griffith Park, it should not impact the numbers much, but
the Park is part of a strong community of interest with Los Feliz. The
observatory, Greek, and other landmarks are part of our neighborhood
culturally and politically are relevant and impact us greatly on land use
decisions.
Thank you
Arun Baheti
90027 resident
My name is Lorna Hennington I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong:
Together! We belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west with whom we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues
and even our sports leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services.
[https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/wK0xs-mADWRlCLxdTkmf8hNA_BpmJHdvf6fVPx1BXQslHhxZNlRKcZ5oeGfxinM0uBnhW2jaqiR1_6xWY158JosbHuZe9S4NunRdpZj1H2HH2RoVt66CPJ0ff80TB_4J18i-rx45]
[https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/ZqDIpYJA9-2d6M-1GCVgK5bDL0kwNAG9_XOWYviKMagpZjyx9qWuAx5XxFSrOk4x3QjLwUMe_OtJiX0rCMiDJwHgUPxLoZjRqc7FVTst1WTJSdA_8MMgz2B4SXHo4_sJnrtMJ8Ze]
Lorna Hennington
Realtor ︳Broker ︳Attorney
KW | KELLER WILLIAMS REALTY, LARCHMONT
BRE # ###-####
###-####
lorna@bateshennington.com<mailto:lorna@bateshennington.com
www.bateshennington.com<https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.bateshennington.com&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%
7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C###-####2741&sdata=ii1%2BIUleRu4MYoCO%2BVn4Ph%2BJjNw60hLH5BivHVzuZj0%3D&reserved=0
[https://lh5.googleusercontent.com/Q11GZfUj6nYhg10euzdnmfBnAkmL_Z41nekFiWTrTUblajxifLQBaY98EGhVlGk48P4EkkSj_uDDDvC7JPTwTVTzrU0GOaMX2drPx7Bw4xKgrD1zlxn-fPtx8ohB6MkXjdE-1Xgr]<https:
//eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%
7C1%7C0%7C###-####2746&sdata=bHxn5H7k0UU9Fz%2BFb%2FIG36UXfF9kbUrdYXEHoPXAMxM%3D&reserved=0 [https://lh6.googleusercontent.
com/lXHIzDu5brNXu0NmMxbpYtqjhsp6GH6kbz2v9PHx6mH3hEbCXKCvbmvVsDIfLcpdfXf3xzndnaPDOWbB6xAa3rEm_XUvB-WQfLRrWGIZ3fkhCuRNy0Obvr6yTLPCyrPfHNtKDAYP] <https://eur04.safelinks.
protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.instagram.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C#######2746&sdata=rXUhihoV%2Fp%2FgkoR6Pjb%2BL7Lqv38TTXpSlcte7d8a3og%3D&reserved=0 [https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/wl0S09H8_aOmDuSjizypCHIcPjfhoVQyL7jHDct_6mB330X_ZpZBmg7i9tl1mVtUO2cXKLXKkMMHsDUkU7knGwTZB30OsX8Om4IcfmlYJF8evt8cCELwaxHupobcAd_XnSWNYu1] <https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.
twitter.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C###-####2754&sdata=ekg%2FLP4m%
2BpkejJd3QYOMKz%2BuopGl7YX6BV5zA1q%2B%2FZ4%3D&reserved=0
Call
Send SMS
Call from mobile
Add to Skype
You'll need Skype CreditFree via Skype
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Barry Gray
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Rhonda Aldrich

10/4/2021 17:37:01

10/4/2021 17:39:42

Charmaine Smith

10/4/2021 17:41:58

DeLuciaKasoff

10/4/2021 17:44:24

June Bilgore

Testiony
My name is Barry Gray and I have lived in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood
of Greater Wilshire for nearly 10 years. Thank you for hearing our voices
and approving Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we
belong: Together! We belong together with our community of interest
neighbors to the west with whom we share our schools, our local newspapers,
our parks, our historic homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues
and even our sports leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire
by placing us all, together, in a Council District where we can receive
focused attention and services.
* Broker Associate & Senior Partner*
Realtor of Architecture + Historic Properties
132 N. Larchmont Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90004
bgray@dppre.com
###-#### <###-####0 (mobile / text)
DRE: ###-####
www.barrygray.com
The preceding e-mail message (including any attachments) contains
information that may be confidential or contain other applicable
privileges, or constitute non-public information. It is intended to be
conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If you are not an intended
recipient of this message, please notify the sender by replying to this
message and then delete it from your system. Use dissemination,
distribution, or reproduction of this message by unintended recipients is
not authorized and may be unlawful.
Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support
the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield.
Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common
interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan
K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Rhonda Aldrich
My name is Tamara Blustein. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood
of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft
Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: Together! We
belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west with
whom we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic
homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues and even our sports
leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all,
together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and
services.
Tamara Blustein
960 Westchester Place
Los Angeles, CA 90019
Hello Commissioners,
My name is Charmaine Smith and I am a long time resident in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire
exactly where we belong: Together! We belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west with whom we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic homes, our businesses, our
churches and synagogues and even our sports leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services. Sincerely,
Charmaine Smith
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Leslye Kasoff
“To be yourself in a world that is constantly trying to make you something else is the greatest accomplishment.”~Ralph Waldo Emerson
I, June Bilgore, live in the Windsor Square neighborhood of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Many, many thanks for Map K2.5. It so perfectly places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And,
importantly, with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues and so much more, with
our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we belong - we’re counting on you to keep us intact with Map K2.5.
Very sincerely,
June Bilgore
355 S. Windsor Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA

Date
10/4/2021 17:50:41

10/4/2021 18:04:39

10/4/2021 18:13:51

10/4/2021 18:17:29

10/4/2021 18:24:39

10/4/2021 18:32:57

10/4/2021 18:35:34

10/4/2021 18:42:19

Name
Lilla Zuckerman

Testiony
My name is Lilla Zuckerman and I am a homeowner in the Wilshire Park. THANK
YOU for approving K2.5. Please keep us united with our neighbors with whom
we share our schools, our our parks, our homes. Thank you again for
honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together, in a Council
District where we can receive focused attention and services.
Best
Lilla Zuckerman
Stephen Cooper
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved new Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman
Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves
based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Stephen F. Cooper
hopeheaney@ca.rr.comI am a resident of Windsor Square, which falls within Greater Wilshire
(GW). Thank you for Map K2.5. It places GW exactly where its residents
belong: together with our community-of-interest (COI) neighbors to the
west: we share schools, local newspapers, parks, sports leagues,
historic homes, places of worship--everything that defines a
community. Thank you again for honoring Windsor Square and the GW by
including us within the CD where we belong.
Sincerely,
Hope Heaney
Jerry Podany
I live in the Windsor Sq neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our
schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we
belong.
Jerry and Amanda Podany
515 South Morton Ave
Sent from my iPhone
e simms
I live in Park La Brea.
I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community
consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process
with other multi-cultural tenant-rich communities. In particular, I would
like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important.
The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the
most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade
and more will weigh the interests of landlords and homeowners against the
interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural
tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified
so that tenants have clear representation on City Council during those
discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently
elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across
different districts, the maps under consideration might well reduce that to
zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council
district.
Thank you for your consideration.
E Simms
Lisa Hutchins
Hello,
We live in Windsor Square, 415 S Windsor Blvd to be exact, of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong—Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports
leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we belong. Sincerely,
Mark and Lisa Hutchins
###-#### cell
"shopchen@aol.com" To Whom It May Concern,I live in Windsor Square of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together and with our community of interest neighbors to
the west. We share our schools, our local newspapers, parks, sports leagues, our historic homes, churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again forhonoring Greater Wilshire by including
us where we belong.thank you for your helpMargaret chen
Schuyler Kent
Hello,
We live in Windsor Square, a neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We
share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us
where we belong.
Sincerely,
Schuyler Kent & Keith Feldman

Date
10/4/2021 18:53:29

10/4/2021 18:59:39

10/4/2021 19:02:24

10/4/2021 19:05:28

Name
Jenn Ruben

Testiony
I am all for the new map! I live on the both side of Burbank Blvd and definitely would like to be part of the valley group instead of the city group!!
Thank you!!
Sincerely,
Jenn Ruben
Sent from my iPhone
Nora Sullivan-Houndalas
Hello Redistricting Committee,
I live in Windsor Square part of the of Greater Wilshire area. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share
our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where
we belong.
Sincerely, Nora Sullivan Houndalas
632 S. Arden Blvd., LA, CA 90005
MARLON
Dear Commissioners,
I’m writing to you about section on Map K2, which will majorly impact affect the area in which live !
Ive been living in the area of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area for 10 years now and 6 years ago bought a home here,
Council District 5 has always been my representatives in this area and now there is a move afoot to split the area . My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further
complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both
principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Appreciate you giving this matter serious consideration .
All the best
Marlon Stoltzman
7663 Waring Ave
Los Angeles CA 90046
"Małgorzata Margo Schulz"
Hi,
Can you pleae provide a map from, before redistricting.
I am a homeowner who lives in Van Nuys, this is also regarding a condo complex that has 65 units, largest one in the area.
We are going to have a homeoweners meeting soon and we need to see "before," map.
Thanks and best regards,
Margo Schulz
On Oct 4, 2021, at 6:42 PM, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission <redistricting.lacity@lacity.org wrote:
View this email in your browser <https://mailchi.mp/320d82f53577/maps-and-materials-for-review-for-laccrc-927-meeting-4804826?e=d5c63b6930
Hello all,
We look forward to seeing you at the upcoming Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission Public Hearings regarding Draft Map K 2.5. The Agenda for the meeting can be found here <https://laccrc2021.us5.
list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=eed6c10ab8&e=d5c63b6930. To view Draft Map K 2.5 and the data associated with it, click here <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?
u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=6d7d72efc5&e=d5c63b6930. To view a more detailed map (i.e. with street names) click here <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?
u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=791463f289&e=d5c63b6930.
The upcoming hearings will be held on:
October 6 at 6 PM – 10 PM
October 9 at 10 AM – 2 PM
October 13 at 6 PM – 10 PM
October 16 at 10am until end of testimony
TO ATTEND THE HEARINGS: To attend or participate via zoom: Click Here <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=9d63bd38f0&e=d5c63b6930 or go to http://bit.
ly/LACCRCZoom <http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
To call into the meeting: Dial 1-###-####, enter ###-#####
You can also watch these hearings by going to LA CITYVIEW 35 on cable Channel 35 (in the City of LA) or the website at lacityview.org/live <http://lacityview.org/live and on YouTube at @laccrc2021.
TO SUBMIT PUBLIC COMMENT TO THE COMMISSION: The Commission is looking for feedback on certain aspects of the Draft Map - to see the requested feedback, please click here <https://laccrc2021.us5.listmanage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=90438bbb2f&e=d5c63b6930. Please note, this is not an exhaustive list and the Commission wants to hear all of your feedback. To provide feedback on the
draft map, please fill out the form here <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=f168e01f1c&e=d5c63b6930. This form will ensure that your comment is quickly provided
to the Commission prior to the Public Hearings.
We look forward to seeing you in the upcoming weeks. Thank you for participating in the process.
Sincerely,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
###-####
<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=251615c5f4&e=d5c63b6930<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?
u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=4279b718d5&e=d5c63b6930<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=9aafd68994&e=d5c63b6930<https://laccrc2021.us5.listmanage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=46905aa4a7&e=d5c63b6930
Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/profile?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=fb14d3cbf1&e=d5c63b6930&c=29c646734c or unsubscribe <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.
com/unsubscribe?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=fb14d3cbf1&e=d5c63b6930&c=29c646734c

Date
10/4/2021 19:07:42

Name
Nancy Sogoian

10/4/2021 19:20:09

Tomoko Tagawa

10/4/2021 19:29:06

Kristi Clainos

Testiony
THANK YOU, Commission, for your initial adoption of Draft Map K2.5 PLEASE, PLEASE FINALIZE IT TO MAKE SHERMAN OAKS PART OF AN ALL-VALLEY DISTRICT 3 with our adjacent communities of Encino, Tarzana, Woodland Hills and parts of Valley Village.
As a 26-year homeowner/stakeholder in Sherman Oaks, it's been a short-changed CD4 doppelgänger and the loser of a terribly gerrymandered district. Aligning Sherman Oaks with our neighboring Communities of
Common Interest is fair and very much overdue! Allow us our fair representation and finalize the draft map!
Again, thank you for your attention to this important matter!
Sincerely,
Nancy Sogoian14014 Hartsook St.Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
My name is Tomoko Tagawa. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong:
Together! We belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west with whom we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues
and even our sports leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services.
Tomoko Tagawa MD
I want to THANK YOU for the initial inclusion of Sherman Oaks in an all-Valley District 3--AND I URGE YOU TO PLEASE FINALIZE DRAFT MAP K2.5 with Sherman Oaks in District 3.
Thank you!
Kristi Jerome
Homeowner, Voter, Taxpayer, Concerned Citizen
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423

Date
10/4/2021 19:29:54

Name
Anastasia Mann

Testiony
COMMUNITY IMPACT STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF HHWNC CF#20-0668
Dear Commissioners and Madame City Clerk.
On behalf of Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council I am submitting this CIS relating to the current Redistricting Project underway for our City.
The attached MAP of HHWNC is the OFFICIAL CORRECT MAP for HHWNC which is the largest geographic NC in Los Angeles and one of the first certified 20 years ago. The Map you have been using for HHWNC is
incorrect.
On November 10th, 2020, the HHWNC Board voted unanimously to approve revised By-Laws which included this map after extensive research with Empower LA. The Map presented by the Commission was missing a
portion of our Area 2 which currently is in CD2. The bulk of HHWNC is currently in CD4 with a portion of our Area 3 in CD13. Prior to the Redistricting phases in 2000 and 2010, we also included CD5.
The HHWNC stakeholders within our Hillsides (Santa Monica Mountain range) and adjacent “flats” -within our Areas 3, 4, and 7 primarily, with some also in Areas 1 and 2 - all identify with the hills as they are somewhat
elevated compared to the basin, but they share the same issues we are all currently experiencing re: extreme fire danger; wildlife protection concerns; increased crime including home invasions, illegal party houses,
mail theft, drag racing causing injury and death; hillside McMansionization causing deterioration to foundations; destruction of Hollywood historic buildings causing evictions of our stakeholders; lack of substantial
Infrastructure, and building of over-priced apartments that no-one in our median income range can afford…. And more.
With the above being our existing and ongoing concerns, we continue to identify with and primarily work with our NC neighbors to the west and east - HUNC and BABCNC.
Therefore based on the current status of your procedures, the Communities of Interest within HHWNC support Map K-2.5.
For these communities to stay in tact, we encourage you to keep our Area 7 - which includes our two HPOZs - Sunset Square and Spaulding Square - together as well as both sides of Laurel Canyon. HHWNC includes
the East Side of Laurel Canyon and BABCNC includes the West Side.
While we have a long history of working with Studio City, Sherman Oaks and NoHo (NoHo LAPÐ covers our area 1 & 2 north of Muholland and to the Burbank border), we have never had any interaction with Shadow
Hills since our inception. LAPD Hollywood is our primary PD. We have three Fire Stations serving HHWNC residents and businesses.
We include landmark locations, i.e. Hollywood Bowl, Ford Amphitheatre, Universal Studios, Hollywood & Highland, Musso & Frank, Forest Lawn, Runyon Canyon (LA’s second largest park and only Wilderness park);
Historic Whitley Heights, Sunset & Spaulding Squares HPOZs (historic craftsman homes); the north side of Hollywood Blvd on the National Registry; the Magic Castle, Yamashiro Sky Room, to name a few.
Thank you all for your diligence in respecting the neighborhoods within these communities and hopefully not splitting them down the middle.
Also thank you for your leadership in expressing and emphasizing the integrity of the process you are endeavoring to maintain. We support your commitment to not give in to political influences and to stay the course on
behalf of the people within the communities of Los Angeles vs those seeking personal advantages or benefits.
PLEASE REFER TO THIS CORRECT MAP OF HHWNC…. I’ve included dialogue below from Empower LA/DONE as well as the City Clerk staff re it’s accuracy.
[cid:B3249593-DA27-4A17-BCD1-###-####A2BC]
Once again, thank you all and best regards,
Anastasia Mann
###-#### home
###-#### cell
Begin forwarded message:
From: Oswaldo Ruiz <oswaldo.ruiz@lacity.org
Date: October 4, 2021 at 3:43:32 PM PDT
To: Kyle Stone <kyle.stone@lacity.org
Cc: Anastasia Mann <president@hhwnc.org, Brian Dyer <area3chair@hhwnc.org, Renee McDade <renee.mcdade@lacity.org
Subject: Re: HHWNC Map
Hello Kyle,
On our side we only publish the maps to our Candidate Filing and VBM Portals. I am unfamiliar with redistricting.
Regards
On Mon, Oct 4, 2021 at 10:54 AM Kyle Stone <kyle.stone@lacity.org<mailto:kyle.stone@lacity.org wrote:
Yes, the fire station and north side of Mulholland are included as per our discussion previously.
City Clerk (cc'd here) has distributed these maps to all departments that need the new maps. Although I'm not sure who would receive the maps for redistricting, Owaldo Ruiz might.
Oswaldo, do you know if this map has been sent to the correct departments?
On Mon, Oct 4, 2021 at 10:37 AM Anastasia Mann <president@hhwnc.org<mailto:president@hhwnc.org wrote:
Great. So THIS map includes the fire station and the north side of Mulholland in our area 2. ???
Can you make sure Redistricting has it? I’ve sent it three times.
Thank you.
Anastasia Mann
HHWNC President
[https://s3-us-west-1.amazonaws.com/hhwnc/HHWNC_LOGO.png]
7095 Hollywood Blvd., Suite #1004
Hollywood, CA 90028
###-####
President@hhwnc.org<mailto:President@hhwnc.org
HHWNC.ORG<http://hhwnc.org/
On Oct 4, 2021, at 10:32 AM, Kyle Stone <kyle.stone@lacity.org<mailto:kyle.stone@lacity.org wrote:
Hello,
Yes, we followed the 91604 zip code line house-by-house as stated in the boundary description. I too remember this conversation. I went through each house with everyone to show that it is correct.
On Sun, Oct 3, 2021 at 10:31 PM Brian Dyer <area3chair@hhwnc.org<mailto:area3chair@hhwnc.org wrote:
I had the same skepticism, but, if I recall the conversation correctly, Orrin did say that the boundary followed the Zip Code line, even though that is not recommended.
So what is depicted below is correct.
Kyle, was that your understanding, also?
Brian
From: Anastasia Mann <president@hhwnc.org<mailto:president@hhwnc.org
Sent: Saturday, October 2, 2021 8:02 AM
To: Kyle Stone Empower LA <kyle.stone@lacity.org<mailto:kyle.stone@lacity.org
Cc: Brian Dyer <area3chair@hhwnc.org<mailto:area3chair@hhwnc.org
Subject: HHWNC Map
Kyle I’m a bit confused between Area 2 and Area 9… isn’t that gap what we included that’s part of CD2? I’m 91604?
Anastasia
[cid:17c4c64d0444ce8e91]
Anastasia Mann
HHWNC President
[https://s3-us-west-1.amazonaws.com/hhwnc/HHWNC_LOGO.png]
7095 Hollywood Blvd., Suite #1004
Hollywood, CA 90028

Date
10/4/2021 19:31:50

Name
Mendes Napoli

10/4/2021 19:40:36

Marjorie Maxon

10/4/2021 19:56:50

Alexandra Shinn

10/4/2021 20:31:39

Betsy Carroll

Testiony
I live in x neighborhood Windsor Square of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share
our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where
we belong.
Mendes J. Napoli
169 South Plymouth Blvd.
###-####
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
I was very surprised when I heard that Shadow Hills was being separated
from the other surrounding communities into another new council district
that supposedly has the common interest of being near Burbank/
entertainment oriented. This makes absolutely no sense to me. Shadow
Hills and neighboring Sunland Tujunga have been in the same city council
district for at least 40 years. Frankly, more blue collar movie industry
workers live in Sunland Tujunga than in Shadow Hills because there are a
lot of smaller, more affordable homes. Shadow Hills has larger, equestrian
oriented homes. They have all sorts of horse trails,hence the name of their
neighborhood council, that will be divided under this redistricting:
Foothill Trails.
Sunland Tujunga, Shadow Hills, Sylmar, La Tuna Canyon and Lakeview
Terrace have a common interest in that we live in a high fire danger zone.
We use the same roads to escape. We are very aware of this because we had
the huge La Tuna fire in September 2017 and the Creek fire in 2020. We
live on the edge of the Angeles National Forest and border the Big Tujunga
Wash. Our current City Councilwoman is very aware of these special issues.
Councilmember Krekorian once represented Shadow Hills, but the other
potential council member who just started a few months ago would be tasked
with trying to lean a completely new and different district on top of
leaning the ropes of being a city council member of a giant city with huge
budgets and I guess she would also have to move on top of all that. No
wonder she is upset, and the people who wanted her and now get someone else
for 3/4ths of her term are also probably upset.
It seems that in a democracy, having the right to have the person you
elected to represent you should also be a community of interest. I don't
understand why some modest demographic changes merit the drastic
redistricting proposed in Map K2.5. If anything has to be taken out of CD 7
because of a population increase it seems like the North Hills area would
be a better candidate for adjustment since it is deeper into the San
Fernando Valley and not part of the Foothill area.
Thanks for reading this,
Marjorie Maxon
Sunland Resident
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Alexandra Nathanson Shinn LCSW, JD
Sherman Oaks (Los Angeles), California Confidentiality Notice:
This email and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient, any use, disclosure, distribution, or copying of this document is prohibited. If you have received
this document in error, please notify the sender immediately by email and destroy all copies of the original message.
Good evening,
I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank
you for hearing our voices and approving Draft Map K2.5. We are hoping to
keep Greater Wilshire within a single Council District, which the Draft Map
K2.5 ensures.
We belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west
with whom we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our
historic homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues and even our
sports leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us
all, together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention
and services.
Best regards,
Elizabeth (Betsy) Carroll
890 South Bronson Avenue, Los Angeles
-- *Betsy Carroll*
(+1) ###-####

Date
10/4/2021 20:35:39

Name

10/4/2021 20:45:00

pamela bizzell

10/4/2021 20:46:34

Fox

10/4/2021 20:49:09

Fox

10/4/2021 20:58:42

Bob Schneiderman

Testiony
Hello.
My name is Barbara Ayon. For the last 20 year I have lived in the Wilshire
Park HPOZ neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: Together! We belong together with our community of
interest neighbors to the west with
whom we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic
homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues and even our sports
leagues.
Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together,
in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services.
Please do not lose sight of why you supported the draft map K2.5. Keep us TOGETHER!!!!
-- This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
https://www.avast.com/antivirus
I have resided in Gramercy Place and County Club drive for the past 30 years. I am in strong support for Plan K2
Regards,
Pamela Bizzell
Dear Council Members The Bel Air/Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council has asked that our neighborhood, Coldwater to Briarcrest, be moved into District J. I am in support of that adjustment.
The current map, K2, creates a Frankenstein district call “O”. It’s design ignores the basic principles of redistricting your commission has articulated and as expressed by Commissioner Katz in Los Angeles magazine
and Commissioner Cardenas at the 9/27 meeting.
District O ignores the natural boundary of Mulholland and takes our Coldwater to Briarcrest south of Mulholland and puts it in a district that is designed to be a valley district – District O.
It takes us away from our communities of interest to our immediate west in District J.
We share communities of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic and public services.
We share geographic, demographic, social and religious communities with District J.
We share critical life safety services of Police and Fire.
If you can’t even assign a council district number to what you have created, that should indicate it is an artificial construct.
Thank you Paul Fox
Dear Council Members The Bel Air/Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council has asked that our neighborhood, Coldwater to Briarcrest, be moved into District J. I am in support of that adjustment.
The current map, K2, creates a Frankenstein district call “O”. It’s design ignores the basic principles of redistricting your commission has articulated and as expressed by Commissioner Katz in Los Angeles magazine
and Commissioner Cardenas at the 9/27 meeting.
District O ignores the natural boundary of Mulholland and takes our Coldwater to Briarcrest south of Mulholland and puts it in a district that is designed to be a valley district – District O.
It takes us away from our communities of interest to our immediate west in District J.
We share communities of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic and public services.
We share geographic, demographic, social and religious communities with District J.
We share critical life safety services of Police and Fire.
If you can’t even assign a council district number to what you have created, that should indicate it is an artificial construct.
PLEASE HELP!!!!!
Sincerely Fran Fox
Dear Redistricting Committee:
I live in the Windsor Square neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you
for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together!
And with our community of interest neighbors to the west.
We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues,
our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the
west.
Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we
belong.
Sincerely,
Robert Schneiderman

Date
10/4/2021 21:11:25

10/4/2021 21:12:49

10/4/2021 21:13:10

10/4/2021 21:24:27

Name
Testiony
ken and sandy OsmondI moved to Shadow Hills because I could keep my horse at my home. My
family moved here in 1975; I'm still here. We look out for each other, and
in the recent fire, just a few years ago, my horse was evacuated to another
location, and people came from all over to make sure that horses were moved
quickly and safely, even when you did not own your own horse trailer and
truck. People showed up.
I belong to SHPOA, and we need the 210 Freeway on the East, the ridgeline
between Sunland Blvd. and LaTuna Canyon on the South, the Big Tujunga Wash
on the North and Northwest and the Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on
the West.
Please leave the three foothill communities abutting Verdugo Mountains,
the National Forest and Big Tujunga Wash of Lake View Terrace and La Tuna
Canyon as one district for the same reason.
PS. I rode my Arabian mare, Radama, on the ridgeline I just described, and
took the first road down to what was then dirt, but about to be paved, and
rode her on the empty dirt 210 "freeway," and we exited what would be
Sunland Blvd. offramp, and rode her home along the edge of Sunland Blvd.
Maybe the only person to say I rode a horse on the 210 Freeway, I'm not
sure.
Sincerely,
Sandra Osmond
9863 Wornom Ave.
Shadow Hills
Nona Friedman
Dear Redistricting Committee,
Thank you for making such a great effort to keep Greater Wilshire together with map K2.5. It really is terrific. I live in the Ridgewood-Wilton neighborhood and greatly appreciate being with similar neighborhoods to the
west. It makes a difference in the community
I encourage you to keep this map as it is even though I have heard there is a chance for additional amendments to it. Please do not change it. Our city and neighborhood has gone through enough with the pandemic.
Let’s try and keep things as status quo as possible.
Thank you for your time and service.
Sincerely,
Nona Sue Friedman
224 N. Ridgewood Place, 90004
Ilissa Light
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sincerely,
Ilissa Light
Sherman Oaks
Sent from my iPad
Nicholas
To: LA City RedistrictingCommission
I live in Windsor Square, a part of theGreater Wilshire area. Thank you very much for voting to adopt Map K2.5 for ourarea. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: TOGETHER with ourcommunity of
interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our localnewspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches andsynagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring
GreaterWilshire by including us where we belong.

10/4/2021 21:48:41

"Forbes, Amy R."

10/4/2021 21:55:16

peter white

Sincerely,
NicholasMilin
Irving Blvd.
I am a 20 year resident of Windsor Square in Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It holds the Windsor Square neighborhood together with Larchmont, and our communities tom the west. Do not give in to rank
politics.
We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Our neighborhood belongs with those neighborhoods.
Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we belong. Please keep it that way!
Amy R. Forbes
GIBSON DUNN
Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP
333 South Grand Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 9###-####<x-apple-data-detectors://1/0
Tel +1 ###-####<tel:+1%2###-#### • Fax +1 ###-####<tel:+1%2###-####
AForbes@gibsondunn.com<mailto:AForbes@gibsondunn.com • www.gibsondunn.com<http://www.gibsondunn.com/
________________________________
This message may contain confidential and privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any review, disclosure, distribution by others or forwarding without express permission is strictly prohibited. If
it has been sent to you in error, please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this message.
Please see our website at https://www.gibsondunn.com/ for information regarding the firm and/or our privacy policy.
________________________________
My name is Peter White I am a resident of Wilshire Park HPOZ. I have lived in the neighborhood for the past 16 years. I fully support the redistricting map K2.5. Thank you very much for listening to the voices of our
community and as you begin the final phase of redistricting we would like to keep this Map k2.5 Intact as it has been drawn and its most recent form. I would be happy to answer any questions that you may have or
offer more insight but the bottom line is that you have done a wonderful job. Thank you
Peter White
Resident, Wilshire Park
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Jamie Somes
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judyjgregory

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commission
I live in *the Windsor Square (Bronson st betw 5th and 6th)* neighborhood
of Greater Wilshire. My wife and I have been at this location for over 30
years. We have had many opportunities to move to other neighborhoods but
have always stayed loyal to this one because it is an oasis in the city. A
safe and green haven for kids during Halloween and a great place to raise
kids.
Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong.
Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We
share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our
historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we
belong.
Please help by resisting any changes to the map.
Thanks for hearing us.
Jamie Somes-*James D Somes*
Managing Partner
*Sadurni International Holdings*
*Secure Foods International*
###-#### <%2B1%2###-####0%204666
Internet E-mail Confidentiality Clause
The content of this e-mail (including any attachments) is strictly
confidential and may be commercially sensitive. If you are not, or believe
you may not be, the intended recipient, please advise the sender
immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail and destroy any copies. In
these circumstances, any use or dissemination of this e-mail, or any other
dealing based on this e-mail, is strictly prohibited and may be a breach of
federal and/or state law. No warranty is given by us that the integrity or
security of this e-mail (including any attachments) has been maintained
through transmission nor that it is free of virus or any other defect or
error. Formatting may have altered in transmission.
Commissioners:
I strongly support Map2.5 being considered by the redistricting commission because it keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single City CouncilDistrict 5, respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’
associations andcontinues the historical relationship of the Westside communities both northand south of Pico Blvd. Further, I support K2.5 because it applies logical boundariesand Map K2.5 would keep us
withinCouncil District 5 and also within our own Westside Neighborhood Council.
Map L which is also being considered would divide our local Neighborhood council into three districts, dilute input, and voice on local city issues.
Respectfully,Amelia Kacena
My name is Diana Yin, and my husband and I live in the Windsor Square
neighborhood
of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire
exactly where we belong with our community of interest neighbors to the
west. We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports
leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors
to the west. Thank you again.
Regards,
Diana
"My name is Judy Han-Gregory and I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood
of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft
Map K2.5.
It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: Together! We belong
together with our community of interest neighbors to the west with whom we
share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic homes, our
businesses, our churches and synagogues and even our sports leagues.
Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together,
in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services.
Judy Han-Gregory
871 S. Bronson Ave.
Wilshire Park, HPOZ
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Testiony
Commissioners,
I am writing in order to voice my opposition to the proposed redistricting
of the area North of Melrose between La Brea and La Cienega. I have lived
in this particular district for over 12 years and in this area since 1989
As you may be aware, the neighborhoods surrounding Melrose Ave. with
Highland to the East and San Vicente to the West has been suffering from a
major increase in violent crime. As such, the residents and business owners
in the area have been meeting regularly with a representative of Paul
Koretz's office as well as with members of local law enforcement to discuss
the problems and come up with viable solutions. We are all working hard to
make this neighborhood safe again and it is working. Just this weekend I
saw a real police presence on Melrose and there were definitely less people
loitering on the sidewalks.
The plan to redistrict the area North of Melrose into a separate district
will undoubtedly adversely affect our group efforts by complicating our
effort to implement positive changes in this area. I implore you to keep
the area North of Melrose between La Brea and La Cienega included in CD5
District J.
Thank you very much for your consideration of this important matter.
Best,
Megan Shaw
My wife and I have lived for 34 years at 630 S. Lucerne Blvd in the
Windsor Square neighborhood of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council.
A second generation of our family has recently bought a home and now lives
a few blocks over on Gramercy.
I am writing to say thank you for Map K2.5. It honors Greater Wilshire’s
history as a community of interest and unites us with our community of
interest neighbors to the west within the new borders of district 5.
We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues,
our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the
west.
Thank you again for recognizing our long history as a community of
interest and for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we belong
in Map K2.5.
Best
Ian Jack
630 South Lucerne Blvd.
FINALIZE DRAFT MAP K2.5 with Sherman Oaks in District 3. This is a long needed plan to take the Valley more representative and target solutions to the problems that are exclusive to the people living in the new
planned district.
Thank you.
Jay Schuster
Dear Commissioners,
I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict Canyon. Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to Council District 5 on Map K2.5.
Please extend Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further east to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council (BABC)which embodies a community of interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air, and
cross-canyon traffic.
Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood Council are addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that
serves Bel Air. And, like our BABC Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District
O as it extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley.
Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact as it connects Franklin Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District
O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues.
Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Carol Leslie HamiltonFranklin Canyon Resident
"What lies behind us and what lies before us are small matters compared to what lies within us." Ralph Waldo Emerson
Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city Into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly
affect the area in which I have lived for the past 27 years.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
As a long time resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area,I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues, which now is in jeopardy.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Thank you for listening to us who live here now and will live with the consequences. My best to you, Yareli Arizmendi 801 N. Poinsettia Pl
Los Angeles, CA. 90046
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Thomas De Simone

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I am writing to encourage you to include most of Griffith Park in the District 13 boundaries that have been drawn for the new district for city council. Griffith Park is practically the backyard of Los Feliz and to bifurcate it
from the neighborhood in which it is located will result in an unnecessary and negative impact on the district and city by separating the park from the constituents who are closest to and most impacted by this community
asset. Please include Griffith Park in the final map for District 13. Thank you,
Tom
Resident, Los Feliz
Andrea Leon-Grossmann
Dear redistricting commissioners,I have been living in Rancho Park for over 25 years and I am urging you to support map K2.5 as it keeps the Westside Neighborhood Council entirely in a single district, it continues the
historical relationship of the Westside communities and the homeowners associations and their boundaries that have been in place for decades. I am very concerned about Map L because it ignores historical
boundaries and divides my neighborhood council into three districts. It also splits up my homeowner association as well as other longstanding and prominent homeowners associations. Please reject map L.Cordially,
Andrea León-GrossmannRancho Park resident
"David H. Friedman" Redistricting Staff:
Please support map K2.5 because it keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely
within a single City Council District 5, respects boundaries of prominent
homeowners' associations and continues the historical relationship of the
Westside communities both north and south of Pico Blvd. We support K2.5
because it applies logical boundaries. Please support Map K2.5
Thank you, David H. Friedman, M.D.
Laura Schwimmer
10752 Ashby Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
###-####
dhfriedman@dslextreme.com
Scott Sale
Redistricting Commissioners,
I live in the Windsor Square area of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our
schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we
belong.
Scott Sale MD
100 N Irving Blvd
90004
momo suki
To Mr. Cardenas,
I am a member of the West of Westwood HOA(WOWHOA) and a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder (WNC).
We strongly support Map K.25 that keeps WOWHOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not draw where a councilperson lives, especially when they probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using the recent census results.
In 1991 a good portion of our members were removed from CD5 and WOWHOA was divided into THREEcouncil districts CDs 5, 6 and 11. The 2000 Redistricting Commission returned the entire WOWHOA to CD5
while CD6 moved to the Valley. Our members who were in CD6 and CD11 lost an election cycle and did not have the option to vote for our new councilmember.
We strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.
Sincerely,
Christine Morioka Sent from my iPhone
David Abrahamsen
As a homeowner I support this map proposal.
Best,
David Abrahamsen, CAS
Los Angeles, CA
Matt Jarosz
Hello,
I hope you are all having a great week. I wanted to reach out about recent
proposals to divide the district section K2 on the map. As you know, the
Melrose area has been seeing a huge, very concerning uptick in crime over
the past year and I have concerns that splitting the district at this time
will divert much needed attention to it. With a more centric-ownership, it
seems like the council can unite around this issue, become more familiar
with it, and deliver a solution with more urgency.
Thank you for your time,
Matt Jarosz
suzanne lauver
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sincerely,
Suzanne Lauver Sent from my iPhone
Johanna Lee
Redistricting Commissioners,
I live in *the Windsor Square area* of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map
K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And
with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools,
our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes,
our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again
for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we belong.
Johanna Lee
111 N Irving Blvd
90004
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Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I am, and I have been for 20 years, a resident and homeowner of Sherman Oaks and I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assoc. recommendation for redistricting that joins my city of Sherman Oaks to adjacent
Valley areas, per Draft Plan Map K2.
The Valley deserves its own voice.
Many thanks.
Respectfully,
Ghislaine Fenmore
5009 Woodman Ave #309
SO Ca 91423
Dear Commissioners,
While your work in the daunting task of dividing the city into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts is appreciated, my concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly affect
the area in which I have lived for the past 26 years. I have been a homeowner in the Melrose Village area since 1995, and this will impact me, my family and my neighborhood.
As a long time resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area, I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues, which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of
Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13. This is very upsetting to think that my neighborhood's representation in the city could be adversely affected for such an
incidental reason.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Thank you,
David Kaufman
Melrose Village homeowner (800 block North Curson Ave.)
Good morning:
I am a resident of Overland Avenue, and I am a board member of OAC, the Overland Avenue Committee. I am a stakeholder of the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC).
I have lived here for 29 years, and have worked hard to enhance and support my community. I am a stakeholder of the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC).
Please support Map K2.5 because it retains our Neighborhood Council within one district, it respects the HOA boundaries, and it continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities. Thank you so much for
listening to the varied voices that make up our wonderful City of Los Angeles, and for keeping our WNC in one district.
Sincerely,
Karen Boyarsky
I Live in Windsor Square. Please keep map K2.5 as is. I wish to keep the neighborhood together as it has been. There is a strong bond between neighbors in the area. Please do not break us up. thank you.S Davies
Arden Blvd
Sent from the all new AOL app for iOS
We are members of the West of Westwood HOA(WOWHOA) and a Westside
Neighborhood Council stakeholder (WNC).
We strongly support Map K.25 that keeps WOWHOA and WNC in *ONE* council
district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not drawn where a councilperson lives, especially when they
probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using
the recent census results.
In 1991 a good portion of our members were removed from CD5 and WOWHOA was
divided into *THREE *council districts CDs 5, 6 and 11. The 2000
Redistricting Commission returned the entire WOWHOA to CD5 while CD6 moved
to the Valley. Our members who were in CD6 and CD11 lost an election cycle
and did not have the option to vote for our new councilmember.
We strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.
Debby and Jerry Rotter
2617 Greenfield Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90064
Dear City of Los Angeles,
I live in Windsor Square and am part of the Larchmont business community of Greater Wilshire. My family appreciates the proposed Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire in the correct context of a neighborhood.
Especially since it better represents the communities interest west of our area. We share our schools, local publications, social media groups, business community, shopping and our historic homes with our neighbors
to the west. Once again thank you for honoring Greater Wilshire in making a long time coming adjustment to a better representation illustrated in Map K2.5
Sincerely,
Randy Paskal
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed, and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under
applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify us immediately. Thank you
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Testiony
Hello my name is Scott Krieger
I am part of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition
1. Thank you for this huge task and for your commitment to equity and transparency.
2. Antisemitism is at an all-time high in Los Angeles. Due to security needs and other unique services needed by the traditional Jewish community it is vital that our institutional and residential ethnic assets be kept
together..
3. I support Map K2.5 and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for the Jewish community and other communities of interest.
4. Many Jews live at or below the poverty line and it is the Jewish organizations and fellow Jewish community members within CD5 that support them and make up this historic community of interest.
5. In the last redistricting in 2012 after much advocating only 3 blocks of Hancock Park were put into CD5 and Valley Village and portions of South Pico Robertson were removed from CD5. We urge this commission to
keep the historic Jewish CD5 core from Hancock Park to West LA whole and to make sure that the valley Jewish community is part of a cohesive community base as well.
6. Thank you for your wise consideration.
Scott Krieger
Chief Operating Officer
The Arba Group, Inc
6300 Wilshire Blvd. #1800
Los Angeles, CA 90048
P ###-####
M ###-####
F ###-####
The information is intended for the recipient only. It may contain privileged and confidential material. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the message. Do not
disclose or forward the contents of this email to anyone
Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city Into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly affect the area in which I have lived for the past 20 years.
As a long time resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area, I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues, which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further
complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both
principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Splitting this street (any street) in half down the center is the most ridiculous idea I have ever heard and will make any efforts to keep crime/safety, noise, beautification, laws etc cohesive utterly impossible! You are
grown ups, you must know this!
As someone who lives on the border of LA and West Hollywood, and worked on initiatives to curb the infiltration of the aforementioned crime, noise and parking issues caused by a local business, I and my neighbors
had to deal w both LA and West Hollywood in order to get anything accomplished. So I know from first hand experience how nearly impossible it is to accomplish any progress when dealing w two separate city
governmental agencies.
PLEASE DON’T DO THIS!
Thank you for your consideration,
Lisa Wells
8377 Clinton Street
90048
###-####
Please consider keeping the corridor east of the 405 as part of
Westchester! Our neighborhood concerns are more aligned with
Westchester/LAX area than central LA. Our representative’s time and
attention would be split if forced to represent our interests to the west
as well as the current CD 8 population to the east!
Thanks!
Theresa

Date
10/5/2021 8:18:41

Name
Debbie Bean

Testiony
Hello,
I have reviewed the redistricting map and I am truly horrified at what this
will do to my community. As someone that has lived in Shadow Hills for 4
plus years and previously Tujunga for 4 years I know how desperately we
need to stay as one territory. We are a unique community that should be
celebrated and protected. On my daily walks, I see the same neighbors and
enjoy the horses, pigs and wild peacocks. *MOST IMPORTANTLY, WE HAVE LIVED
THROUGH TWO FIRES in the past few years. I watched my community band
together in a time of need and coordinated efforts put into effect to
protect everyone here. Talk to our local firefighters about how this
community supported them as they supported us. *There is more to life than
making developers rich. It's understanding that communities have specific
needs and that keeping them together ensures everyone's *SAFETY. *The money
it will cost the city in the event of another large fire where we are
unable to work together will far outweigh any short term goal you might try
to achieve by chopping up my neighborhood and worst case scenario... there
will be nothing but destroyed homes and displaced citizens. How is that not
factored into the decision making process of this redistricting map?
Here is what we are collectively asking for and I fully support.
*1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border
lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are
as follows: *
- The 210 Freeway on the EAST
- The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the
SOUTH
- The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map K2.5
has severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills: The west
side of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both sides of
Stonehurst north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway,
Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art
St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the tunnel to Sheldon,
the north side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of
Wheatland and Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel,
including the streets off Wheatland north of McBroom: Mahoney off of
Wheatland, North Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W.
Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow
Hills Ave. These streets have remained in District 7, while the rest of
Shadow Hills has been stripped away and placed in “District 2-or-4”.
- The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map
K2.5 has severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst Ave.
south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda, Hershey,
and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5
map has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6. Residents of
these streets will no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the
Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as
they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common
interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share
the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and equine
safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain
in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails
District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We
would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue to be represented by our
own neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add
approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum
population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF
SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Debbie Bean
9810 Helen Avenue
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
*Lookbook
<https://drive.google.com/file/d/1xqg3n-U6BYj1edpcwlYXAk4QMXe7z1ks/view?usp=sharing*
*website**:* www.debbiebean.com
*get social**:* instagram <http://instagram.com/debbie.bean *|* twitter
<https://twitter.com/thedebbiebean *| *facebook
<https://www.facebook.com/debbiebeanstudio/ *| *pinterest
<https://www.pinterest.com/debbie_bean/
*telephone**: *###-####
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Tori Sterle

Testiony
To whom it may concern:
I want to THANK YOU for the initial inclusion of Sherman Oaks in an all-Valley District 3--AND I URGE YOU TO PLEASE FINALIZE DRAFT MAP K2.5 with Sherman Oaks in District 3.
Thank you!Victoria Sterle
Homeowner, Voter, Taxpayer, Concerned CitizenSherman Oaks, CA 91423
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
Mark Brown
Thank you for your interim decision to include Sherman Oaks in an all Valley district that will be more aligned with our community’s needs. I support the finalization of Draft Map 2.5K–District 3 and urge you to vote to
finalize it. Mark Brown
13127 Huston St. Sherman Oaks
Sent from my iPhone
"Cindrich, Cindy"
I have lived on Curson Avenue just North of Melrose since 1988.
Melrose has been hit with Crime over the past 18 months as well as other problems which include :
· People shot and killed within 200 feet to 5 blocks from my house
· People being held at gunpoint in front of my house at 1 in the afternoon
· People held at gunpoint while dining on Melrose
· Homeless encampments in the Alley and side street. In one instance causing a 2 alarm fire and burning out internet cables that took days to repair.
· Street vendors selling anything from bbq chicken , shirts, hats to puppies with no regard for the local merchants. This has brought additional crime to the area due to the all-cash businesses they are running.
· These pop up groups should be over at Fairfax high on Sundays during the SWAP meet.
This is a problem all up and down Melrose on both the North and South sides of the street. We need continuity in solving this problem. To split Melrose is ½ makes the ability to solve problems much more difficult, if not
impossible. More layers, more separate city groups, more time and effort to resolve the painfully obvious issues.
Melrose Avenue is ONE area not two distinct locations. Two separate Districts ( CD4- G and CD5-J) will not allow the community to work together as ONE in a timely fashion.
We are having enough difficulty working between the police, politicians and city regulations to assist with the issues. Re-districting pulls the two sides of the street apart.
What is the reason for the requested split?
· Is the main purpose to increase the population numbers for CD13 so politicians having a larger voting pool?
· Does the split help or hinder the ability to clean up Melrose?
· Why not have the redistricting apply to both the North and South side of Melrose so problems can be dealt with affectively?
· Why is the split not being contemplated on Beverly or 3rd Street in areas that do not have the same problems as Melrose?
· I didn't move to the area to favor one side of the street over the other. This split may cause people to avoid shopping on the side of the street that is "not their" district.
I am opposed to splitting Melrose and ask that you do not allow the split. Instead we should all work together to solve the problem as 1 community. I moved here to be in a community, not block by block rules and
regulations.
We need the cities help to stop street vending on Melrose between Fairfax and Labrea and getting speed bumps not redistricting.
Cindy Cindrich
715 N. Curson Avenue
Cell: ###-####
Martha Adams
Hello! My name is Martha Adams and I’ve lived in Larchmont Village for more than 20 years. I understand the city is looking to redraw boundary lines and I want tohank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire
exactly where we belong; with our community of neighbors to the west that we share our schools, newspapers, parks, sports leagues, historic homes, churches and synagogues. Thank you again for honoring Greater
Wilshire by including us where we belong.
Thank you for protecting one of the most unique places to live in the United States. I know all my neighbors, I know all those who walk each day around me. We have something very special here. kindly Martha
________________________________________________
Martha Adams / Bio <https://marthaadams.me/ / IMDB <https://www.imdb.com/name/nm0652409/ / LinkedIn <https://www.linkedin.com/in/marthaadams/ / ###-####
Rent to Own
Sent from Mail <https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows
Dear Redistricting committee:
There have been discussions to take the Sepulveda Basin out of District 6.
The Sepulveda Basin has been a part of the Lake Balboa for years. To what purpose would redistricting the Sepulveda Basin. Is there any economic benefit to redistricting the Sepulveda Basin?
I feel that the Sepulveda Basin should remain in District 6.
From what I understand there have been discussions about redistricting Tarzana, Studio City, and Sherman Oaks. What is the rationale for redistricting these 3 cities?
Is it a matter of having less city council districts? Georgia Yamamura
6611 Rubio Ave.
Lake Balboa, CA 91406
(###-####
Hancock Park Homeowners
HANCOCK
Association
PARKest
REDISTRICTING
1948
BULLITEN Dear Hancock Park & GWNC Surrounding Neighbors, We need your voices again in the upcoming Redistricting meetings! October 6th and 13th at 6:00pm October 9th
and 16th at 10am
Zoom Click this link to join the meetings! Important! Please continue to submit your comments to the commission by emailing: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org [mailto:redistricting.lacity@lacity.org] , fred.ali@lacity.org
[mailto:fred.ali@lacity.org] and frank.cardenas@lacity.org [mailto:frank.cardenas@lacity.org]
The City Council-appointed Redistricting Commission has approved a draft map ("Map Plan K2.5".) The Hancock Park HOA strongly supports this map for our Communities!
Please send your comments to the Redistricting Commission NOW!
Click here to email the Commission: Email the Redistricting Commission [mailto:redistricting.lacity@lacity.org] cut and paste in the following message or something similar: Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a
resident of Hancock Park. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Hancock Park, GWNC and communities of interest
to the west together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous parks. Thank you for all your work and your
diligence in ensuring that this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered. Link to Map Plan K2.5: https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-with-numbers.pdf [https:
//hancockparkhomeownersassociation.org/EmailTracker/LinkTracker.ashx?linkAndRecipientCode=ed4PB2LZWl9miXuxkGpL9b9vIWoSHTRxldcQZjvnAS1lmTSQVNHmZ%2btSsHICwv0LQWlZJEFxrl6ao3b%
2bIlwjaUSl6pxJ0Ko9hbaGAyR2sUc%3d] This message was sent to you by Hancock Park Homeowners Association est 1948
If you no longer wish to receive these emails, you can unsubscribe at any time
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Name
Testiony
oliviaingram@aol.com Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Hancock Park. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Hancock
Park, GWNC and communities of interest to the west together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous
parks. Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring that this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered.
Thank you so much,
Joyce Ingram534 N. Cahuenga Blvd.Los Angeles, CA 90004
James Repking
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Hancock Park. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Hancock
Park, GWNC and communities of interest to the west together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous parks.
Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring that this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered.
James Repking
507 Wilcox, Los Angeles, 90004
Angela Lightfoot
Dear Sir or Madam,
I have had a chance to review the proposed draft map for my area and I
would like to raise my objection to the district that my neighborhood - the
area north of Melrose between La Brea & La Cienega - has been moved to. I
believe this area should be included with District J, not moved to district
G.
I reside in the 800 block of Stanley Avenue which is the second block to
the north of Melrose Avenue and The City of West Hollywood begins at the
end of my block. Per the new plan all the 700 & 800 blocks from Fairfax to
La Brea would move to CD4. This is a bad idea for the following reasons:
- The blocks immediately surrounding this stretch of Melrose Avenue,
both ours to the north and those to the south, experience common problems
and have common interests which for the most part are centered on the
merchants and clients on Melrose - crime, parking, illegal street vending
etc. I am sure you have all seen the reports of murders, armed robberies in
broad daylight on Melrose on local news over the past year. It is a serious
public safety issue for the neighborhoods to both the north and south of
Melrose Avenue.
- It is imperative that all blocks surrounding Melrose Avenue should be
allowed to remain in the same CD so we can address these problems as a
united neighborhood & have only one CD to work with.
- We have several strong neighborhood alliances - Melrose Action, the
Melrose BID and Melrose Village Neighborhood Association that have worked
very hard to establish relationships with the current CD, LAPD, CPAB and
the Mid City West NC. It is critical that those relationships be maintained
in order to move this neighborhood forward.
- This area shares common interests with Fairfax and Beverly Grove, but
does not have common interests with Los Feliz, East Hollywood & Atwater
Village.
I am sure that your task of redistricting is an enormous challenge,
however, I sincerely believe that this is one change that needs to be made
in order to allow a combined effort of residents experiencing the same
problem to have a united front to do what is needed in their area.
Best regards,
Angela Lightfoot
838 N Stanley Avenue
Los Angeles CA 90046
- It makes far more sense to have the West hollywood boundaries be the
diving line for the CD's
Daryl Twerdahl
Thank you for all the efforts you have put into the new district lines. As a member of Hancock Park Homeowners Association, my husband and I strongly support the May Plan K-2.5.
With appreciation,
Daryl and Jim Twerdahl
Sent from my iPad
Philip Murphy
Dear Commissioners,
Attached is a link to a chart that breaks down the amount of park space in each council district along with the percentage of population that the park space serves. https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Neighborhoodpark-acreage-in-Los-Angeles-council-districts_tbl1_###-#### <https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Neighborhood-park-acreage-in-Los-Angeles-council-districts_tbl1_###-####
I realize that Redistricting is focused on the Census count, but while we’re in this process it makes sense to keep in mind the importance of an equitable distribution of open green space throughout the city. Elysian Park
is the only large open green space in CD 13. There are other small parks such as Echo Park Lake, but the district as a whole suffers from a deficit of park space. This is why it is so important that CD acquire more of
Elysian Park so that it is equally divided between CD 13 and CD 1. (And - this will not affect the population count!)
CD 1 has other large open green spaces such as Debs Park and LA State Historic Park. In fact, CD 1 has 1,115 park acres vs. CD 13’s 236 park acres, which is paltry in comparison. Please keep this in mind while you
are considering how to balance out these council districts. Thank you for your hard work and consideration of this matter, Philip Murphy
Co-President Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park
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Barbara Patton

Testiony
My name is Sheldon Larry and I livr at , Los Angeles 90020. I write to you to voice my support for plan K2.5. It keeps our communities of interest together and makes coherent sense of our district. As such it will allow
us to protect our own concerns and interests.
Thank you for your hard work and responsiveness and again please register my complete support for this version of the plan.
SheldonLarry363 S. McCadden Pl., Los Angeles 90020Lwsheldon@gmail.com###-####
Sent from the all new AOL app for iOS
Hi everyone,
Thank you for your time. I am emailing on behalf of my wife and our
soon-to-be-first child to voice our hopes you will support map K2.5.
Map K2.5 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single City
Council District 5, respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’
associations, and continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities both north and south of Pico Blvd.
Please help us maintain our beautiful neighborhood which we believe is a
wonderful part of the Los Angeles community and an example of how our city
can have both dense vibrant areas as well as safe quiet neighborhoods which
are used by many as a place to teach children how to safely ride bikes,
trick-or-treat, or walk a dog.
We believe Map K2.5 will help maintain a structure that supports everyone's
best interests.
Sincerely,
Drew O'Connor
My name is Yong Kim. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood of
Greater Wilshire. Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft Map
K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: Together! We
belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west with
whom we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic
homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues and even our sports
leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all,
together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and
services.
Sincerely,
Yong Kim
Dear Commissioners: I live in Windsor Square of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share
our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west.
Matthew, homeowner on S Van Ness Ave
Please respect our community, neighbors and neighborhood. I am a member of the West of Westwood HOA(WOWHOA) and a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder (WNC).
We strongly support Map K.25 that keeps WOWHOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not draw where a councilperson lives, especially when they probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using the recent census results.
We strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.
Sincerely,
Nikki Syndulko
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks
in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves
based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
I have lived in Shadow Hills since 1973 and am very concerned about the redistricting of our horse keeping/animal keeping community. I have had many horses and still do since I have lived in this area. The horse
people all stick together and help one another when disasters occur. Since my time in this area I have seen several fires and flooding.
Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The entire Shadow Hills community needs to stay with the rest of the foothill communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon and Sylmar as they currently
do. We all share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and equine safety, evacuation plans and traffic issues. Our Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) would be split up and
would be of no use to us.
Please reconsider the K2.5 Map and replace the entire community of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back into CD-7.
Thank you for your consideration.
Barbara Patton
10541 Art Street
Shadow Hills CA 91040
###-####
Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows
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Testiony
Carolynn Schore Markell
Our names are Jon and Carolynn Markell. We live in the Wilshire Park
HPOZ neighborhood
of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft
Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: Together! We
belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west with
whom we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic
homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues and even our sports
leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all,
together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and
services.
Cordially,
Jon and Carolynn Markell
Kim Huffman Cary
Good morning and thank you for your time taking comments on the redistricting process - I am a nearly 25 year resident of Hancock Park and am writing in support of K.2 draft map. I find it a sad power grab when
council member Raman presents another map (L) arguing that the commission’s proposal would disenfranchise the voters who elected her by moving Hancock Park (and Hollywood Hills) out of her district. Please see
that attached link which clearly shows that Hancock Park and Hollywood Hills overwhelming DID NOT vote for Raman. See where Nithya Raman beat David Ryu in L.A.'s 4th City Council District
||||||
|
|
| | | See where Nithya Raman beat David Ryu in L.A.'s 4th City Council District
Nithya Raman has unseated Los Angeles City Councilman David Ryu in the 4th District. Here’s where she picked up ...
|
|
|
So yeah, please don't do this Ryu voter any favors by working to keep Hancock Park in Raman's district.
Best,
Kim Huffman Cary520 S Rossmore Ave.LA, CA 90020
Melissa Algaze
While I support Map K2.5, I do not support CD13 going west of La Brea.
If CD13 goes west of La Brea, it bisects the Jewish community in the area
which lives both north and south of Melrose, and adds yet another council
district to Mid City West Neighborhood Council’s borders.
Please have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West
Hollywood Border, so the entire NC is unified as is the Jewish community.
Thank you for your hard work and dedication to the fairness of the
redistricting process.
-- *Melissa Algaze*
Mid City West Neighborhood Council
At Large Representative
Board Secretary
Outreach and Civic Engagement Committee Member
Mary Anne Hattemer I am very opposed to redrawing Councilperson Ramen’s district into the Valley. This puts my family in a district with folks whom I have nothing in common with. Nithya is doing an excellent job trying to help the
homeless in our community. If you want to redraw her district, add the communities who have similar interests, i.e., Koreatown. Thank you, Mary Anne Hattemer
2706 Locksley Place
Los Angeles, CA 90039
Sent from my iPhone
Mark Sedlander
LA City Redistricting Commission,
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder and a resident of
Cheviot Hills. I am on the board of the Cheviot Hills Homeowners'
Association, although I am writing in my individual capacity.
I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single
council district, it respects the boundaries of existing Homeowners'
Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and
interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the
Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts
based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories,
experiences, and interests of established communities, in order to provide
them with the highest probability of being effectively served by City
government.
Thank you,
Mark Sedlander
3001 Patricia Avenue
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Testiony
I am a member of the West of Westwood HOA(WOWHOA) and a Westside
Neighborhood Council stakeholder (WNC).
We strongly support Map K.25 that keeps WOWHOA and WNC in *ONE* council
district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not drawn where a councilperson lives, especially when they
probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using
the recent census results.
In 1991 a good portion of our members were removed from CD5 and WOWHOA was
divided into *THREE *council districts CDs 5, 6 and 11. The 2000
Redistricting Commission returned the entire WOWHOA to CD5 while CD6 moved
to the Valley. Our members who were in CD6 and CD11 lost an election cycle
and did not have the option to vote for our new councilmember.
*We strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.*
Gloriela Chiappelli
10969 Coventry Pl.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city
into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly
affect the area in which I have lived for the past 30+ years.
As a long time resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area,
I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues,
which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further
complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both
principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Thanks,
Laurie Crogan
865 N. Genesee Ave.
90024
_________________________ inlayfloors.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Judith Vineyard Roach
Judith Vineyard Roach, R.N.,M.N.
Sent from my iPhone while away from my computer.
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Testiony
To Whom it may concern,
I pulled up Granada Hills on Google Maps and noticed the boundaries are NOT correct. This is Google Maps, not a redistricting map. Granada Hills extends to the West side 405 freeway, but Google shows differently.
This massive error in mapping needs to be fixed. I suspect a City employee in this department has more clout and ability to take care of this promptly.
It's important to fix soon due to the fact that there has already been a proposed map that included the wrongly mapped portion of Granada Hills to the other side of the freeway.
In addition, the boundary of Granada Hills does go further south-I don't know the official street it ends at-but might as well take care of that at the same time.
Are you capable of making this change or who you will forward this to? Also, can you let me know how long it should take?
Sincerely,
Monica Dragavon
________________________________
From: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission <redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Sent: Monday, October 4, 2021 6:42 PM
To: m_dragavon@hotmail.com <m_dragavon@hotmail.com
Subject: LACCRC Upcoming Public Hearings
View this email in your browser<https://mailchi.mp/320d82f53577/maps-and-materials-for-review-for-laccrc-927-meeting-4804826?e=e4f9965572
[Logo]
Hello all,
We look forward to seeing you at the upcoming Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission Public Hearings regarding Draft Map K 2.5. The Agenda for the meeting can be found here<https://laccrc2021.us5.listmanage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=eed6c10ab8&e=e4f9965572.
To view Draft Map K 2.5 and the data associated with it, click here<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=6d7d72efc5&e=e4f9965572. To view a more detailed map (i.
e. with street names) click here<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=791463f289&e=e4f9965572.
The upcoming hearings will be held on:
October 6 at 6 PM – 10 PM
October 9 at 10 AM – 2 PM
October 13 at 6 PM – 10 PM
October 16 at 10am until end of testimony
TO ATTEND THE HEARINGS:
To attend or participate via zoom: Click Here<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=9d63bd38f0&e=e4f9965572 or go to http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
To call into the meeting: Dial 1-###-####, enter ###-#####
You can also watch these hearings by going to LA CITYVIEW 35 on cable Channel 35 (in the City of LA) or the website at lacityview.org/live and on YouTube at @laccrc2021.
TO SUBMIT PUBLIC COMMENT TO THE COMMISSION: The Commission is looking for feedback on certain aspects of the Draft Map - to see the requested feedback, please click here<https://laccrc2021.us5.listmanage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=90438bbb2f&e=e4f9965572. Please note, this is not an exhaustive list and the Commission wants to hear all of your feedback. To provide feedback on the
draft map, please fill out the form here<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=f168e01f1c&e=e4f9965572. This form will ensure that your comment is quickly provided
to the Commission prior to the Public Hearings.
We look forward to seeing you in the upcoming weeks. Thank you for participating in the process.
Sincerely,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
###-####
[Facebook icon]<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=251615c5f4&e=e4f9965572 [Instagram icon] <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?
u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=4279b718d5&e=e4f9965572 [Twitter icon] <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=9aafd68994&e=e4f9965572 [Website icon]
<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=46905aa4a7&e=e4f9965572
Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/profile?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=fb14d3cbf1&e=e4f9965572&c=29c646734c or unsubscribe<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.
com/unsubscribe?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=fb14d3cbf1&e=e4f9965572&c=29c646734c
Hello!
We Support the above-referenced redistricting map.
Thanks for your attention to this matter.
Judianne and Ken Jaffe
Los Angeles, CA 90004
###-####
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"Christi O'Connor"
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Jon Huddle
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mark hasencamp

10/5/2021 11:15:50

Reuben Ramirez

Testiony
I live in at 10310 Johanna Ave, Shadow Hills and am baffled at the way our
community is being redistricted. PLEASE REMEDY THIS- Keep this area rural
and part of the Foothill Communities. Not to mention my Community of Shadow
Hills should not be split into 3 different zones (see K2.5 map)
To view Draft Map K 2.5 and the data associated with it, click
https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-with-numbers.pdf
To view a more detailed map (i.e. with street names) click
https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Plan-K2.5-1.html
This is destroying my small community of Shadow Hills. Shadow Hills should
be kept together in one district: *CD7*. The border lines for the Shadow
Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map K2.5 has
severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills: The west side
of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both sides of Stonehurst
north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont,
Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art St. west
of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the tunnel to Sheldon, the north
side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of Wheatland and
Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel, including the
streets off Wheatland north of McBroom: Mahoney off of Wheatland, North
Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W. Meadow Ridge St., W.
Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow Hills Ave. These
streets have remained in District 7, while the rest of Shadow Hills has
been stripped away and placed in “District 2-or-4”.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5
has severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst Ave. south
of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda, Hershey, and
the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5 map
has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6. Residents of these
streets will no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the
Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as
they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common
interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share
the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and equine
safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain
in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails
District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. The
people living on these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own
community. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented
by our own neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add
approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum
population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF
SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated.
THANK YOU!
Christi OCONNOR
10310 Johanna Ave
My name is Jon Huddle. I live at 901 s TREMAINE Ave in brookside of greater WILSHIRE. I have lived here since 2013. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places greater WILSHIRE exactly where we belong. Together with
our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share schools, parks, sports leagues, historic homes and places or worship with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring greater wilshire by placing
us in a council district where we can receive focused attention and services. Best,
Jon Huddle
I have lived for over 30 years in Windsor Square and have witnessed tremendous change, mostly for the good of our neighborhood and the City of Los Angeles. Map K2.5 has positioned the neighborhood in a corridor
that makes sense and ties our community to the businesses and services to our west which have always been the commercial sector our neighborhood has relied upon. Please keep Map K2.5 intact without any further
changes.
My name is Reuben Ramirez. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong:
Together! We belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west with whom we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues
and even our sports leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services.
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Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Hancock Park. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Hancock Park, GWNC and communities of
interest to the west together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous parks. Thank you for all your work and
your diligence in ensuring that this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered.
Joseph Guidera
303 N. June St
LA 90004
hello
thank you for your fine efforts of districting los angeles equitability and
justly. the work you are doing matters to me and i hope you hear my
voice...in a world where my voice just doesn't seem to matter anymore.
i am a resident of los feliz, born and raised with my 4 other sisters and
mom and dad. 69years between us all. griffith park and los feliz go
together like peanut butter and jelly, a wink and a smile, romeo and
juliet, tacos and tuesdays and bacon and anything. you get my drift.
please keep it together, please protect this amazing gift from the colonial
and his wife given to us way back in 1896. a place has history and los
feliz history is uniquely associated with the park. this is one of the
historical parts of our city that promotes justice and equality - the park
is for all of los angeles. that gift is very much relevant to the
residents of los feliz, we go together with it. we know what's going on
with it because the park lives with us. and we know it, maybe more than
anybody else in the city because it's within us. it's like taking the
towers out of watts, or disneyland out of anaheim or the moving the walk of
fame out of hollywood. you just can't seperate the two, they go together,
always have and always should be. i thank you for taking the time to read
my voice and i appreciate your consideration to it.
many thanks
diane dickey
Dear Commissioners: Based on recent changes observed in the newly released redistricting maps please include the following request/ suggestion.
* Include all of Los Feliz in the district, removing all of Silver Lake. We continue to feel geography and association with the Santa Monica Mountains is important component for redistricting as well as the boundary
associations of the original Ranchos. Thank you Christine O’Brien, Hollywoodland
Sent from my iPad
On Oct 3, 2021, at 11:59 AM, Christine OBrien <obriencmills@roadrunner.com wrote:
Dear Commissioner Suh and Redistricting Committee:
Please keep Hollywoodland, tract 6450 ( residential and open space) in the same district as our neighborhoods of common interest ( per map “K2 “). These neighborhoods include: Los Feliz, The Oaks, The Dells,
Lake Hollywood Estates, and the Hollywood Knolls. If K2 map alternatives are necessary, removal of SF Valley areas of Valley Glen to Shadow Hills should be considered.
The hillside communities from Los Feliz to Belair are communities juxtaposed in the Santa Monica Mountains geography. That association identifies these common attributes: high fire severity zones, significant
ecological areas, substandard infrastructure structure and intrusive tourist hiker issues impeding on private properties. Our adjacent common neighborhoods also share historic boundaries observed from the original
Rancho Los Feliz ( the Oaks, Los Feliz) and Providencia Rancho (Hollywoodland, Lake Hollywood Estates, Hollywood Knolls, Hollywood Dell, Beachwood Canyon). This is yet another element that should be preserved
in the district maps. Thank you for considering these viewpoints.
Best regard,
Christine O’Brien
Sent from my iPad
We have lived in Windsor Square for over fifty years and have always felt to be part of the Greater Wilshire Community.Thank you for your efforts in keeping us together and for the record, we endorse Map K2.5.
Sincerely Yours,Robert E. Sung
Hello LA City Redistricting,
My name is Ron Reyes and I live in the Windsor Square neighborhood. I want to thank you for supporting the recent redistricting Map K2.5. It places Windsor Square and the Greater Wilshire neighborhood together,
with our community of interest neighbors to the west. It is important to note that we share schools, local newspapers, parks, sports leagues, stores, restaurants, healthcare facilities, churches, synagogues, and our
historic neighborhoods, with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by keeping us together with our neighbors to the west.
Cordially,
Ron R. Reyes ###-####
Dear Commissioners!
I have lived on Norton Ave in Windsor Square square since 1987. Windsor
Square and our surrounding neighborhoods are a unique, fragile and precious
asset to the city of Los Angeles, where few neighborhoods and landmarks
survive intact. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire as a
whole, together...as it should be! Our shared interests in our schools,
our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes,
our churches and synagogues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire
as a whole entity and including us where we belong.
Sincerely
Robin Piccone
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Robert Levin

Testiony
I live in the Windsor Squar neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you
for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together!
And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our
schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic
homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank
you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we belong.
Please continue to support and move forward with Map K2.5
Robert Levin
227 North Windsor Blvd
r.levin227@gmail.com
Sue Taylor
As a resident of Studio City, I object to the current plan K2.5 of
redistricting that merges districts as shown below. I voted for the person
that I wanted in the position where I live, and I object to the city making
my vote not count by arbitrarily potentially assigning a completely new
councilmember to our area. Sue Taylor
Jill Shinefield
Dear Commissioners, I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict Canyon.
Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to
Council District 5 on Map K2.5. Please extend Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further east
to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain in the
same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council which embodies a community of interest related to fire
risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public services
including fire and police services shared with Bel Air, and cross-canyon
traffic. Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood
Council are addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire
prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our Neighborhood
Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica
Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is served by the fire
station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air.
And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles
Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the
opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends into the
northeastern San Fernando Valley. Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact as it connects Franklin
Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues
confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are
not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon
dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 so
we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council,
addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Sincerely,
Jill Shinefield & Dr. Charles Lambert
___________________________
Jill Shinefield & Charles Lambert
1858 N. Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
Home tel: ###-####
Mobile: ###-####
Westwood Gardens Civic
Dear
Association
Redistricting Commissioners,
I am writing as the President of Westwood Gardens Civic Association, a
homeowner's association that urges you to support the current Redistricting
Map K2.5.
Our formal letter is attached, and gives more of the concerns that our
assocation wishes to submit for the public record and urge you to support.
Please keep our all of Westside Neighborhood Council members together
within one City Council District 5
Thank you,
Marilyn Tusher, President Westwood Gardens Civic Assn., Inc.
PO Box 642001, Los Angeles, CA 90064
-- If you've received this email in error or would like to be removed from our
eblast list, please reply with "please remove" in the subject line
Martin Beck
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Hancock Park. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Hancock
Park, GWNC and communities of interest to the west together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous parks.
Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring that this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered. Sincerely,
Martin Beck
Major Properties
CA DRE License####-####
PLEASE NOTE: Major Properties does not provide legal, tax or accounting advice, and recommends that you obtain such advice before entering into a real estate transaction.
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Rachel Teller

Testiony
Dear Commission –
I am writing on behalf of Greater Wilshire. I am told that you have already received an email from John Welborne (of Windsor Square, within Greater Wilshire) on this topic, which concerns an unintentional K2.5
mapping error that was caught by several of our Greater Wilshire neighbors.
I am writing to reiterate and reconfirm Mr. Welborne’s earlier message, as follows:
In the latest release of Commission maps, street names were added. This made it apparent to many Greater Wilshire neighbors that the eastern boundary of Greater Wilshire is incorrectly placed. The K2.5 map places
the eastern boundary down the middle of Manhattan Place, with the east side of Manhattan Place assigned to the Wilshire Center Koreatown Neighborhood Council.
This is a mapping error. The eastern boundary of the GWNC is the alley between Western and Manhattan. Our neighbors who live on the east side of Manhattan Place are Greater Wilshire residents.
Please make this simple mapping correction. It will ensure that both St. Brendan's school and church are retained inside the GWNC, and that the entirety of the GWNC is assigned to Council District 5, as we have
represented to our Greater Wilshire neighbors. I believe that this small correction is fully consistent with the Commission’s intent.
Many thanks. Jane
Jane Ellison Usher
Partner
[Musick, Peeler & Garrett LLP]<http://www.musickpeeler.com/
Musick, Peeler & Garrett LLP
One Wilshire Building
624 S. Grand Avenue, Suite 2000
Los Angeles, CA 90017
Download V-Card<http://www.musickpeeler.com/professionals/vcard.cfm?attorneyid=410
j.usher@musickpeeler.com<mailto:j.usher@mpglaw.com
www.musickpeeler.com<http://www.musickpeeler.com/
T: ###-####
F: ###-####
C: ###-####
[cid:image002.gif@01D201EC.008288B0]<http://ally-law.com/
This e-mail is confidential and may contain attorney client or otherwise privileged or private information. Unless you are an intended or authorized recipient, you may not use, copy or disclose this message or any
information contained herein. If you have received this message in error, please advise us by reply email to: administrator@musickpeeler.com<mailto: and delete the message and any attachments. Thank you.
**
*Thanks you,*
***
Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly affect the area in which I have lived for the past 41 years.
As a long time resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area, I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues,
which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of
Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
**
Jonathan Christie
*
*835 N Stanley Ave*
*Los Angeles CA 90046*
*(###-####
*
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Hancock Park. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners
Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map
includes all of Hancock Park, GWNC and communities of interest to the west
together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations,
religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as
numerous parks. Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring
that this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered.
Warmest Regards,
Rachel Teller
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James Moretti

Testiony
Hello all,
*Please SUPPORT MAP K2.5*
It keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single City Council
District 5, respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’ associations
and *continues
the historical relationship of the Westside communities both north and
south of Pico Blvd. *
I support K2.5 because it applies logical boundaries and *Map K2.5* would
keep Westwoods Gardens within Council District 5 and also within our own
Westside Neighborhood Council.
I kindly *ask for your support of MAP K2.5 *please.
A 25 + year resident and home owner in Westwood Gardens.
Kindly,
Lisa Schwartz
Re: Los Angeles City Re-Districting Plan K2 District J
To: Los Angeles City Council Re-Districting Commission
My name is Brent Gold and I have been a resident of the Brookside Neighborhood, in Los Angeles City Council District 4, zip code 90019, in the Greater Wilshire area, for over 50 years. It is vitally important to me and
my neighbors that we be protected from the Unpublicized, Planned, Financial, Community, Devastation, Division, and Discord placed upon our doorstep. Suddenly It has come to our Attention that faceless, bad faith,
government bureaucrats, have Without our Input or Approval been Undermining our Community Interest, Historic Neighborhood Cohesion, Safety, Stability, Wellbeing, and Real Estate Values. As such, I want to be put
on Public Record as Supporting Brookside being placed in District J of Plan K2 to best protect our Community, Neighborhood, History, and Safety. I also want to go on public record as vehemently opposing being
placed in District L which would have absolutely no relationship or coherence to our Century Old Historic Cohesion. Additionally I fully support Owen Smith’s recommendations and neighborhood leadership on this
zoning matter. I include here his current correspondence to you (edited for brevity). ---------- Forwarded message --------From: Owen Smith <o.smith351@gmail.com <mailto:o.smith351@gmail.com
Date: Mon, Oct 4, 2021 at 3:15 PM
Subject: Redistricting Map K2.5
To: Commission Los <redistricting.lacity@lacity.org <mailto:redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues,
our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services.
Thank you for taking the time to read this email.
Owen and Reatha Smith, Yes for Plan K2 District J No, No, No, for L.
Brent Gold 901 Keniston Avenue
Los Angeles, Calif. 90019
Dear Commissioners,
I have lived on Stanley Avenue just North of Melrose for the past 7 years and I am begging you to NOT split up Melrose avenue into separate districts.
Over these 7 years, Melrose crime has continued to get worse especially within the past 18 months. Problems include:
* People shot and killed 10 ft from my door way around noon
* People being held at gunpoint in front of my house at 2 in the afternoon
* People held at gunpoint while dining on Melrose
* People Robbed and Beaten up for their watch and jewelry at times during the day
* Homeless encampments in the Alley and side streets. In one instance causing a 2 alarm fire and burning out internet cables that took days to repair.
* Street vendors selling anything from bbq chicken , shirts, hats to puppies with no regard for the local merchants. This has brought additional crime to the area due to the all-cash businesses they are running. These
street vendors should be over at Fairfax high on Sundays during the SWAP meet.
* Some Street Vendors blocking sideways and harassing pedestrians
These problems are all up and down Melrose on both the North and South sides of the street. We need continuity of our neighborhood in solving this problem. To split Melrose is ½ makes the ability to solve problems
much more difficult, if not impossible. More layers, more separate city groups, more time and effort to resolve the painfully obvious issues.
Melrose Avenue is ONE area not two distinct locations. Two separate Districts ( CD4- G and CD5-J) will not allow the community to work together as ONE in a timely fashion. We are having enough difficulty working
between the police, politicians and city regulations to assist with the current issues. Re-districting pulls the two sides of the street apart. PLUS It's frustrating enough to see that a block away houses that fall within the
WEHO line are protected and their streets cleaned of garbage and unwanted homelessness...but we are treated differently. To give you an idea of this issue, my house was robbed over a year ago and WEHO Police
drove by so I waved them down and they told me that my house was out of their jurisdiction and I needed to wait for LA county police...which ended up taking 7 hours to finally get to my house. LIKE REALLY? I needed
help! This is insane and will only get worst.
Again, I am opposed to splitting Melrose and ask that you do not allow the split. Instead we should all work together to solve the problem as 1 community. I moved here to be in a community, not block by block rules
and regulations.
Thanks!
James
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Testiony
Dear Members,
I have been a resident of Shadow Hills at 10511 Ormond Street, 91040 since 1993. My family was attracted to the area by the cohesive community this rural equestrian oriented area provides. As a community we have
a number of grass roots organizations working to support and advocate for our unique lifestyle within the City of Los Angeles. The suggested realignment of districts would split our community into three, and if adopted,
we would have great difficulty maintaining our community goals and meeting our community needs.
Here is what I’d like to happen:
Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows: The 210 Freeway on the EAST
The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map K2.5 has severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills: The west side of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both sides
of Stonehurst north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the tunnel to
Sheldon, the north side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of Wheatland and Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel, including the streets off Wheatland north of McBroom:
Mahoney off of Wheatland, North Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W. Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow Hills Ave. These streets have remained in
District 7, while the rest of Shadow Hills has been stripped away and placed in “District 2-or-4”.
The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst Ave. south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda,
Hershey, and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5 map has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6. Residents of these streets will no longer be stakeholders in their own
community.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7. Thank you for recognizing our unique community within the
City of Los Angeles and acting on my concerns!
Carol Bingaman
10511 Ormond St., Shadow HIlls, 91040
cmb4252@ca.rr.com
To all,
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot
Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single
council district, it respects the boundaries of existing Homeowner's
Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and
interests of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the
Commission's core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts
based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences
and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the
highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Ronny Bensimon
Cheviot Hills Home Owners' Association
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot
Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single
council district, it respects the boundaries of existing Homeowners
Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and
interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the
Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts
based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences
and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the
highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Gary Yale
10315 Lorenzo Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90064
I live in the Windsor Square neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5! It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong - together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We
share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us
where we belong!
Suzanne Rheinstein
Suzanne Rheinstein
Suzanne Rheinstein & Associates
1720 Whitley Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90028
Phone: ###-####
sr@suzannerheinstein.com<mailto:sr@srandassoc.com
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Testiony
I am a member of the WSSM and OAC HOA's and a Westside Neighborhood Council
stakeholder (WNC).
We strongly support Map K.25 that keeps our Hoa's and WNC in ONE council
district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not drawn where a councilperson lives, especially when they
probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using
the recent census results.
We strongly urge you to keep WSSM, OAC and WNC in one district.
Sincerely,
Jacob Lebovic
2259 Overland Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90064
To the Redistricting Commission:
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills for over 35 years.
I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing Homeowner's Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests
of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission's core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping
with the unique histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
John Farina
10345 Glenbarr Ave.
My name is Patricia Casado and I live at 814 Fifth Avenue in the Wilshire Park HPOZ Neighbourhood of Greater Wilshire.
I have lived on this street since 1964, growing up at 820 Fifth with my parents, Frank and Lucy Casado,
owners of the beloved restaurant Lucy’s El Adobe Cafe. Thank you for hearing us and approving Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire where we belong, our neighbourhood of beautiful homes, cared for with love &
pride.
We belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west with whom we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues and even
our sports leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services. “ From Wikipedia
Wilshire Park is a neighborhood of one- and two-story historic Dutch Colonial, Spanish Colonial, American Craftsman <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/American_Craftsman, Colonial Revival <https://en.wikipedia.
org/wiki/Colonial_Revival, Minimal Traditional <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Minimal_Traditional, and Mediterranean style single-family homes, duplexes, and multi-family homes.[6] <https://en.wikipedia.
org/wiki/Wilshire_Park,_Los_Angeles#cite_note-hpozplan-6 on tree-lined streets of mature magnolias <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Magnolia, oaks <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Oak, and sycamores <https://en.
wikipedia.org/wiki/Sycamore.
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:3923_W._9th_St.,_Los_Angeles.jpg
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:3923_W._9th_St.,_Los_Angeles.jpgWeber House, designed by Lloyd Wright <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lloyd_Wright in 1921.
The first recorded residence in Wilshire Park was built in 1908. The transitional Prairie School <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Prairie_School style home (right) is an example of the work of architect Lloyd Wright <https:
//en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lloyd_Wright. The neighborhood also features a 1938 apartment complex by the only female architect in Los Angeles at the time, by Edith Mortensen Northman.[7] <https://en.wikipedia.
org/wiki/Wilshire_Park,_Los_Angeles#cite_note-7 Most of Wilshire Park was fully built out by 1926. The graph shows the pattern of development. <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Year_Built_Graphs.jpg
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Year_Built_Graphs.jpgYear-built graph
There are three Wilshire Park homes designated as Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Los_Angeles_Historic-Cultural_Monument (LAHCM): the William J. Weber House, pictured
above, designed by Lloyd Wright <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lloyd_Wright and built in 1921;[8] <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wilshire_Park,_Los_Angeles#cite_note-8 the A.W. Black Residence, designed by John
Frederick Soper and built in 1913; and the William J. Hubbard Residence designed by Allen Kelly Ruoff and Arthur C. Munson, and built in 1923.[6] <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wilshire_Park,_Los_Angeles#cite_notehpozplan-6
The area has served as a film and television production location, dating back to the days of the 1925 Buster Keaton <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Buster_Keaton comedy classic Seven Chances <https://en.wikipedia.
org/wiki/Seven_Chances.[9] <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wilshire_Park,_Los_Angeles#cite_note-9 With the 1960s, one Wilshire Park home (at 837 5th Avenue) attained TV immortality by serving as the exterior for the
Douglas family home on the long-running series, My Three Sons <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/My_Three_Sons.[10] <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wilshire_Park,_Los_Angeles#cite_note-10d services. “ The boundaries
of Wilshire Park are Wilshire Boulevard <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wilshire_Boulevard on the north, Olympic Boulevard <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Olympic_Boulevard_(Los_Angeles) on the south, Wilton Place on
the east and Crenshaw Boulevard <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Crenshaw,_Los_Angeles on the west.[1] <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wilshire_Park,_Los_Angeles#cite_note-hpozmap-1
Attempts to rename Wilshire Park as part of the Koreatown district <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Koreatown,_Los_Angeles[2] <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wilshire_Park,_Los_Angeles#cite_note-2 were rebuffed in
August 2010, with passage of Los Angeles City Council File 09-0606, officially establishing the western boundary of Koreatown as Western Avenue, nearly 0.5 miles (0.80 km) from the western boundary of Wilshire
Park.[3] <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wilshire_Park,_Los_Angeles#cite_note-3 Wilshire Park is identified in the Thomas Guide <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Thomas_Guide on page 633:G:3.[4] <https://en.wikipedia.
org/wiki/Wilshire_Park,_Los_Angeles#cite_note-4
Windsor Square <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Windsor_Square,_Los_Angeles and Hancock Park <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hancock_Park,_Los_Angeles are to the north, Country Club Park <https://en.wikipedia.
org/wiki/Country_Club_Park,_Los_Angeles is to the south, Country Club Heights is to the east, Windsor Village, Longwood Highlands and Miracle Mile <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Miracle_Mile,_Los_Angeles are to
the west.[5] <https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wilshire_Park,_Los_Angeles#cite_note-5 Major thoroughfares include Olympic Boulevard and Crenshaw Boulevard. Most of Wilshire Park is in ZIP code <https://en.wikipedia.
org/wiki/ZIP_code 90005, but also includes a small area of 90019.
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core
purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest
probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,Chad Levy
Good afternoonI am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core
purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest
probability of being effectively served by City government.
Thank you for your consideration,
Pam
Pam Keehn
###-####
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Gary Zelcer

10/5/2021 14:21:07

AT

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a longtime resident of Westwood South; I moved here with my family in
1999 and we have put down deep roots. Of the various redistricting maps
currently being considered, I believe that Map K2.5 is the best option
because it respects natural geographical and historical boundaries and would
keep our NC (Westside Neighborhood Council) and HOA (Westwood South of Santa
Monica Boulevard Homeowners Association) areas within a single Council
District. I strongly support Map K2.5 and urge you to do the same.
On the other hand, I am very much opposed to Map L because it ignores
natural boundaries would divide my neighborhood between three Council
Districts, thereby fracturing our representation at City Hall. Please
reject map L.
Many thanks for your consideration,
Steve Rogers
2255 Pelham Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064
To Whom it May Concern:
We are Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholders residing in
Cheviot Hills. We strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within
a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories,
experiences, and interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the
Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts
based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences
and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the
highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Marshall and Rashelle Zelaznik
Cheviot Hills Home Owners’ Association
-- *Rashelle Zelaznik*
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core
purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest
probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Devony Hastings
Cheviot Hills
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core
purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest
probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Susan E Baumgarten
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot
Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single
council district, it respects the boundaries of existing Homeowners
Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and
interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the
Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts
based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences
and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the
highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Gary Zelcer
-I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories,
experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,Amy Thogmartin
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Testiony
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and
staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
As you likely remember, I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood and HPOZ,
which is located in the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council Community of
Interest. I want to thank the Commission for supporting the publicly
produced and approved Draft Plan K2.5, in which District 5 includes the
historic homes of Wilshire Park and Greater Wilshire. It is of vital
importance to me, my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council
member be responsive to us and our needs. We count on our City Council
member for traditional City services, and for the unique services that come
with living in our historic homes.
Approved Draft Plan K2.5, is the result of a long and unprecedented
transparent public process that put census data, population, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voices of the people first above soley political interests.
I am concerned that this public Redistricting process will be negatively
impacted by political messages from certain social and news media and
even angry individuals, that look to create drama and change your, our,
otherwise public discussion into one that is politically motivated.
Please stay the course. Keep Draft Plan K2.5 intact.
Thank you.
John Gresham
Wilshire Park HPOZ in the
Greater Wilshire Community of Interest
-- John Gresham
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills for 35 years as well as a business owner. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it
respects the boundaries of existing Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories,
experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Respectfully submitted,
Audrey Greenwood
We are Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholders residing in Cheviot Hills. We strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories,
experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Parmer FullerNarcissa VanderlipCheviot Hills CA 90064
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core
purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest
probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Cheviot Hills Home Owners’ Association
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Testiony
Hello!!!
I am requesting all of Hollywoodland tract 6450 ( residential and openspace) be placed in the same council district as neighboring residential communities bordering Griffith Park. These communities included Los Feliz,
The Oaks, Lake Hollywood Estates and the Hollywood Knolls. Please keep us close to our neighborhoods of common interest shown in map “K2 “ with exception to SF Valley areas of Valley Glen to Shadow Hills or
Pico Robertson, Beverly Grove, Fairfax in “L”.
Hollywoodland, tract 6450 ( residential and open space)is adjacent to Griffith Park and Los Feliz, Universal City, Hollywood Hills West all areas sharing access to Mulholland Hwy and the 101.
The hillside communities from Los Feliz to Bel Air are communities juxtaposed in the Santa Monica Mountains geography. That association identifies these common attributes: high fire severity zones, significant
ecological areas, substandard infrastructure structure, intrusive tourist hiker issues impeding on private zoning.
Griffith Park and the Hollywoodland Gifted Park area as well as DWP open-space, county and state owned land reflect common issues and problems in these neighborhoods:
the Oaks, Los Feliz, The Dell, Hollywoodland, Lake Hollywood Estates, Hollywood Knolls.
These areas are part of the original Rancho Los Feliz and Providencia Rancho and should be kept together for historical purposes.
THANK YOU!
Doron Ofir
President & Founder
Doron Ofir Casting | Popular Productions
2967 Hollyridge Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90068
###-#### office direct
###-#### mobile
DoronOfirCasting@me.com
Instagram, Tik-Tok, Twitter - @doronofircast
Linkedin & Facebook - Doron Ofir Casting
Website - doronofircasting.com <http://doronofircasting.com/ This email may contain legally privileged and/or confidential information and is for the use of the addressee only. If you are not the addressee, you may not
disclose or use information it contains. If you received this e-mail in error, please inform the sender and destroy this message and file attachments immediately.
üPlease consider your environmental responsibility before printing this e-mail; please recycle.
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories,
experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Harriet
Harriet N. Reiter, CPA
Los Angeles. CA
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core
purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest
probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Laurie Fox
10575 Bradbury Rd
I live in the *Larchmont Heights* neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank
you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong.
Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We
share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our
historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we
belong.
All the Best,
Rob Faucette
<http://www.robfaucette.com/
RobFaucette.com
Bandcamp <https://robfaucette.bandcamp.com/album/damn-old-heart
YouTube <http://www.youtube.com/user/robfaucette/videos
Amy Radio <http://amyradio.bandcamp.com/releases
ReverbNation <http://www.reverbnation.com/robfaucette
###-####
My spouse Peter Funsten and I strongly support
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core
purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest
probability of being effectively served by City government.
Marcie Newby
3141 Haddington Drive, LA 90064

Date
10/5/2021 15:29:11

Name
Testiony
agold16113@aol.com Tuesday, October 5, 2021
Thank you to the members of the Redistricting Commission for your time, energy, understanding and listening to and figuring out this dilemma of organizing the city ofLos Angeles into fair and balanced districts. Your
ability to hear the voice of the peopleand to take note of our issues relating to “contiguous, compact, and communities of interest” in apportioning Los Angeles City Council districts is not an easy task. One map is more
suitable than the proposed 2 that was discussed and voted down.
I and my friends and neighbors approve of your new Draft Map K2.5 which has created a solid voice for the people in the San Fernando Valley. We have all too often been divided into split districts which gave us a
fragmented voice in Los Angeles city government. Keep us whole!!
Again, I would like to say that the community I live in, North Hills West, belongs in Council District 12. We are contiguous with Granada Hills on the North and West, with Northridge on the West and North, and with
Chatsworth and Porter Ranch to the North. Our community has natural boundaries the 405 freeway on the East and Bull Creek on the West, Roscoe Blvd. on the South, and Devonshire on the North. The housing is
much the same..majority single family residences and scattered multi unit dwellings. We support our districts Neighborhood Councils and share community and district events.
I endorse Draft Map K2.5 for how it has skillfully portioned out the districts regardless of theactivist political opinions and comments. Who represents a district is not as important as how they represent the district. A
City Council member moving to and representing a different area is not as big a hardship as having communities split, deprived of their community identity and voice. A City Council member, is a professional involved
in “politics” and the change to a new district and new citizenry may help to make them a more informed and “clued in” representative.
Again, “NO Alternative Map” which divides communities into multiple districts.
North Hills West is “Contiguous, Compact, and a Community of Neighbors and Friends” and we belong as a whole community in Council District 12 with our region neighbors.
Best Wishes for an uncomplicated and to the purpose Redistricting Map for Los Angeles City.
Anita GoldbaumNorth Hills West Neighborhood CouncilPlanning and Land Use CommitteeOutreach Committee
-----Original Message----From: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission <redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
To: agold16113@aol.com
Sent: Mon, Oct 4, 2021 6:42 pm
Subject: LACCRC Upcoming Public Hearings
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| Hello all,We look forward to seeing you at the upcoming Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission Public Hearings regarding Draft Map K 2.5. The Agenda for the meeting can be found here. To view Draft
Map K 2.5 and the data associated with it, click here. To view a more detailed map (i.e. with street names) click here.The upcoming hearings will be held on:
October 6 at 6 PM – 10 PM
October 9 at 10 AM – 2 PM
October 13 at 6 PM – 10 PM
October 16 at 10am until end of testimony
TO ATTEND THE HEARINGS: To attend or participate via zoom: Click Here or go to http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
To call into the meeting: Dial 1-###-####, enter ###-#####
You can also watch these hearings by going to LA CITYVIEW 35 on cable Channel 35 (in the City of LA) or the website at lacityview.org/live and on YouTube at @laccrc2021.
TO SUBMIT PUBLIC COMMENT TO THE COMMISSION: The Commission is looking for feedback on certain aspects of the Draft Map - to see the requested feedback, please click here. Please note, this is not an
exhaustive list and the Commission wants to hear all of your feedback. To provide feedback on the draft map, please fill out the form here. This form will ensure that your comment is quickly provided to the Commission
prior to the Public Hearings.
We look forward to seeing you in the upcoming weeks. Thank you for participating in the process.
Sincerely,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
###-####
|
|||||||||
|
|
|
|

Date
10/5/2021 15:32:29

Name
Elizabeth Friedman

10/5/2021 15:36:56

Karen Hebert

10/5/2021 15:42:52

adrianavandepol

10/5/2021 15:44:34

Jim Ardell

10/5/2021 15:48:18

Laurel Klick

10/5/2021 15:50:57

Llyswen Franks

10/5/2021 15:57:48

Nello Torri

Testiony
Dear Mr. Cardonas and Committee, I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects
the boundaries of existing Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5
fulfills the Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order to
provide them with the highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Friedman
To Whom IT May Concern,
I would like to OBJECT to the redistricting of the area in which I reside. I live 1.5 blocks North of Melrose and 5 blocks East of Fairfax. I have resided in this area for over 30 years. We should not be moved to district
G and should REMAIN in district J. We have watched the Melrose area go through so many changes. As you might be aware, we have been working closely with LAPD to see if we can return Melrose Avenue to it's
previous vibe and stop all the crime that we have witnessed. This area has seen numerous murders, robberies and thefts...even during the middle of the day. Splitting Melrose Avenue, to be blunt, is ridiculous. Those
to the North of Melrose and those to the South experience the same issues. We have been working together for numerous years to combat issues that concern us. I definitely believe that ALL blocks North and South
of Melrose should remain in the same district. To separate us would impede all the hard work we have put in to try to fix Melrose Avenue. There are numerous neighborhood alliances, Melrose Action, Melrose BID and
Melrose Village Association who have been working diligently to establish relationships with CD, CPAB, LAPD and the Mid City West Council. I believe that these relationships are critical to move forward with our
cohesive goals. Los Feliz, East Hollywood and Atwater Village have ZERO to do with the situations in which we are dealing with. Yet we are closely involved with Fairfax and Beverly Grove. PLEASE, do not redistrict
the Melrose Avenue area from District J. Sincerely,Karen Hebert849 North Stanley AvenueLos Angeles, CA 90046
Commissioners,
PLEASE DONT SPLIT ICONIC MELROSE AVE IN 2 WE NEED TO UNITE NOT DEVIDE IT MAKES NO SENSE
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly
affect the area in which I have lived for the past 12+ years. My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further
complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both
principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Thanks,
Adriana van de Pol
747 N Orange drive
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot
Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single
council district, it respects the boundaries of existing Homeowner’s
Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and
interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the
Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts
based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences
and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the
highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Begin forwarded message:
From: Laurel Klick <laurel10@ca.rr.com
Subject: Keep Shadow Hills with other equestrian areas
Date: October 5, 2021 at 3:31:14 PM PDT
To: fred.ali@lacity.org
Please consider the following:
Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows: The 210 Freeway on the EAST
The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7
Thank you,
Laurel Klick
9729 Sombra Terrace
Shadow Hills
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I STRONGLY support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes
all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And
very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Best regards, Llyswen Franks
4000 Cody Road
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
Hello,
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core
purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest
probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Nello Torri
Cheviot Hills Home Owners’ Association

Date
10/5/2021 16:05:05

Name
Virginia Kahn

10/5/2021 16:06:48

Diane Gabe

10/5/2021 16:15:24

Deborah Trainer

10/5/2021 16:18:30

DAVID TRAINER

10/5/2021 16:18:38

Debra Francisco

10/5/2021 16:19:30

Ray Hebert

10/5/2021 16:20:44

kathleen hoskanian

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I live in Council District 4 in the area from Coldwater Canyon to Briarcrest. I was in attendance at your September 30th Zoom meeting, but was not able to participate and to express my opinion as the meeting ran so
long. I did however send an email prior to the meeting listing my concerns regarding what is to be done with my district and expressing my desires for where my community will be placed.
I will be unable to attend the October 6th meeting, but would like my desires known to you. My community has been overlooked time and again and we ( myself and our organized neighbors) have had to attend
meetings, write emails and work to have our issues heard. I am concerned that city officials will not hear and heed us, your constituents,regarding redistricting.
Here are my points to consider:
We have worked closely with the Bel Air/Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council and they have advocated for including our area in their district, District J. This makes sense as we share common geography, building
issues, land use issues, fire and safety issues, and religious communities. Putting us in District O ignores natural boundaries of Mulholland and puts us in a valley district severing us from our District J neighbors. Please
do not send our community to District O which does not share our issues. I would like to request that my community, Coldwater Canyon to Briarcrest be placed in District J where it belongs. Thank you for reviewing my
comments.
Sincerely,
Virginia Kahn
Bowmont Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
I live at 2737 Locksley Pl. 90039. I live in Silver Lake, but in a tiny portion that is in CD4. It would make much more sense to have my neighborhood, Locksley Pl and Waverley Dr, in CD13 with the rest of the Silverlake.
Please consider that when redistricting. Diane Gabe
2737 Locksley Pl
LA 90039
Sent from my iPhone
Hello,
As a member of the Hancock Park Homeowners Assoc. I strongly approve your adoption of May K2-5. Thanks for all of your hard work.
Best,
Deborah Trainer
I live in Hancock Park, in Greater Wilshire. Map K2.5 is an excellent job of redistricting. It ties us to logical, longstanding and diverse communities of interest to the west. This simple coherent plan is the result of the
stated principles that guide your work. Thank you for your good governance, and for this excellent map K2.5. David Trainer, Hancock Park
Good morning Members of the Commission for Redistricting Los Angeles:
On behalf of myself, my husband, my mother and my children, I would like to thank you for listening to our community voices and input, as well as our North Hills West Neighborhood Council and our association, the
North Hills West Homeowners Group, for allowing our beloved community to remain in CD12.
You have restored my faith and will be forever grateful that you listened and respected what we all love so dearly in North Hills West.
Again, please accept our heartfelt gratitude and allowing us to remain in CD12.
Respectfully,
Debra Francisco (Butkovich) / Secretary - North Hills West Homeowners Group
16009 Eccles St.
North Hills CA 91343
And:
Haroldine Francisco
Dennis Butkovich
Cami Butkovich
Bella Butkovich
Dear Sir,
It has been brought to my attention that the redistricting of the Melrose area is being proposed. I certainly don't know where these ideas come from but I feel that this would be a terrible mistake. District J needs to
remain intact and not be moved to district G. The stretch of the Melrose area in which I have resided in for over 30 years has seen the same issues on both sides of Melrose. The problems that we have recently been
faced with have been concerns of both North and South of the Avenue. We have witnessed numerous shootings, break ins, robberies and overall violence.
We are working closely with LAPD, CPAB, Melrose BID and Mid City West Community Council to see how to best confront the perils which we face. We have no common interests with Atwater Village, East Hollywood
and Los Feliz. As these particular areas only know what we are facing if they watch the local news. Beverly Grove and Fairfax areas are dealing with these problems daily.
My area should remain in District J. Raymond Hebert849 N Stanley Ave.LA CA 90046
Dear Redistricting Commission,
My husband & I are homeowners living in the Windsor Square neighborhood of
Greater Wilshire.
We want to thank you for map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where
we belong, together with our community of interest neighbors to the west.
We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues,
our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the
west.
We appreciate you honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we belong.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Hoskanian

Date
10/5/2021 16:21:35

Name
kathleen hoskanian

10/5/2021 16:33:19

Tim Allyn

10/5/2021 16:49:05

Maggie Christie

10/5/2021 17:13:55

10/5/2021 17:58:05

Abby Arad

10/5/2021 18:04:31

Victoria Curea

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commission,
My wife & I are homeowners living in the Windsor Square neighborhood of
Greater Wilshire.
We want to thank you for map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where
we belong, together with our community of interest neighbors to the west.
We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues,
our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the
west.
We appreciate you honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we belong.
Sincerely,
Jean Claude Hoskanian
Hope all are well. Thanks for your efforts. A number of adjacent districts seem to be heavily weighted toward Latino or Other, when it appears that the racial demographic could be more evenly apportioned. Was there
an attempt to balance, as best as possible?
CD5 looks to be heavily weighted to Anglo and higher priced real estate. What’s the principle behind this gerrymandered district?
Do you have maps that show proposed districts by:
1/ income level (by residence - home or apartment or other).
2/ home ownership vs. rental
3/ age
Regards,
Thanks you,
Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly affect the area in which I have lived for the past 41 years.
As a long time resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area, I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues,
which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of
Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Maggie Christie 835 N Stanley Ave
Los Angeles CA 90046
(###-####
To all involved!
We wanted to personally thank you for taking the time to hear the people
voices as we stood up to keep our neighborhood of North Hills West under the
jurisdiction of CD12 - You have restored my faith in our system.
Best regards,
Lindsay and Darleen Rogers 16016 Malden Street
North Hills, CA 91436
Hi team - I live in Hancock Park and strongly support Map Plan K2.5. My address is 569 Wilcox Ave. 90004.
Please note my support for K2.5.
Thanks!
Abigail Arad
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/5/2021 18:05:19

10/5/2021 18:09:32

10/5/2021 18:09:59

10/5/2021 18:12:32

Name
Chris Kozup

Testiony
To Whom It May Concern:
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Chris Kozup631 N
Curson Ave###-####
Jonathan Liebesman Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Jonathan Liebesman
Carrie LaFerle Gergely Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. It is
already so challenging to work with the city on the challenges we have, but
to have to bring every issue to two councils?? That is EXHAUSTING for
business owners and residents alike, and we are already fighting so hard to
make this neighborhood safe and welcoming.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home &
business owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We
are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half. This
split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our
beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Thank you,
Carrie LaFerle Gergely
Managing Director
(###-#### x25
Pronouns: she / her
The Groundlings Theatre & School
<http://www.groundlings.com/
*7307 Melrose Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90046*
*A 501(c3) nonprofit corporation*
Debra Carnow
We have read the proposal. We oppose the proposal. We have lived at 502 N
Curson since 1976 and we know the neighborhood extremely well.
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are a
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As
homeowners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Debra and Abe Carnow
502 N Curson Avenue

Date
10/5/2021 18:12:43

Name
Parlance

10/5/2021 18:13:48

Parisa Morid

10/5/2021 18:15:04

Dale stedman

Testiony
Hello Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners and renters we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We
are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use
of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the
neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I'm exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Thank you, Shari B. Ellis
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Concerned,
Parisa Morid
parisamorid@gmail.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
1. All of Shadow Hills wishes to remain in CD7. Shadow Hills should be kept together in ONE DISTRICT: CD7. The borderlines of the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
. The 210 Freeway on the east
. The ridgeline between Sunland Boulevard and La Tuna Canyon Road on the south.
. The Big Tujunga Wash on the north and northwest.
These Shadow Hills streets have remained in District 7, while the rest of Shadow Hills has been stripped away
and placed in "District 2--or--4".
. The landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the west.
2. The entire Shadow Hills community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, and equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian
and equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD7.
3. If most of Shadow Hills is moved out of CD7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD7 so we can continue to be represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7,400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. Please reconsider the K2.5 Map and replace the entire communities of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back into CD7.
We hope that this letter and the others we have written will have an impact on your decision. We emphatically request that all of Shadow Hills remain in CD-7.
Thank you,

10/5/2021 18:15:31

Thughes123

Dale and Susan Stedman
I’d like to request that you take further consideration to the map I just saw completely changing the entire east valley district of Paul Krekorian’s and Nythia Raman‘s governing area (map “N” and “O”, ironically). I am not
familiar with the tools you are using to graph the districts, but I do know completely disenfranchising districts from their duly elected officials doesn’t seem judicious or fair to the constituents. I ask that you go back to the
drawing board and align districts more closely to the communities/areas they were elected to represent. In this case, councilman Krekorian should remain aligned in the east valley(Noho, Studio City, Valley
Village/Valley Glen) where he has been an effective leader to the community since 2009. These plans appear to punish the largest segment of the Los Angeles city’s population—The Valley—needlessly. At 40% of the
city’s population, you need to divide districts more carefully to the voice of the original districts. Go back to the drawing board on this K2 plan. This is NOT the right decision. Appreciate your listening.

Date
10/5/2021 18:18:12

Name
Plaza Production I

10/5/2021 18:20:33

Dale stedman

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Representatives:
I am writing as a resident of Shadow Hills: I reside on
9937 Rancho Caballo Dr the need for all of Shadow Hills to remain together
in CD-7.
We need to remain with Lake View Terrace, Sylmar and La Tuna Canyon so that
we can be represented by our own Foothill Trails Neighborhood council.
Thank you in advance for your consideration:
Please don't split up our community!
*Jeannette Sermak-Proulx*
*Plaza Production I*
*Owner & Director*
*(###-#### <(###-####3-7306/(###-#### <(###-####9-9306 direct*
*www.plazaproductionone.com <http://www.plazaproductionone.com/*
*Want to learn a little more about our program? Please meet Jeannette and
the staff of Plaza Production I in our Brand Story video here *
*https://youtu.be/Vz-oAVUt8iY* <https://youtu.be/Vz-oAVUt8iY
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
1. All of Shadow Hills wishes to remain in CD7. Shadow Hills should be kept together in ONE DISTRICT: CD7. The borderlines of the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
. The 210 Freeway on the east
. The ridgeline between Sunland Boulevard and La Tuna Canyon Road on the south.
. The Big Tujunga Wash on the north and northwest.
These Shadow Hills streets have remained in District 7, while the rest of Shadow Hills has been stripped away
and placed in "District 2--or--4".
. The landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the west.
2. The entire Shadow Hills community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, and equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian
and equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD7.
3. If most of Shadow Hills is moved out of CD7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD7 so we can continue to be represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7,400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. Please reconsider the K2.5 Map and replace the entire communities of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back into CD7.
We hope that this letter and the others we have written will have an impact on your decision. We emphatically request that all of Shadow Hills remain in CD-7.
Thank you,

10/5/2021 18:23:46

jaywowzer

Dale and Susan Stedman
10309 McBroom Street
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
###-####
###-####
###-####
I am a Los Angeles Council District 5 resident within the Westside Neighborhood Council boundaries writing to voice my support for redistricting Map K2.5. I support this map because it keeps our Neighborhood Council
entirely within a single City Council District, it respects the boundaries of my neighborhood homeowners’ association, the Westwood Gardens Civic Association, and continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities both north and south of Pico Blvd. Map L divides our local Neighborhood Council into multiple City Council Districts and dilute our input and voice on local city issues. Please support redistricting Map K2.
5.
Jeffrey Wauer2729 Malcolm AvenueLos Angeles CA 90064

Date
10/5/2021 18:35:09

Name
JW

10/5/2021 18:35:24

Rosalinda Wenby

10/5/2021 18:35:34

Melanie Lewis

10/5/2021 18:37:42

anne oliver

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Not to mention the
burden on resources int he council office where each issue will have to be dealt with by 2 offices, 2 paid employees at minimum, twice as much time spent to deal with each issue. A total waste of resources in a city
that has limited resources. I don't want my taxes paying for redundancy. I own 2 residential properties adjacent to Melrose. This would be a foolish move.
This is like Solomon chopping the baby in half.
Please consider the implications, both financial and social.
Rosalinda Wenby606 N. Stanley AveLos Angeles, CA 90036wenby@yahoo.com
To Whom it May Concern:
Please do not split Melrose Village into two separate districts. It is a tight knit community working hard to make the neighborhood safer. As a near by resident, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses
and make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. Homeowners are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn of this beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against the best interests of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy
all that has been built and are working towards. People are exhausted from fighting to pull the village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Melanie Lewis
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/5/2021 18:44:29

Name
Virginia Kahn

10/5/2021 18:52:23

Hope Latimer

10/5/2021 18:54:11

Irene Anderson

10/5/2021 18:55:48

David Goldberg

10/5/2021 18:57:59

Douglas Dodds

Testiony
As the mapping continues to change I would just ask that we be kept in the district with like geography and issues. Looks like the latest is CD5. Thank you.
Virginia Kahn Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Virginia Kahn <VirginiaLKahn@gmail.com
Date: October 5, 2021 at 4:05:06 PM PDT
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Subject: Redistricting. District J please.
Dear Commissioners,
I live in Council District 4 in the area from Coldwater Canyon to Briarcrest. I was in attendance at your September 30th Zoom meeting, but was not able to participate and to express my opinion as the meeting ran so
long. I did however send an email prior to the meeting listing my concerns regarding what is to be done with my district and expressing my desires for where my community will be placed.
I will be unable to attend the October 6th meeting, but would like my desires known to you. My community has been overlooked time and again and we ( myself and our organized neighbors) have had to attend
meetings, write emails and work to have our issues heard. I am concerned that city officials will not hear and heed us, your constituents,regarding redistricting.
Here are my points to consider:
We have worked closely with the Bel Air/Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council and they have advocated for including our area in their district, District J. This makes sense as we share common geography, building
issues, land use issues, fire and safety issues, and religious communities. Putting us in District O ignores natural boundaries of Mulholland and puts us in a valley district severing us from our District J neighbors.
Please do not send our community to District O which does not share our issues. I would like to request that my community, Coldwater Canyon to Briarcrest be placed in District J where it belongs. Thank you for
reviewing my comments.
Sincerely,
Virginia Kahn
Bowmont Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. <BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight
with us and not against us?
~Hope
I have lived in the Windsor Square neighborhood of Greater Wilshire for the past 34 years. We cherish our neighborhood and do not want to see the Map changed! Both our kids were born and raised win our home
here. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our
sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we belong.
Sincerely,
Irene M Anderson
532 S Bronson Avenue
LA CA 90020
Dear Commissioners:
I am writing to respectfully request that the Commission not adopt Map K2
and instead adopt Map L. We understand the Commission must balance a
variety of competing factors in this redistricting process, and we
appreciate the diligence and commitment with which the Commissioners have
approached their work. While we also understand there may be certain
important considerations underpinning the Commission’s decision to move
forward with Map K2 in the public hearing process, Map L simply does a
better job in serving the public interest.
Map K2 moves incumbents out of their districts to represent areas that
never voted for them. In particular, Map K2 would move Councilman
Krekorian out of a District where he has successfully and effectively
represented the residents and businesses for many years. Map K2 also
divides longstanding ethnic and cultural communities. This map also
splits too many commercial districts and corridors at a time when retail
and commercial businesses are most fragile.
To the maximum extent possible, we need one entity, one council office, to
assist our community’s recovery as we emerge from the impacts of Covid. We
urge you to support Map L to ensure our elected officials continue to
represent constituencies who elected them, preserve unity among ethnic and
cultural communities, and keep more commercial districts intact where the
Council office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your consideration. We urge you to support Map L.
Sincerely,
David Goldberg
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/5/2021 19:03:03

Name
David Donley

10/5/2021 19:07:58

Andrea Kinloch

10/5/2021 19:12:46

Marci Donley

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods. My name is David Donley. I’ve lived
in the Wilshire Park neighborhood for 42 years. Long before we knew about HPOZ’s and I was very involved in making our neighborhood an HPOZ. I am writing to the Commission to express support for the
Commission’s decision to release a single Final Draft Map Plan K2.5.With Plan K2.5, Wilshire Park and its HPOZ remain in Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council, and the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council
remains whole in District 5. Please keep us all together in District 5 with our neighbors to the West who share our interests, values and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission’s dedication to a public process, its transparency and the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you.
Respectfully,
David
David Donley
Board Member
Wilshire Park Association
4039 W 7th St. L.A. CA 90005
###-####
daviddonley213@gmail.com
I'm writing to urge and request that you do NOT split Melrose Village into
two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make
our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the
Melrose businesses and make the Melrose shopping area safer and more
vibrant.
We have come together as a community in collaboration with our Council
Member and the LAPD to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with various city officials and spending time working hand in hand
with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. We do not want our community torn in half. This split will hinder
the progress we have made and continue to make as a strong community
coalition fighting against crime, protecting our properties, and being
civic minded citizens.
This district split works against our best interests and the best interest
of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Please fight with us and not against us by keeping our council district in
tact and not splitting along Melrose Avenue.
Thank you!
Andrea Kinloch
815 N Stanley Ave
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods. My name is Marci Donley. I’ve
lived in the Wilshire Park neighborhood for 42 years. Long before we knew about HPOZ’s and I was very involved in making our neighborhood an HPOZ. I am writing to the Commission to express support for the
Commission’s decision to release a single Final Draft Map Plan K2.5.With Plan K2.5, Wilshire Park and its HPOZ remain in Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council, and the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council
remains whole in District 5. Please keep us all together in District 5 with our neighbors to the West who share our interests, values and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission’s dedication to a public process, its transparency and the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you.
Respectfully,
Marci Donley
Wilshire Park Association
4039 W 7th St. L.A. CA 90005

Date
10/5/2021 19:25:00

10/5/2021 19:27:17

10/5/2021 19:27:27

Name
Chris O

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Christine Offutt
431 N Gardner St
LA, CA 90036
Blane Kidane
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and
staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
My name is Blane Kidane, I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood and HPOZ,
which is located in the Greater Wilshire Community of Interest. Thank you
for allowing me and my neighbors to participate in this public process and
for listening to us and approving the publicly produced Draft Plan K2.5.
District 5 in Approved Draft Plan K2.5 includes our historic homes of
Wilshire Park and Greater Wilshire as well as those of our neighbors to the
west. It is of vital importance to me, my family and to my neighborhood
that our City Council member be responsive to us and our needs. We count on
our City Council member for traditional City services, and for the unique
services that come with living in our historic homes.
Please protect this unprecedented transparent public process that
puts census data, population, voting rights protections, communities of
interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people
first, ahead of solely political interests.
Sincerely,
Blane Kidane
Blane Kidane
| ###-#### | blanesk@gmail.com
HARLAN MARGOLIS To whom it may concern regarding the issue of redistricting,
I urge you to *SUPPORT MAP K2.5* because it keeps our Neighborhood
Council entirely within a single City Council District 5, respects
boundaries of prominent homeowners’ associations and continues the
historical relationship of the Westside communities both north and south of
Pico Blvd.
I support K2.5 because it applies logical boundaries and *Map K2.5* would
keep us within Council District 5 and also within our own Westside
Neighborhood Council.
Thank you.
-- *Harlan Margolis*

Date
10/5/2021 19:32:08

10/5/2021 19:35:48

Name
Jean Barolet

Testiony
Hello,
I'm a long-time Shadow Hills resident and respectfully ask you to reconsider
splitting Shadow Hills into separate districts and in separating most of
Shadow Hills away from the other horse keeping and mountain high fire areas.
Shadow Hills is a unique and close-knit community. I was born and raised in
Southern California and have never lived in a community like this in my
entire life. Please consider the following as you finalize the district
maps:
1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border
lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as
follows: . The 210 Freeway on the EAST . The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the
SOUTH . The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map K2.5
has severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills: The west
side of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both sides of
Stonehurst north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway,
Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art
St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the tunnel to Sheldon,
the north side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of
Wheatland and Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel,
including the streets off Wheatland north of McBroom: Mahoney off of
Wheatland, North Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W.
Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow
Hills Ave. These streets have remained in District 7, while the rest of
Shadow Hills has been stripped away and placed in "District 2-or-4". . The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map
K2.5 has severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst Ave.
south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda, Hershey,
and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5
map has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6. Residents of
these streets will no longer be stakeholders in their own community. 2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the
Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as
they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of Shadow
Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common
interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share
the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and equine
safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in
CD-7. 3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails
District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We
would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council. 4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add
approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum
population allowed per district. 5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW
HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Thank you,
Jean Barolet
Shadow Hills
"burdettjen@aol.com" I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories,
experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Thank you,
Jennifer Burdett
2843 Motor Ave

Date
10/5/2021 19:36:07

Name
Rochelle Solomon

10/5/2021 19:49:44

Sharon Elias

10/5/2021 19:52:35

michael brown

10/5/2021 19:57:43

Julie Shannon

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
I have grown up in this area. This would BE DISASTERIOUS!!!!!!!!
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence.
What is wrong with you all? Why do we have to fight you to have safe streets ?
Sharon =- Martel Ave,
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Thank you,
Michael Brown
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Julie Shannon & Ricco Ross
736 N. Fuller Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90046

Date
10/5/2021 20:09:38

10/5/2021 20:12:25

10/5/2021 20:16:21

10/5/2021 20:20:39

10/5/2021 20:21:09

10/5/2021 20:21:54

Name
Karen Shorr

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I visited the website LACCRC2021.org I am writing with specific comments on
the proposed District boundaries and changes as set forth in the most
recent K-2 map. First, I am at an absolute loss as to why this
critically important effort appears as if it's being rushed through the
process. Starting to inform the public in May and having a final
recommendation to City Council in November - 7 months, while we're all
still dealing with the pandemic - seems a bit on the aggressive side.
The changes and modifications to Council District 2 under the proposed Map
K2 would move Councilman Krekorian out of a District where he has
successfully and effectively represented the residents and businesses in
his district for many years. The K-2 Map moves incumbents out of their
districts to represent areas that never voted for them, it divides long
standing ethnic and cultural communities and at a time when retail and
commercial businesses are most fragile, this map splits too many commercial
districts and corridors; to the maximum extent possible, we need one
entity, one council office, to assist our community’s recovery as we emerge
from the impacts of Covid.
*I strongly support Map L* to ensure our elected officials continue to
represent constituencies who elected them, we preserve the important
relationships with the ethnic and cultural communities in each of the
Districts and it keeps more commercial districts intact where the Council
office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your service and consideration of my comments and I urge you
to *support Map Alternative L. It just makes more sense.*
Regards,
Karen Shorr
Happy Tsugawa-Banta Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
kelseysnowden@gmail.com
Hello,
NOW IS NOT THE TIME WHEN CRIME IS AT ITS PEAK. Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we
are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising
money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best
interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Tina Eick
Dear Commissioners,
Attached please find the Shadow Hill Property Owners Association (SHPOA) response to the current Redistricting Map K2.5.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Very truly yours,
Tina Eick, SHPOA President tinaeick@icloud.com
Lynda Stenge
Hello!
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Cheers,
-Lynda
**********************
lynda stenge
blanche agency
m. ###-####
*sent from my iPhone
Holly McVey
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/5/2021 20:21:59

10/5/2021 20:22:01

10/5/2021 20:24:15

10/5/2021 20:24:53

10/5/2021 20:24:58

10/5/2021 20:26:26

Name
Mary Williams

Testiony
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Mary Williams <wncseat10@gmail.com
Date: Tue, Oct 5, 2021 at 8:19 PM
Subject: Support for Map K2.5
To: <redistricting.lacity@lacity.or, <frank.cardenas@lacity.org, <
fred.ali@lacity.org, <dennis.cagna@lacity.org, <alexandra.shu@lacity.org,
<natalie.freidberg@lacity.org, <nam.le@lacity.org, <
Rachel.torres@lacity.org, <elissa.barrett@lacity.org
Dear Esteemed Commissioners,
Thank you for your dedication to the LACC redistricting process.
I am a resident of the Century Glen neighborhood and I serve on the
Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) representing stakeholders of Century
Glen.
I strongly support Map K2.5 that keeps Century Glen HOA and the WNC in
*ONE* council
district, honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria. I strongly
urge you to adopt Map K2.5 and keep Century Glen HOA and WNC in one council
district.
The previous Map L divided Century Glen into two council districts and WNC
into three Council districts. Please take HOA boundaries and the
Neighborhood Council boundaries into consideration in the final map.
Thank you.
-- Mary Williams
Westside Neighborhood Council Seat 10
www.centuryglen-WNC.org
-- Mary Williams
Westside Neighborhood Council Seat 10
www.centuryglen-WNC.org
JAMES MILNE
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Eveline Ginzburg
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core
purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest
probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Eveline Ginzburg
Cheviot Hills Home Owners’ Association
Eveline Ginzburg
evi@maliblue.com
ml09tennis@gmail.comDear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Hancock Park. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Hancock
Park, GWNC and communities of interest to the west together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous parks.
Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring that this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered. Sent from my iPhone
Carolyn
I'm all for Sherman Oaks to be a part of an all-Valley District with
Councilmember Bob Blumenfield at the helm.
Thank you.
Carolyn Uhri
Sherman Oaks, CA
chanel raisin
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to
combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising
money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city
officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every
neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you
want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and
general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is
working against our best interests and the best interest of the
neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from
the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
-- Sent from my iPhone.

Date
10/5/2021 20:35:04

10/5/2021 20:45:12

10/5/2021 20:48:14

10/5/2021 20:48:53

10/5/2021 20:49:53

10/5/2021 20:52:34

Name
Vaughan Meyer

Testiony
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing
Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities. As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core
purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest
probability of being effectively served by City government.
Thank you,
Vaughan Meyer
Jason Daley Kennedy Hello commissioners I live in the Larchmont neighborhood of Greater Wilshire and I’m in favor of and supportive of Map K2.5. It’s keeping historic districts in tact, unifying communities, and along with our community of
interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for
honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services. Thanks for the work you’ve done thus far and we hope K2.5 stays in tact as proposed.
Thank you
Jason Jason Daley Kennedy
Wellness Speaker, Coach, & On-Camera Personality
(###-####
www.jasondaleykennedy.com
Casa de Kelzar
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Horrible timing on
this idea to redistrict
Thank you
Stephen Randall
I am a member and former board member of the Century Glen HOA and a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder. I have lived at this address for 38 years. I strongly support Map K2.5 that keeps Century Glen
HOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria. We strongly urge you to adopt Map K2.5 and keep Century Glen HOA and WNC in one council district.
Stephen and Gail Randall
1912 Comstock Ave Los Angeles CA 90025
David Marshall Grant Hello
I live in the Larchmont neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map
K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And
with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools,
our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes,
our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again
for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we
can receive focused attention and services.
-- David Marshall Grant
David.Marshall.Grant@gmail.com
Kathleen Bayley
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. <BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight
with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/5/2021 20:57:06

Name
Susan Wong

10/5/2021 20:57:57

Todd Clemens

10/5/2021 21:04:59

Alex Parks

10/5/2021 21:05:46

Bridget Bousa

10/5/2021 21:16:59

Jay Gralla

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission:
Thank you for your hard work. I live at 9714 Rotta Ave. in Shadow Hills. I have studied the K2.5 Map and am quite concerned that it has broken my community apart and placed it into three different City Council
districts. Tonight, I took a photo at the corner of Art St. and Stonehurst Ave. in Shadow Hills.
If the K2.5 map is sent to the City Council as is, the houses to my right would be in District “2 or 4”. The houses to my immediate left would be in District 6, and the houses to my upper left, would be in District 7”.
As you can see, this is a regular neighborhood street, not very busy, and not in a wealthy area. It has a local elementary school on one corner. But it is in a unique neighborhood, with horses, goats, pigs, and chickens
on many properties. There are glorious views of the San Gabriel and Verdugo mountains from many streets. Our community has problems with traffic and speeding on its main road (Sunland Blvd.) and some side
roads, which jeopardize both equestrian and horse safety. Horses and riders have been killed. Shadow Hills is located in a very high risk fire area; homeless encampments, prevention of brush fires, fire insurance
issues and evacuation plans, etc. are shared concerns for us all. We have found a responsive and proactive councilwoman to help us address these problems in CD7. I am appalled that the Redistricting Committee
would feel free to callously divide this neighborhood into three districts, diluting our voices and making it very very hard for us to address our neighborhood concerns. I know we are not affluent and I know that this area
sometimes leans a bit light pink (unfortunately) in some elections, but I am asking you to not punish the community of Shadow Hills by ripping it apart, placing neighboring stakeholders in three districts, and not allowing
many residents to be represented by their own Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council . Please consider the following:
1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which needs to be kept together, are as follows: —The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. —The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. The K2.5 maps severs homes in the Stonehurst area of Shadow Hills, the homes north and
Northeast of McBroom, as well as many the streets off of these two streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace, Sylmar and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, and have like concerns. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
4. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND PLEASE PUT THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
(Below are some of the beautiful views we see in Shadow Hills.)
Susan Wong
9714 Rotta Ave.
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
sowong4biz@gmail.com <mailto:sowong4biz@gmail.com
We live in the Larchmont neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Map K2.5 is
excellent. It brings together Greater Wilshire with our community of
interest neighbors to the west - something we've needed for a while. Our
communities share our schools, local newspapers, parks, sports leagues etc.
K2.5 ensures the health of Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council
District where we can receive focused attention and services.
Sincerely,
Todd & Clelia Clemens
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which,
CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her
first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both
maps at Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
alex parks
aprivation@mac.com <mailto:aprivation@mac.com
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to
combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising
money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city
officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every
neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you
want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and
general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is
working against our best interests and the best interest of the
neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from
the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
I strongly support keeping map K2.5. It was drawn objectively and without pressure from self-interested groups and so should be approved.
Jay Gralla

Date
10/5/2021 21:23:38

Name
Marjorie Gilberg

10/5/2021 21:33:54

Vanessa Aberman

10/5/2021 21:39:40

Miriam Kosberg

10/5/2021 21:48:17

Sid Condo

10/5/2021 21:55:21

Carlos Castellanos

10/5/2021 21:56:21

Nora Wyman

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are a
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. This proposal will tear our community in half. It feels like the
City is working against our best interests and the best interest of the
neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards.
Sincerely,
Marjorie Gilberg
712 N Poinsettia Pl, LA, CA 90046
I live in the wilshire park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers,
our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for listening to us and honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services.
Please keep us together.
Vanessa Aberman
839 S Bronson Ave
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Good Evening Commissioners,
My name is Carlos Castellanos and I've lived in the Wilshire Park
neighborhood of Greater Wilshire for over 20 years. My family chose this
neighborhood for its unique, diversified and historic qualities and this is
where our roots are firmly planted.
Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong.
Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to the
west. We share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our
parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues
with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for listening to us and honoring Greater Wilshire by
placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and
services.
Sincerely,
Carlos Castellanos
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/5/2021 22:08:07

Name
Deborah Ascheim

10/5/2021 22:27:59

Janet Tamaro-Natt

10/5/2021 22:31:16

Janna Bodek Harris

10/5/2021 22:36:50

Layla Book

10/5/2021 22:39:59

"Kerry F."

10/5/2021 22:43:51

Kari Johnson

10/5/2021 22:45:05

Aaron Hasson

10/5/2021 22:47:25

Kari Johnson

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Hancock Park. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners
Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map
includes all of Hancock Park, GWNC and communities of interest to the west
together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations,
religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as
numerous parks. Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring
that this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered.
Link to Map Plan K2.5:
https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-with-numbers.pdf
<https://hancockparkhomeownersassociation.org/EmailTracker/LinkTracker.ashx?linkAndRecipientCode=ed4PB2LZWl9miXuxkGpL9b9vIWoSHTRxldcQZjvnAS3BSgX%2b9PuQfTPjZpUuxntj1ADn%
2b0VIQoTLGJkG5eU4frCXU3DbsuldWD4s5UuD4M0%3d
To Whom It May Concern:
I am a member of the Century Glen HOA and a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder. I strongly support Map K2.5 that keeps Century Glen HOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s
Core Purpose and Criteria. We strongly urge you to adopt Map K2.5 and keep Century Glen HOA and WNC in one council district.
Sincerely,
Janet Tamaro
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I have lived in the neighborhoods of Hancock Park and Windsor Square for the last 31 years. As a current Hancock Park resident, I support the Hancock Park Homeowners
Association recommendation for the Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Hancock Park, GWNC and communities of interest to the west together in CD5! These communities have shared
interests including historical neighborhoods and designations, similar zoning issues, religious affiliations and threats of anti-semitism, as well as numerous parks. Please approve Map Plan K2.5 and keep our
neighborhood councils in tact and our communities of interest together. Thank you for working diligently to ensure a data-driven, rather than a gerrymandered process.
Sincerely,
Janna Bodek Harris
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help
the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in
half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest
of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against
us?
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for License Plate Reader
(LPR) cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally
tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best
interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please
fight with us and not against us? Again, Please do no Split Melrose!
Respectfully,
Kerry Ferguson713 N Sierra Bonita Ave
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone
Hi All,
My name is Aaron Hasson and am a resident/stakeholder in the Fairfax/Melrose district.Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our
neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Feel free to contact me if more info is needed.
Regards
Aaron Hasson
###-####
This proposal sounds as though it was generated solely by computer modeling, without any human input whatsoever. It would be completely irresponsible on the part of the City to follow through on this proposal. City
leaders seem to be more and more out of touch with their constituents (ie the people who put them in office) and this absurd idea is a prime example of this distancing from neighborhoods’ real concerns. Please, DO
NOT implement this irresponsible gerrymandered change.
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Kari E Johnson
Los Angeles Sent from my iPhone
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10/5/2021 22:48:31

10/5/2021 22:51:54

10/5/2021 22:58:44

10/5/2021 22:59:16

10/5/2021 23:03:09

10/5/2021 23:09:10

Name
ammaze@aol.com

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help
the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in
half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest
of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against
us? Mindi White
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
William paptoutsi
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPad
Jonathan Liebesman Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Jonathan Liebesman Resident Fuller Ave
Kairi Saan
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Thank you.
Kairi Saan (90046)
Caryn Stump
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone
Chris Salas
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5. We
are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners
we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what
every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now
you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and
general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is
working against our best interests and the best interest of the
neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from
the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
-- Thanks,
Chris Salas
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10/5/2021 23:15:49

Name
steven natt

10/5/2021 23:20:48

STACY WINETT

10/5/2021 23:24:12

matheu@mail.com

10/5/2021 23:24:19

Michelle Marshall

10/5/2021 23:25:34

Jan Hoag

10/5/2021 23:26:25

matheu@mail.com

Testiony
To Whom It May Concern:
I am a member of the Century Glen HOA and a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder. I strongly support Map K2.5 that keeps Century Glen HOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s
Core Purpose and Criteria. We strongly urge you to adopt Map K2.5 and keep Century Glen HOA and WNC in one council district.
Sincerely,
Steven Natt
Homeowner/Taxpayer (since 1992)
10363 Louisiana Avenue
Los Angeles CA 90025
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPad
Honestly Nitha Ryman is the worst!!! All over town I hear people who are upset they voted for her and she campaigned on so many false promises. This is not a neighborhood to stay silent. And Nitha will be blasted to
bits in this neighborhood for sure. Do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the
Melrose businesses and make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Thank you,
Michelle Marshall
You have GOT to be kidding me???? All the meetings we’ve had over the years, the time we spent fighting to get the homeless compound off the streets across from Poinsettia Park in front of DWP!!!! NONE of this
was easy. It literally took a village and we were the village!!! Now, crime is rampant on Melrose and in our neighborhoods. We are working on that too. I think you are very misinformed to be trying to split our
neighborhood, and it appears clueless to the problems we are up against. Sorry for the perhaps over-passionate rhetoric, but we are up against alot, and we need BOTH sides of Melrose working on this together.
Divide and NOT conquer should not be the plan here.
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Nitha Ryman is the worst. All I hear around town is people sorry they voted for her and her false campaign promises. Our neighborhood will not stay silent. Everything Nitha has done (or not done I should say) nobody
in this neighborhood will stay silent.
Do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make the
Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/5/2021 23:40:10

10/5/2021 23:40:54

10/5/2021 23:55:45

10/5/2021 23:57:28

10/6/2021 0:08:19

10/6/2021 0:08:49

10/6/2021 0:15:32

Name
uri ron

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Uri Ron
uri ron
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Uri Ron
Dan Yakir
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to
help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that
community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and
the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us
and not against us? Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
Dayle Gloria
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from Casa de Gloriano
Dayle Gloria
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
I have lived in this neighborhood for 40 years! In all that time I have always loved walking around our neighborhood at dusk while others are walking their dogs.
There have been prowlers all over the neighborhood including just last night! Two weeks my bbq was stolen, and a few weeks before that a man was on our property looking in windows with a flashlight with no shirt no
shoes and his penis out. How would you like to come in contact with this man on your property at 11pm? No fear no apology just acting like what’s ours is all theirs to take!
I chased him thru the neighborhood. Not only did it take forever for police to get here but he’s been seen in thr area masterbating by the elementary school!!!!! I could go on and on…Melrose should stay together and be
made safe FOR ALL OF US TO ENJOY!!! Breaking it up will do nothing but delay HELP to us who are getting desperate but don’t want to leave!!!
Thank you for listening Dayle Gloria
810 N Fuller Ave 1 blk north of Melrose
Sent from Casa de Gloriano
Bora
Hello Commissioners,
I live in the 972 Westchester Place neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to
the west. We share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for listening to
us and honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services. -BoraSent from my iPhone. Please pardon any spelling or grammatical errors.
Stephanie Morehouse Hello to the Redistricting Committee
My name is Stephanie Kline Morehouse and I live in Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft MapK2.5
It places us where we belong: Together; we belong together with our Community of interest to the West with whom we share our schools, our parks, our local newspapers, our historic homes, and our sports leagues.
Thank you, again, for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services. Sincerely Stephanie Kline Morehouse
South Bronson Ave
Sent from my iPhone
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Kat Becker

10/6/2021 0:57:15

Holly Browde

10/6/2021 1:08:37

Alicia Ames-Trelles

Testiony
Hey there,
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Thank you!
Cheers,
-Lynda
**********************
lynda stenge
blanche agency
m. ###-####
*sent from my iPhone
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods.
My name is Kathleen Becker. I’ve lived in the Wilshire Park neighborhood for over 57 years. I am writing to the Commission to express support for the Commission’s decision to release a single Final Draft Map Plan K2.
5.
With Plan K2.5, Wilshire Park and its HPOZ remain in Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council, and the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council remains whole in District 5. Please keep us all together in District 5 with
our neighbors to the West who share our interests, values and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission’s dedication to a public process, its transparency and the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you for hearing us!
Respectfully,
Kathleen A. "KAT" Becker, Broker/Realtor
Estates, Residential, Commercial
Senior Commercial Associate
Presidents Circle
Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices
California Properties
3130 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 100
Santa Monica, CA 91403
(###-#### Office
(###-#### Cell
(###-#### Fax
katbecker@bhhscal.com
CA DRE#: ###-####
http://www.RealEstateByKat.com
Communicating through email is not secure or confidential; therefore, Berkshire Hathaway Home Services California Properties will never send instructions to you regarding wire transferring funds or request confidential
financial information such as credit card numbers or bank routing numbers by email. If you receive an email concerning any transaction involving our Company that requests financial or confidential information, do not
respond to the email and immediately contact fraud@bhhscalifornia.com.
PROBATE AND TRUST SALES ARE MY SPECIALTIES!!!
I CAN SHOW YOU HOW TO AVOID CAPITAL GAINS TAX AND POSSIBLY PROBATE!
LET'S TALK!!! CALL OR TEXT ME
To The Members of the Redistricting Commission:
I am the owner of a home located at 9478 Cherokee Ln, Beverly Hills.
I urge you in the strongest possible terms to extend District "J" on map K 2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyons and Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest. This is the position supported by our
Neighborhood Council and very vocally supported by the residents.
K2 as currently proposed removes us from our neighbors to our west on Benedict Cyn and Beverly Glen. This cut-off makes no sense on any level - we share the same topography, construction issues, wildfire risk,
public safety issues and critical Life Safety services. Particularly now, when wildfire danger is increasing and many of us are unable to get insurance, our concerns must be addressed as part of a similarly situated
group.
MAP K2 in its current form is a travesty, a slap in the face to residents and, if adopted, a looming disaster. Grouping us with distant neighborhoods focussed on completely different concerns will make it impossible to
accomplish anything without alienating large groups of voters.
For the past decade we have been in CD4 instead of in CD5 where we belong, and it has not gone unnoticed that we are treated as second class citizens. The natives are growing restless and becoming increasingly
active and politicized over this issue.
Either extend MAP K2 to include Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest as proposed by our Neighborhood Council or use Map L as an alternative. DO NOT group us with communities with which we have little in common.
Adamantly,
Holly Browde
9478 Cherokee Ln.
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
(###-####
hollybrowde@sbcglobal.net<mailto:hollybrowde@sbcglobal.net
Dear sr. or madame.I am a resident with more than 25 years I support Map K2.5
Alicia Ames Trelles
Overland 2735. LA CA 90064
Sent from AT&T Yahoo Mail for iPhoneo lo
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10/6/2021 1:50:36

Arlene HOFFMAN

10/6/2021 3:19:21

Gary Bozick
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Melody Edwards

10/6/2021 4:51:34

Melody Edwards

10/6/2021 5:51:11

Ted Bavin
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Hava Alloun

Testiony
To all the Commissioners in charge of this redistricting:
I understand you think you need to redraw the current district lines because of the census. You know the census is never correct? But, more important is that we the people have elected our council members to these
districts & you just can’t Willy nelly come in & destroy our districts!! La Tuna Canyon, Shadow Hills, Lake View Terrace & Sylmar are all Horse keeping, livestock & poultry, agrarian properties & can not be chopped up
with your silly lines! They must stay in the same district. And you all, cannot take a council member out of the district that they were elected in. What are you thinking? It doesn’t make any sense!
Go back to your drawing board & erase all those new district lines & leave the districts alone. Sincerely,
Cheryl Greslie a long time resident 10334 1/2 Penrose Street
La Tuna Canyon, 91352. Sent from my iPhone
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Arlene Hoffman
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Arlene Hoffman
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Regards. Gary Bozick@ North Gardner Sent via iPhone
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Get Outlook for iOS<https://aka.ms/o0ukef
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone
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Name
Gary Ashwal

Testiony
To those involved the redistricting process,
I heard from Melrose Action that there is a plan to split Melrose Village
into two separate districts. Just looking at the map they share of your
proposal, it seems like an arbitrary change you are making that divides up
the area around Melrose Village in a way that does not make sense,
considering that Melrose is the anchor of both north and south parts of the
neighborhood.
I am concerned that this change will make it harder for the businesses,
residents, and homeowners to continue working together to make the Melrose
shopping area safer and more vibrant. I agree with Melrose Action that
we MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
It does feel like a change like this is the city working against our best
interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting Melrose Village up in such an odd way geographically will make it
harder for the community to work with the city to confront the recent crime
and violence.
Can you please consider the difficulty this change will cause for residents
who wish to work within the city government structure towards a unified
neighborhood?
Gary Ashwal
Homeowner on Poinsettia Place
Amy Dow
My name is Amy Dow. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood of
Greater Wilshire. Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft Map
K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: Together! We
belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west with
whom we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic
homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues and even our sports
leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all,
together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and
services.
marianne mazurowski Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are a
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. Draft Map
K2 splits the street into two different districts, causing any further
efforts to improve Melrose to be coordinated among two separate council
districts.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. I've lived off of Melrose for 15 years, both my children being
born and raised here. But if improvements do not come soon we will have to
move. Please do not contribute to the growing chaos around us.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Thank you,
Marianne Mazurowski
MichellePugh
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. The violent crime wave is non-stop.
Locals have been coordinating with police and district representatives to address the issues.
Splitting up the district, in the manner suggested, would make this situation worse by involving two separate district jurisdictions. ~michelle pugh~
Dan Silk
Hi,
I am a CD4 resident writing to object to the K2 redistricting proposal. My wife and i voted for Nithya Raman, as did many people on our street in Silver Lake, and we do not want to be moved out of her district and into
“district G”. From the LA Times article, I’m not clear on which council person’s district that is, I just know it’s someone I didn’t vote for.
Thank you for facilitating this process in a transparent way.
Dan Silk
2618 Locksley Pl
LA 90039
Sent from my iPhone
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Constance Boukidis

10/6/2021 7:03:43

Constance Boukidis

10/6/2021 7:20:40

laila nabulsi

10/6/2021 7:20:49

laila nabulsi

10/6/2021 7:26:47

julieburton

10/6/2021 7:28:25

Gai Gherardi

10/6/2021 7:28:32

Gai Gherardi

10/6/2021 7:28:47

Mitchell Jacoves

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help
the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in
half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest
of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against
us?
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help
the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in
half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest
of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against
us?
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone
To Whom It May Concern
Are you kidding me?!? This is the worst possible redistributing I’ve heard about in this city EVER. You are redistributing like Texas. If you’d really like to represent people properly than you should be creating more
districts so that people can be properly represented, not moving district lines so that people who voted just last year are no longer represented by who they voted for. It’s a travesty of democracy and you should be
ashamed. We want to remain in CD4 represented by Nithya Ramen. This seems like a power grab to shift things around without ANY thought to the voters in the district. How dare you. A very concerned citizen
Julie Burton CD-4 Los Feliz
please excuse autocorrect...unless it made you laugh. in that case, you're welcome
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Gai Gherardi • Co-Founder / Co-Designer
l.a.Eyeworks • 7407 Melrose Avenue
Los Angeles, CA. 90046 • ###-####
www.laeyeworks.com
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Gai Gherardi • Co-Founder / Co-Designer
l.a.Eyeworks • 7407 Melrose Avenue
Los Angeles, CA. 90046 • ###-####
www.laeyeworks.com
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I%2��m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Regards,
Mitchell Jacoves
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
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10/6/2021 7:28:53

10/6/2021 7:37:57

10/6/2021 7:50:51

10/6/2021 7:52:23

10/6/2021 7:53:37

10/6/2021 7:54:27

10/6/2021 7:55:42

10/6/2021 8:00:00

Name
carol banever

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Happy Tsugawa-Banta Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
MJ Sung
Good morning Commissioners,
I live in the 972 Westchester Pl neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to the
west. We share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for listening to us
and honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services. Minjae Sung
MJ
Good morning Commissioners,
I live in the 972 Westchester Pl neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to the
west. We share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for listening to us
and honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services. Min Sung
minjae
Good morning Commissioners,
I live in the 972 Westchester Pl neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to the
west. We share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for listening to us
and honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services. Min Jae Sung
Bora Chon
Good morning Commissioners,
I live in the 972 Westchester Place neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to
the west. We share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for listening to
us and honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services. Bora Chon
Tracy Moore
Dear Good People,
I live in the Wilshire Park historic HPOZ neighborhood within Greater Wilshire. Because we share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and
synagogues with our neighbors to the west are reasons to maintain Council West. Thank you again for listening to us and honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused
attention and services.
Sincerely,
Tracy Moore 966 3rd Ave 90019.
Victoria Sabonjohn
Regarding the LACCRC proposed new maps:
I have serious concerns about how the new district lines separate half of
Shadow hills and La Tuna from the rest of the equestrian minded foothill
district. I understand the use of census data to make the numbers more even
but our rural concerns will be lost when dealing with Hollywood hills or
Toluca Lake residents.
I just moved to La Tuna Canyon from Burbank to pursue the kind of lifestyle
that this equestrian foothill community provides.
1. I believe Shadow Hills should stay in ONE Council District, not divided
up. Our historically rural community has unique interests that must be
protected.
2. I believe all horsekeeping/animalkeeping and High-Fire-Mountain Fire
District communities (Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Shadow Hills, La Tuna
Canyon) should be in the same ONE district (as they currently are in CD7).
This allows our communities to advocate for our common interests as one
united voice.
Thank you in advance for listening to my concerns and considering our needs
as the redistricting moves forward.
Victoria Sabonjohn
10423 Tuxford Street
Sun Valley, CA 91352
victoria@sabonjohn.com
###-####

Date
10/6/2021 8:06:15

Name
Rafael Gonzalez

10/6/2021 8:17:38

Matt

10/6/2021 8:29:05

"Eleeza V. Agopian"

10/6/2021 8:29:34

Laurie March

Testiony
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Chris Smith <crssmth34@gmail.com
Date: October 6, 2021 at 8:04:17 AM PDT
To: rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Subject: Re: Council Redistricting - Wilshire Park and Greater Wilshire Neighborhood
Hello Rafael,
My name is Chris Smith. My wife, daughter, and I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood, which is a part of Greater Wilshire. I would like to thank you for incorporating the preference of me and my neighbors by
approving Draft Map K2.5. I prefer Draft MapK2.5 because it maintains the community of Greater Wilshire, keeping my community of interest together. We belong together in Greater Wilshire with our community of
interest neighbors to the west whom we share our architecture, schools, businesses, local newspapers, and parks. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together, in a Council District that
allows for our voices to be heard so we can receive the attention, focus, and services that means the most to us, as a community of interest.
On Tue, Sep 28, 2021 at 11:36 AM Chris Smith <crssmth34@gmail.com wrote:
Dear Rafael Gonzalez,
I appreciate your efforts in developing a plan for redistricting and recognize that it is a difficult and, likely, thankless task. I would like to express my desire to our communities of interest and the communities of
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (“GWNC”) together, intact, and whole. From my review, Draft Plan K, District J Map, largely accomplishes this goal for my community of interest. All prior draft maps have fallen
short in this respect.
The Wilshire Park neighborhood, in which I currently reside at 4091 W, 8th St., as well as the other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Windsor
Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood-Maplewood-St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton) constitute a
“community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
My community, Wilshire Park and GWNC, qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious
characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests.
Therefore, under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a fair and equitable chance to elect officials who best represent the community’s
concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Wilshire Park, and as stakeholders of the GWNC, I support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and fairly represented!
Best Regards,
Chris L. Smith
Homeowner on 8th Avenue between Norton and 3rd
crssmth34@gmail.com
###-####
Hi Please do not split up Melrose into two districts. Crime on Melrose is
extreme and connected to the Fairfax High School and related district. I
strongly believe the same leadership should cover both locations and
splitting up Melrose would make their jobs to fight crime more difficult.
Crime is abundant and the city needs to do more. *I do not feel safe
walking down Melrose.*
Sincerely,
Matthew Davis
1355 N Sierra Bonita #213 Los Angeles, CA 90046
Dear commissioners,
I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. My husband
and I bought our home here earlier this year because we valued our
neighborhood and its connections to the Greater Wilshire neighborhood.
Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong.
Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to the
west. We share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our
parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues
with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for listening to us and honoring Greater Wilshire by
placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and
services.
Thank you,
Eleeza Agopian
948 3rd Ave.
While the sentiments here were organized by our neighborhood action committee, I wholeheartedly agree. Having to engage with two districts instead of one would be terrible for our area and the progress we’ve made.
Please reconsider. Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose
businesses and make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear
that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests
and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with
us and not against us?
Laurie March
Orlando Ave
Sent from project manager, in the wild...
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10/6/2021 8:32:21
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Name
Ken Winett

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone
lisa brasher
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone
Vanessa Armstrong
Hello,
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight-knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.We are
what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. This
split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our
beloved neighborhood.
Sincerely,
Vanessa Armstrong
522 N Spaulding Ave
Alexander von Wechmar
Hi, I'm strongly opposed to the current draft plan for District "2-or-4".
If implemented, it would split up our 100-year old neighborhood (The Oaks and Bronson Canyon) and make a portion of it part of CD13.
Our neighborhood is like a small town within a big city - a neighborhood where residents still know their neighbors and interact with them, where residents come together every year for an Annual Summer Picnic,
Halloween Walk through the neighborhood and a Holiday Party in December. I wouldn't want to see this feel of belonging to be undermined by a new dividing line straight through our neighborhood.
I am urging you to keep the boundary between our District and District 13 - the section between Cheremoya Ave. and Hobart Blvd. - where it currently is, i.e. *along Franklin Avenue*.
Thank you for revising your plan accordingly.
Alexander von Wechmar
2354 Canyon Drive
Hollywood, CA 90068
"Eliel, Ruth | Cooney, Bill"
Hello,
We are writing to applaud in general terns the process that the commission has gone through for this year's redistricting. We are, however, distraught about the fact that Griffith Park is being separated from Los Feliz,
which is both historically and geographically illogical. As residents of Los Feliz, we love the park and urge you to put it back into the same district as the neighborhood with which it is so intrinsically connected. Thank
you.
Sincerely,
Ruth Eliel and Bill Cooney
Stephanie Yung
Dear Commissioners:
My name is Stephanie Yung. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood
of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft Map K2.5.
It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: Together!
We belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west
with whom we share our schools,
our local newspapers, our parks, our historic homes, our businesses, our
churches and synagogues and even our sports leagues.
Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together,
in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services.
"
Sincerely,
Stephanie Yung
925 Westchester Place
Los Angeles, Ca. 90019
moorcroft@verizon.net Dear Redistricting Committee:
Thank you for your decision to keep our community in CD12. So many times, one feels that the officials of Los Angeles City do not listen to our concerns; the officials do whatever they want despite our opinion as if we
were children. It is nice to see a City agency serve the community for a change.
Thank you again,
James Moorcroft10156 Gaviota AvenueGranada Hills, CA 9###-####
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Name
Kathryn Bundy

10/6/2021 8:55:39

Kathryn Bundy

10/6/2021 8:56:35

Julia Trainor

10/6/2021 8:57:50

10/6/2021 9:02:03

Patricia Carroll

10/6/2021 9:03:13

"Brian O'Kelley"

10/6/2021 9:04:53

Mary Streit

10/6/2021 9:09:39

Michael Furs

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Kat
Sent from my iPhone
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Kat
Sent from my iPhone
I understand there is a motion to split Melrose Village into two separate districts. Please- NO!
Our community is close and has been working together over the years to combat crime, forge support networks and work with police and District 5 council members to make our neighborhood safer. As home owners
we are raising money for outdoor cameras to help the police. We are united and stronger together!
Maybe the split looks good to someone on paper there, but in fact, it will tear up all we have been building toward to better this area a better place to live, work and shop.
Please let us all remain in CD 5.
Thank you,
Julia
We are residents in 90064 and live on Beverly Glen Boulevard north of Pico.
We support Map K2.5 because:
*Map K2.5 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single
District;
*Map K2.5 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners' associations;
and
*Map K2.5 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
Please note our support as you move forward with your deliberations.
Geoffrey
Geoffrey M. Gee, Esq.
Cell Phone: (###-####
Dear Commissioners,
Please see the attached letter for a small mistake found on the K2.5 Map....
Many thanks,
SASNA
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Please don’t make this change.
Thank you,
Brian O’Kelley840 N. Ogden Dr.
Hello My name is Mary Streit
I am part of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition
1. Thank you for this huge task and for your commitment to equity and transparency.
2. Antisemitism is at an all-time high in Los Angeles. Due to security needs and other unique services needed by the traditional Jewish community it is vital that our institutional and residential ethnic assets be kept
together..
3. I support the way Map K2.5 keeps a jewish representative district with historic resources and assets and urge the commission to keep developing this map to resolve issues for other communities of interest.
4. Many Jews live at or below the poverty line and it is the Jewish organizations and fellow Jewish community members within CD5 that support them and make up this historic community of interest.
5.
6. In the last redistricting in 2012 after much advocating only 3 blocks of Hancock Park were put into CD5 and Valley Village and portions of South Pico Robertson were removed from CD5. We urge this commission to
keep the historic Jewish CD5 core from Hancock Park to West LA whole and to make sure that the valley Jewish community is part of a cohesive community base as well.
7. Thank you for your wise consideration.
I am a resident of Hancock Park and support redistricting plan k25
Donna Pappas 639 no Cherokee Ave
LA CA 90004
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/6/2021 9:13:58

Name

10/6/2021 9:14:48

Laura Krell

10/6/2021 9:19:04

Yun Huang

10/6/2021 9:19:40

Tati Ra

Testiony
I am a member of the Century Glen HOA and a Westside Neighborhood Council
stakeholder. I strongly support Map K2.5 that keeps Century Glen HOA and WNC
in ONE council district honoring the commission's Core Purpose and Criteria.
We strongly urge you to adopt Map K2.5 and keep Century Glen HOA and WNC in
one council district.
Please note our support as you move forward with your deliberations.
Geoffrey
Geoffrey M. Gee, Esq.
Cell Phone: (###-####
Dear City,
We need your help.
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Laura Krell
Resident Fuller Avenue
Dear Commissioners:
My name is Yun Huang. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood of
Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft Map K2.5.
It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: Together!
We belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west
with whom we share our schools,
our local newspapers, our parks, our historic homes, our businesses, our
churches and synagogues and even our sports leagues.
Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together,
in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services.
"
Sincerely,
*Yun Huang*
925 Westchester Place
Los Angeles, Ca. 90019
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Best regards,
Tatyana Rabinovich

Date
10/6/2021 9:20:00

Name
Tati Ra

10/6/2021 9:22:48

Jerry Bedrick

10/6/2021 9:23:12

Tati Ra

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Tatyana Rabinovich
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence.
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/6/2021 9:23:46

Name
Robert Battles

Testiony
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Chris Smith <crssmth34@gmail.com
Date: Wed, Oct 6, 2021 at 8:05 AM
Subject: Re: Council Redistricting - Wilshire Park and Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood
To: <robert.battles@lacity.org
Hello Robert,
My name is Chris Smith. My wife, daughter, and I live in the Wilshire Park
neighborhood, which is a part of Greater Wilshire. I would like to thank
you for incorporating the preference of me and my neighbors by approving
Draft Map K2.5. I prefer Draft MapK2.5 because it maintains the community of
Greater Wilshire, keeping my community of interest together.
We belong together in Greater Wilshire with our community of interest
neighbors to the west whom we share our architecture, schools, businesses,
local newspapers, and parks.
Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together,
in a Council District that allows for our voices to be heard so we can
receive the attention, focus, and services that means the most to us, as a
community of interest.
On Tue, Sep 28, 2021 at 11:33 AM Chris Smith <crssmth34@gmail.com wrote:
Dear Robert Battles,

I appreciate your efforts in developing a plan for redistricting and
recognize that it is a difficult and, likely, thankless task. I would
like to express my desire to our communities of interest and the
communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (“GWNC”) together,
intact, and whole. From my review, Draft Plan K, District J Map, largely
accomplishes this goal for my community of interest. All prior draft
maps have fallen short in this respect.

The Wilshire Park neighborhood, in which I currently reside at 4091 W, 8th
St., as well as the other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Windsor Square,
Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Windsor Village, Sycamore
Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square,
La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood-Maplewood-St. Andrews, and
Western-Wilton) constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a
contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests
that should be included within a single district for purposes of its
effective and fair representation.” My community, Wilshire Park and
GWNC, qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard:
“needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political
ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties,
and common interests.

Therefore, under California law, consideration of communities of interest
is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a fair and
equitable chance to elect officials who best represent the community’s
concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Wilshire Park, and
as stakeholders of the GWNC, I support this community of interest and all
of our residents’ rights to be united and fairly represented!
Best Regards,

Chris L. Smith
Homeowner on 8th Avenue between Norton and 3rd
crssmth34@gmail.com <c.locy.smith@gmail.com
###-####
[image: Mailtrack]
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Date
10/6/2021 9:24:16

Name
Elie Alloun

10/6/2021 9:24:24

Chris Lopes

10/6/2021 9:24:27

Elie Alloun

10/6/2021 9:26:50

Honor Chervin

10/6/2021 9:27:28

Bong Nam Chon

10/6/2021 9:28:47

Tom Du

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone
Hello and hope all’s well.
We live in Windsor Square/Hancock Park. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire where we belong, and we hope that no changes are made to Map K2.5.
With our neighbors to the west, we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for
honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we belong.
Sincerely, Chris Lopes and Brenda Romano
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone
My name is Honor and I’m a resident of North Hollywood, very close to the
Proposed project that would revitalize the Downtown NoHo Artists District
area.
Firstly, thank you for your service. I am writing with specific comments on
the proposed District boundaries and changes as set forth in the most
recent K-2 map.
The changes and modifications to Council District 2 under the proposed Map
K2 would move Councilman Krekorian out of a District where he has
successfully and effectively represented the residents and businesses in
his district for many years. The K-2 Map moves incumbents out of their
districts to represent areas that never voted for them, it divides long
standing ethnic and cultural communities and at a time when retail and
commercial businesses are most fragile, this map splits too many commercial
districts and corridors; to the maximum extent possible, we need one
entity, one council office, to assist our community’s recovery as we emerge
from the impacts of Covid.
*I strongly support Map L* to ensure our elected officials continue to
represent constituencies who elected them, we preserve the important
relationships with the ethnic and cultural communities in each of the
Districts and it keeps more commercial districts intact where the Council
office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments and I urge you to *support
Map Alternative L.*
Best regards,
Honor Chervin
North Hollywood Resident
Good morning Commissioners,
I live in the 972 Westchester Place neighborhood of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong.
Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to the
west. We share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our
parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues
with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for listening to us and honoring Greater Wilshire by
placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and
services.
Bong Chon
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Phuoc Du. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for hearing our voices and approving draft map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong…”Together!”
We belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west with whom we share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues and even
our sports leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all, together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services.
Sincerely,
Phuoc Du
925 Westchester Place
Los Angeles, CA 90019
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10/6/2021 9:35:10

Name
Jason Sands

10/6/2021 9:39:04

Adriana Montoya

10/6/2021 9:39:12

kristen Ruhlin

10/6/2021 9:47:55

Bonnie Pastor

10/6/2021 9:54:10
10/6/2021 9:56:58

Debbie Young
Deborah King

10/6/2021 9:57:08

Steven Baker

10/6/2021 10:00:49

Teresa Waxer

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help
the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in
half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest
of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against
us? Sincerely,Jason Sands
Good Morning,
My name is Adriana Montoya a lifelong resident of the Westside and a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a
single council district, it respects the boundaries of existing Homeowner’s Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories,
experiences and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Thank you,Adriana Montoya
Re: CD5 - Melrose Ave. Resident Melrose/Fuller 600 Block
As a resident of 617 Fuller Ave at the Melrose intersection whose house has been broken into(with two toddlers); cars broken into behind a gated property in our driveway; house graffitied; trash cans graffitied and
harassment from strange people off Melrose who have “camped” out front of our house and tried to follow me and my children - I ask Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. I call many
divisions/police often to deal with illegal parking from visitors and vendors blocking my driveway, crime, public health issues and many other issues. We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose.
This split will INCREASE the crime and violence in my neighborhood. It’s already difficult to see any progress for changes for parking laws etc and this would make it even more difficult. Thanks so much and I am happy
to communicate and help in anyway. Best, Kristen Ruhlin
617 N Fuller Ave. ###-#### Sent from my iPhone
I totally agree with this message below!!!
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Our neighborhood is a cohesive group. Sent from my iPhone
Hello Mr. Ali, Mr. Cardenas, Ms. Jukes and Members of the Redistricting Committee,
I am in complete support of the K2.5 plan but beg you to correct the mapping error regarding Manhattan Place.
As currently shown the East side of Manhattan Place would be separated away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood. St. Brendan Catholic Elementary School is on the East side of Manhattan Place. St. Brendan
Church is several blocks away on the South-East corner of Wilton Place and Third Street. The children walk from the School [except for the kindergartners] to the Church every Wednesday for Mass. The
interconnection including but not limited to financial and spiritual support are well known in the community and supported.
As a St. Brendan Parishioner I ask you - do not separate our School and Church. Please restore the boundary so that both sides of Western Ave are in the Neighborhood to the East and ALL of Manhattan Place is in
our Greater Wilshire Neighborhood.
Sincerely,
Debi King
156 S Wilton Place
Dear Redistricting Committee,
We live on the North Genesee Avenue block of Melrose Village. There has been an appreciable uptick in undesirable activity along the Melrose Avenue corridor the past few years. Please do NOT split Melrose Village
into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make the Melrose shopping area safer
and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city
officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Thank You,
Steven and Paula Baker
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/6/2021 10:01:22

Name
Roxy

10/6/2021 10:02:34

chanel raisin

10/6/2021 10:03:09

Bennie Mata

10/6/2021 10:05:40

Tye Palonen

Testiony
I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong.
Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to the
west. We share oru schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our
parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, out churches and synagogues
with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for listening to us and honoring Greater Wilshire by
placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and
services.
Regards,
Rocio Mata
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5. We
are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners
we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting
with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what
every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now
you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and
general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is
working against our best interests and the best interest of the
neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from
the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
-- Sent from my iPhone.
I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong.
Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to the
west. We share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our
parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues
with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for listening to us and honoring Greater Wilshire by
placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and
services.
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/6/2021 10:08:11

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received, thanks for your message.
On Tue, Oct 5, 2021 at 7:36 PM Jean Barolet <jeanbarolet@ca.rr.com wrote:
Hello,

I’m a long-time Shadow Hills resident and respectfully ask you to
reconsider splitting Shadow Hills into separate districts and in separating
most of Shadow Hills away from the other horse keeping and mountain high
fire areas.

Shadow Hills is a unique and close-knit community. I was born and raised
in Southern California and have never lived in a community like this in my
entire life. Please consider the following as you finalize the district
maps:

1. *Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7.* *The
border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept
together, are as follows:*

· *The 210 Freeway on the **EAST*
· *The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the
**SOUTH*
· *The Big Tujunga Wash on the **NORTH** and **NORTHWEST**. **Currently
Map K2.5 has severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills:
The west side of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both sides of
Stonehurst north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway,
Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art
St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the tunnel to Sheldon,
the north side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of
Wheatland and Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel,
including the streets off Wheatland north of McBroom: Mahoney off of
Wheatland, North Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W.
Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow
Hills Ave. These streets have remained in District 7, while the rest of
Shadow Hills has been stripped away and placed in “District 2-or-4”.*
· *The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the **WEST**.* *Currently,
Map K2.5 has severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst
Ave. south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda,
Hershey, and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne).
The K2.5 map has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6.
Residents of these streets will no longer be stakeholders in their own
community.*

2. *The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the
Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as
they currently are in CD7*. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common
interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share
the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and equine
safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain
in CD-7.

3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the *Foothill Trails
District Neighborhood Council* *(FTDNC)* will be split up and irrelevant.
We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.

4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add

Date
10/6/2021 10:10:47

Name
Barbara Austin

10/6/2021 10:13:08

Elizabeth White

10/6/2021 10:13:23

Steve Kramer

Testiony
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot
Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single
council district, it respects the boundaries of existing Homeowner’s
Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and
interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the
Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts
based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences
and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the
highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Barbara Austin
Cheviot Hills Home Owners' Association
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Elizabeth White and I live in the wonderful neighborhood of Wilshire Park. I hope you will continue to uphold our wish to stay together as a neighborhood and not carve us up like a puzzle. Please keep your
support of the map K2.5 map. In a city as large as Los Angeles, community is a vital part of it’s magic and it has been my experience that we as humans do our best for each other when we feel part of a community. My
community is part of Greater Wilshire Park and we are a great community that work really well together for the common good of all our neighbors.
Again I ask you to continue to support us by upholding the K2.5 map. Neighborhoods make cities great!
Best regards,
Elizabeth White
Sent from my iPhone
Good Morning Commissioners,
I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for
Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together!
And together with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share
our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports
leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors
to the west. Thank you again for listening to us and honoring Greater
Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused
attention and services. Best regards,
stephen kramer
kramer law group
5858 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 205
Los Angeles, CA 99036
###-#### ext. 0
###-#### fax
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This E-mail transmission, and any documents, files
or previous E-mail messages attached to it, may contain confidential
information that is legally privileged. If you are not the intended
recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it to the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying,
distribution or use of any of the information contained in or attached to
this message is STRICTLY PROHIBITED. If you have received this transmission
in error, please immediately notify us by reply E-mail
<mailto:swk@thekramerlawgroup.bi swk@thekramerlawgroup.com or by telephone
at (###-####, and destroy the original transmission and its attachments
without reading them or saving them to disk. Thank you.
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Greg Austin

10/6/2021 10:27:58

David Jurmain

Testiony
To whom it may concern:
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight-knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Thank you,
Kait Halibozek
ᐧ
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Nasim Kablan
Melrose Village Resident Sent from my lovely iPhone
I am a supporter of the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) and live in
Cheviot Hills. I strongly support the Commission's correct decision on
September 30, to adopt Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single
council district, it respects the boundaries of existing Homeowner’s
Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and
interests of Westside communities.
Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City
Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique
histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order
to provide them with the highest probability of being effectively served by
City government.
-- Greg Austin
10343 Northvale Road
###-####
-- If you received this email message in error, please notify the sender immediately by return email and permanently delete this message and any attachments. Any review, dissemination, copying, or any other use of
this message or any of its contents by an unintended recipient is strictly prohibited by WestEd and may be unlawful. WestEd makes no warranty that this email is error- or virus-free.
Good Morning Commissioners:
My name is David Jurmain and I am a homeowner in Greater Wilshire,
specifically Wilshire Park. I chose this neighborhood for its unique,
diversified and historic qualities.
Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong.
Together with neighbors to the west with whom we share our schools, our
businesses, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our
historic homes, our churches and synagogues.
Thank you again for listening and placing us in a Council District where we
can receive focused attention and services.
Regards,
David Jurmain
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Steven Jarmus

Testiony
I am a supporter of the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) and live in
Cheviot Hills. I strongly support the Commission's correct decision on
September 30, to adopt Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single
council district, it respects the boundaries of existing Homeowner’s
Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and
interests of Westside communities.
Map K2.5 fulfills the Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City
Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique
histories, experiences and interests of established communities, in order
to provide them with the highest probability of being effectively served by
City government.
-- Greg Austin
10343 Northvale Road
###-####
-- If you received this email message in error, please notify the sender immediately by return email and permanently delete this message and any attachments. Any review, dissemination, copying, or any other use of
this message or any of its contents by an unintended recipient is strictly prohibited by WestEd and may be unlawful. WestEd makes no warranty that this email is error- or virus-free.
Dear Commission Leaders,
Thank you for volunteering your time to serve on the 2021 Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission. I trust the endeavor evolved to be much, much more complex than you envisioned, especially in light of
potentially incomplete census data. With that care, diligence, and sensitivity in mind, I am sharing strong opposition to Map K2.5.
Please allow the public to share input on additional options to the district maps.
You have a responsibility to help shape fair, equitable, and rationale boundaries for all fifteen of our council districts.
K2.5, the current version of the map <https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Plan-K2.5-1.html you’re considering makes ZERO sense and I highly encourage you to either start from scratch
and/or consider defining district boundaries in ways that do not severely disrupt the neighborhoods that are currently represented by both Council Districts #2 and Council Districts #4. To make such drastic changes will
totally unbalance and disorient the entire definition of Los Angeles neighborhoods. At this moment in time, when we need all of our legislative priorities focused on our housing and climate crisis, it will be irresponsible
for you to adopt map K2.5.
I welcome further connecting to share more insight and trust that you will make a better decision once you’ve had a chance to hear ample community input.
Thank you for your time and leadership.
Very truly yours,
Will Wright, Hon. AIA LA
Director, Government & Public Affairs
American Institute of Architects, Los Angeles Chapter
Architecture for Communities Los Angeles
3780 Wilshire Blvd, Suite 701, Los Angeles (Yaangna), CA 90010
O: (###-####
M: (###-####
E: will@aialosangeles.org <mailto:will@aialosangeles.org
www.aialosangeles.org <http://www.aialosangeles.org/ instagram: @aia_la <https://www.instagram.com/aia_la/?hl=en twitter: @AIALosAngeles <https://twitter.com/aialosangeles?lang=en
facebook:@AIALosAngeles <https://www.facebook.com/AIALosAngeles/
subscribe to the AIA LA Newsletter <https://www.aialosangeles.org/news/newsletter-sign-up/
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I am writing to voice my extremely strong OBJECTION to the adoption of Map K 2.5 in the redistrict efforts by LA City Council Redistricting Commission. I encourage you to reconsider and adopt Map K 2 with the
modification that the Franklin Canyon and Coldwater Canyon areas be included in District 5 with an extension east to include Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives. Map K 2.5 places this relatively small area with less
than 3,000 residents into a district that has very little in common with the issues our community faces. We will be left with representation in an area that stretches across 20 miles from our neighborhood all the way to
Shadow Hills with virtually no common issues with the rest of the proposed district.
The hillside neighborhoods in LA are unique. We have issues that other parts of the city do not have including fire safety, wildlife protection, cross traffic congestion, over building by unscrupulous developers, crime that
is difficult to protect, narrow hillside streets, and other matters that make the inclusion of this area into District 5 much more logical. We share all the same issues confronting our neighbors to the west whom have had
effective representation to deal with local matters affecting hillside communities. The Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council has an effective voice that represents the issues hillside communities face everyday and
this local council supports Map K 2 with the eastward extensions mentioned previously.
For years, our neighborhood was neglected as our area was not protected by the Hillside Ordinance other hillside neighborhoods received. Prior to former City Councilman David Ryu losing his seat, the city adopted his
recommendation to include our neighborhood into the Hillside Protection Ordinance; nevertheless, the city has yet to write the necessary amendments to make this a reality. This is a critical issue facing our
neighborhood and an issue that is common to the other hillside communities represented by District 5. Without a voice to make this happen our neighborhood will go forward without the protections we require.
Additionally, the adoption of Map K 2.5 will isolate our neighborhood and leave the Franklin and Coldwater Canyon areas extending eastward to Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest with bifurcated fire and police service
from distant locations thereby impacting response time. This is not in the best interests of our community and given the increased fire danger and crime leaves us at great risk of life and safety.
I have been a resident in the Coldwater Canyon area of Los Angeles for the past 25 years. Over this time period, my neighborhood has experienced significant changes, not all positive. We are a hillside community with
single family residences, open hillside space, and wildlife that roams throughout the area. We need to be assured of proper representation at the LA City Council to respond to issues that impact our unique
neighborhood.
I STRONGLY advocate that the Redistricting Commission vote in favor of Map K 2 with the proposed District 5 extended eastward to include Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives.
Thank you for your attention to this critical issue.
Respectfully yours,
Steven Jarmus9102 Hazen Drive

Date
10/6/2021 10:38:46

Name
Chris

Testiony
Dear Commissioners:
My name is Christopher Yung. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ neighborhood of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for hearing our voices and approving Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: Together! We belong together with our community of interest neighbors to the west with whom we
share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our historic homes, our businesses, our churches and synagogues and even our sports leagues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us all,
together, in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services. "
Sincerely,
Christopher Yung

Date
10/6/2021 10:51:27

Name
DJ Frank

Testiony
To the Honorable Commissioners:
As the President of the Reseda Neighbourhood Council, I have been watching
this City Council redistricting process closely and with some concern.
As I hope you are aware, after holding a public meeting regarding the
redistricting process, the Reseda Neighbourhood Council(RNC) issued a
statement reflecting the opinion of the Stakeholders of Reseda. This
opinion was that historically Reseda has been ill served by district maps
that split the community in two, that draw the dividing lines along
corridors that have been identified as being part of the High Injury
Network(HIN), and that any new district map should not split Reseda across
districts.
Currently, it appears you are considering two maps as the best options, Map
K2.5 and Map L. Of these two maps, map K2.5 much more closely meets the
needs expressed by the stakeholders of Reseda than map L, as it keeps
Reseda undivided and within one Council District. Map L splits Reseda
along Reseda Boulevard, an HIN corridor. Even worse, it splits Reseda over
THREE council districts, which is totally unacceptable. Clearly, if the
wishes of the Stakeholders of Reseda are to be honoured, map K2.5 is the
superior choice.
This is not to say that the proposed map is not without its own areas of
concern that the RNC has not yet had an opportunity to take an official
position on. It would be remiss of me, however, as a leader in the
community to not point out the most crucial problem this map has.
As recent events in this country are showing, there is an effort afoot to
suppress as many voters as possible in order to maintain the current
political Status Quo. It seems to me, and I make this statement as an
individual and in no means representing this as a position of the RNC, that
the placement of Reseda into either District 2, or District 4, is a clear
attempt to disenfranchise the stakeholders of Reseda, as well as Winnetka
and Canoga Park, of their right to vote in the upcoming 2022 election and
choose who represents them in city council. It is an obvious ploy to
protect the current incumbent of CD3, because all other logic would dictate
that the Canoga Park, Winnteka, Reseda, Lake Balboa configuration should be
CD3, and the Woodland Hills, Tarzana, Encino, et al. configuration should
be either 2 or 4.
First of all, the current District Office of CD3 is located in Reseda. But
MOST critically, the bulk of the current population of CD3 is located, BY
FAR, in the communities of Reseda, Winnetka and Canoga Park. By placing
them into either district 2 or 4 you are robbing these communities…working
class communities…communities of colour…communities which have been
suffering greatly under the pandemic…of their right to vote on who their
Council Member will be for SEVEN YEARS! All to benefit a current
incumbent, and a wealthy and upper class minority of people. This does not
seem, to me, to be the way a fair and equitable process should be run. The
medical profession has an axiom “First, do no harm,” which often ends up
being “Do as little harm as possible.” In this case, the little harm as
possible, in other words, “the greater good,” is that the district on map
K2.5 that includes Canoga Park, Winnetka and Reseda MUST be CD3 to protect
the voting rights of these citizens that get so often overlooked by this
city and its leaders.
-- Mahalo,
DJ Frank
President Pro Tem, Reseda Neighbourhood Council
Chairman, RNC PLUM Committee
Chairman, RNC BARS Committee
www.facebook.com/RNC.FB
www.ResedaCouncil.org <http://www.resedacouncil.org/
This e-mail is confidential. If you have received it in error, you are on
notice of its status, please do not copy it or use it for any purposes, or
disclose its contents to any other person. To do so could violate state and
Federal privacy laws.
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Regina Clark

Testiony
Dear Commissioners of the Redistricting LA City:
My name is Mauro Diaz, resident of Sun Valley 91352 for 20 years.
I am also speaking for my mother-in-law, Toni Wheeler of Sun Valley for more than 50 years (included in the email).
We would like to raise our concern about the Redistricting of Sun Valley.
During the past census a decade ago, the redistricting severely impacted Sun Valley.
It was divided by into three sections with three different city council members.
It been a nightmare to the residents of Sun Valley for basic city services.
A simple example, our neighbor does not any weekly sweep cleaning so the neighbors must do it.
311 app has helped.
Referring to the Sun Valley Area Neighbor Council link below:
https://www.svanc.com/city-council-redistricting-alert/
Continuing to tear up this district will only impact the residence again and even more.
I understand the need shared it between 2 but more than that it will cause chaos city services to residence of Sun Valley.
This district like LA deals with crime in general, homeless encampment everywhere, homeless in mobile home, individual with mental health issues,
population from industry site (garage sites), flooding, fires, street racing, airport noise, animal control issue, lack of city services, and much more.
Most of the times, it requires residence asking not only the neighborhood council and city council member but include county and state representative to get the basic services provided.
This hodgepodge of redistricting will slowdown any process that the neighborhood has done.
I plan to attend at least one of these hearing.
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Mauro Diaz
10808 Roscoe Blvd
Sun Valley, CA 91352
mauro.diaz@sbcglobal.net<mailto:mauro.diaz@sbcglobal.net
+1-###-####
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPad
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone 12 Max Pro
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone 12 Max Pro
Redistricting Commissioners:
I oppose the K2.5 map currently under consideration. The communities of
Shadow Hills, Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon must remain together in
one district with Sunland and Tujunga. These communities have very similar lifestyles. For decades, they have
learned to work together to promote their lifestyle and help each other
during times of disasters. Their love of animals and nature is to be
heartily commended. They are strong and united. Please keep us all
together.
If it ain't broke, don't fix it. Regina Clark
Tujunga Resident for 41 years
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Testiony
Hello,
My name is Kayla Nguyen and I live in the city of Shadow Hills. I would
like to request that the community of Shadow Hills be kept as a part of CD7
as it is currently. The K2.5 plan divides up this community and we would
like to stay as one community to be represented by our own neighborhood
council. Please reconsider keeping Shadow Hills as a part of CD7.
Thank you,
Kayla Nguyen
Commissioners,
I live in St Andrews Square which is part of Greater Wilshire. I urgently point out an error
in your recently released K2.5 map.
The official border between Wilshire Center/Koreatown and Greater Wilshire is mid block between Western Avenue and Manhattan Place. Currently your map shows the border as mid street Manhattan Place. This puts
the east side of the street in one council district and the west side another. Clearly this makes no
sense and is possibly a simple error. The border being in the middle of Manhattan Place would
separate St Brendan’s School from St Brendan’s church and put residents facing each other across the street,
residents who are going to share the same concerns, in different districts.
Please adjust this border.
East and West sides of Western Ave are in Wilshire Center/Koreatown NC and East and West sides
of Manhattan Place are in Greater Wilshire NC. This border should be honored and reflected in
the borders of City Council Districts.
This not a small thing as plans to carve up Greater Wilshire are still being floated. As someone who would be affected by this carving up, I have not been approached or reached out
to by the people who want to poach the GWNC area, not even by an anonymous flyer left on my doorstep.
I wish St Andrews Square to remain in the GWNC and all of the GWNC to be in one Council District. In general, I support map K2.5 with the border change I mention above. Which, I repeat, is critical.
Thank you for your work,
Ruth Silveira
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr. Mitchell,
I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in Draft
Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense, however I kindly ask
that you include Griffith Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map and I urge
you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5 (with
Griffith Park added to District 13) Immediately and forward it to Council
for final approval. Thank you, Robin Buday
RESIDENT OF CD4
1759 N New Hampshire Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90027
I have lived in Windsor Square of Greater Wilshire for 60 years. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! Thank you for listening to us.
Judy Schneider
239 Lorraine Blvd.
Sent from Mail for Windows
I live in the 3rd Ave neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We
share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for listening to us and
honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services. Your supporter
Sent from Tony Moon
1-###-####
Attached are my comments about the K2.5 map as it relates to Shadow Hills
and La Tuna Canyon
--------------------------------------------------My name is Susan Lisa Lynch, and I am submitting the below comment to the City Redistricting Commission:
COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman
Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a
community of 76,000 residents. We were also involved in the redistricting process in ###-#### as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman
Oaks Homeowners Assn) and myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of
Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which
included POSO with Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your
rules, shown up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still remain in the
Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in
any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City Community
Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The ###-#### Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles City Community
Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all future Redistricting processes.
Sent
from my iPhone
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Brian Moreno
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Rita Tateel

10/6/2021 11:12:56

Terri Mando

Testiony
Chairman Ali and Commission Members:
I enthusiastically support District O in the Draft Plan K Corrected /
2-OR-4 in 2.5K.
As a native Angeleno and long time Laurel Canyon resident living on the
Mulholland Corridor, I was very impressed with the presentation last week
by Executive Director Frank Cardenas. The new boundaries unify the local
interests of our communities, the approach is forward thinking, and long
overdue.
All the communities in the new District have many similarities and the
creation of a unified entertainment zone will have tremendous economic
benefits. Most importantly, the new boundaries cover the areas where my
family and our friends spend most of our time shopping, socializing, going
to parks, working, and where our kids have attended school. The new CD
boundaries will really bring us closer together as a community and serve
our local needs.
Keeping the Mulholland Corridor (north & south) and the Laurel Canyon
hillsides (east & west) together is imperative as well. We have
significant issues with fire danger, traffic, hillside development, and
public safety. We need one focused voice and CD when dealing with these
complex issues.
Any plan dividing Laurel Canyon and Mulholland would simply be a disaster
for all the residents and city agencies involved.
Again, the plan has overwhelming support in Laurel Canyon and we look
forward to its adoption.
Best regards,
Brian Moreno
It is a grand mistake to move the streets north of Melrose, between La Brea and La Cienega, into a new district. I have lived here 65 years and while there have been many changes in our area the one constant has
been how the activities on Melrose greatly impact those of us who live particularly within the first two blocks north and first two blocks south of the street.
Melrose binds us together as small business owners and residents support each other in safety and quality of life concerns. Splitting up our area in this proposed way will erode what we have built together, adding
additional layers of bureaucratic obstacles towards making improvements to our beloved neighborhood which includes both North and South of Melrose.
It's hard enough scheduling meetings with one police division and councilmember's office, can you imagine what it would take to try to get two police divisions and councilmembers together to discuss an issue in our
immediate area? It would be insanity, next to impossible!
Many of us in the community have been working closely with our local Wilshire Division law enforcement and Councilman's office to combat the recent crime spree in our area and splitting our area, will result in the
unraveling of all the plans and efforts we have made to make our area safe again! The idea of starting from scratch with new law enforcement and government officials is unfathomable to me!
Furthermore, those of us who live North of Melrose are much more aligned with the Melrose-Fairfax-Beverly Grove area, with shared common problems and similar issues to solve than we would ever be with the
Hollywood, Los Feliz and Atwater Village areas.
To remove the streets North of Melrose from it's current district would be like tearing siblings apart! PLEASE DO NOT DISTROY WHAT WE AS A COMMUNITY HAVE SPENT YEARS IN BUILDING! As a long time
resident I BEG YOU, DON'T DO IT, IT'S A MISTAKE!
Rita Tateel
M. ###-####
rita@thecelebritysource.com<mailto:rita@thecelebritysource.com
Resident on the 800 N blk of Sierra Bonita Ave
Hello,
I LOUDLY AND FIRMLY object to the current redistricting map that splits up my beloved community of Shadow Hills. It seems that the needs of the neighborhood councils are being totally ignored in the several ways
that Shadow Hills has been carved apart in most of the previous
You are attempting to dilute our voices and ignore the unique needs of this tight knit community!
KEEP SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON in the same CD!!!
1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7. The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes in the Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes
on these streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
Really, you must not tear apart the voices in the communities of Shadow Hills and Lake View Terrace.
Terri Mando
10525 Ormond St
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
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Testiony
Hello,
I live in the Larchmont neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. I’d like to vociferously voice my support for RESTORING and MAINTAINING CD4 as it is. The K2.5 plan is anti-democratic and is a subversion of my voice as a
constituent in a democratic process. I reject it entirely and the regressive politics that it represents.
Thank you,
Zack Oldenburg
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPad
Hello,
My name is Laura Adery and I am a current constituent of CD11. I strongly
oppose the current proposed redistricting of city districts, in particular
with regards to the erasure of current CD4. This screams of gerrymandering
and does not serve the interest of the community members who rightfully and
fairly elected Nithya Raman as their representative. We can see these
power-grabbing attempts and demand further consideration and justification
of any changes that would drastically shift the demographics of city
council districts to favor conservative views, that do not reflect the
overall majority of our city or CD4.
Sincerely,
Laura Adery, Ph.D.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
Ten years ago I attended virtually all of the Redistricting Commission meetings in an effort to get rid of the obscene-shaped CD2 we had from 2001 to 2011, which ran from Studio City to Sunland-Tujunga. Now, I feel
my efforts and the efforts of others were in vain. You want to put Studio City back into an obscenely shaped council district. Very disappointing.
Four Corners of the Valley Map:https://districtr.org/plan/59049?event=mapsofla
Barry Johnson
Studio City Resident participating in:
Studio City Neighborhood CouncilStudio City Residents AssociationStudio City Beautification Association
* Thank you for keeping the Hollywood Walk of Fame / regional center /
historic core / business district intact in CD13.
* Please keep intact in CD-13. The communities of CD13 - like Hollywood,
East Hollywood, the Sunset corridor, Silver Lake, Echo Park, the LA River
communities and Atwater Village - have been together for decades.
Richard
Richard Pink, President
Pink's Hot Dogs, Inc.
709 N. La Brea Ave.
Los Angeles, California 90038
###-####
RichardPink@RPinkAssociates.com
Hello Mr. Ali, Mr. Cardenas, Ms. Jukes and Members of the Redistricting Committee,
I am in complete support of the K2.5 plan but beg you to correct the mapping error regarding Manhattan Place.
As currently shown the East side of Manhattan Place would be separated away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood. St. Brendan Catholic Elementary School is on the East side of Manhattan Place. St. Brendan
Church is several blocks away on the South-East corner of Wilton Place and Third Street. The interconnection including but not limited to financial and spiritual support have always been well known in the community
and supported.
As a former St. Brendan School student, St. Brendan Parishioner and parent of 3 children who attended and I ask you - do not separate the School and Church. Please restore the boundary so that both sides of
Western Ave are in the Neighborhood to the East and ALL of Manhattan Place is in our Greater Wilshire Neighborhood.
Sincerely,
Craig Miller, SBS Class of 62'
Dear Commisioners,
In the more detailed map K2.5, we find a boundary error. The line for District 5 in the area of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council should be drawn at the alley between Manhattan Place and western Avenue. The
alley has been largely built over and only remains between 1st Street and Second, but it is the agreed-upon boundary. The east side of Manhattan Place is properly in GWNC and District 5. The way the map is now
drawn, Saint Andrews Square loses the east side of Manhattan Place. This would separate St. Brendans School and Church into different districts, and it would not follow the lines of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood
Council .
We believe this was a simple mapping error, but it does need to be pointed out.
I support K.2.5 with this correction.
Yours truly
Deborah Willis
Saint Andrews Square
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Testiony
Members of the Redistricting Commission,
I lived for seventeen years in Wilshire Park and was one of the residents
most instrumental in the neighborhood's drive for Historic Preservation
Overlay Zoning.
I moved several years ago but I have lasting relationships there, keep in
touch with all the news and it is my intention to buy a home in the area
once again.
First, I want to applaud the thought and work that went into Map K2.5. That
map and plan place Greater Wilshire where it belongs - together, united
with its community of interest members to the west.
Shared schools, businesses, newspapers, parks, sports teams, historic
residences, churches and synagogues -- ALL shared with our neighbors to the
west.
Many thanks once again for listening to the residents and honoring Greater
Wilshire by aligning it with the Council District that directs its
attention and services to the area and its residents.
Thank you for doing the right thing.
Respectfully,
Stephen Rebello
former resident 3923 W 9th Street, Los Angeles
future returning resident of Wilshire Park
Alison Kelly
Dear Redistricting Committee,
Thank you for your hard work on this important task! Thank you, also, for
keeping our Larchmont Village neighborhood together with the communities
that have been we have been associated with historically. It is very
important that our community isn't divided, and our small Larchmont Heights
part must not be stripped from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council!!
Thank you,
Alison Kelly
570 N. Lucerne Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90004
"ernest & doris goodman"
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Graig Agop
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense, however I kindly ask that you include Griffith Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map and I
urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5 (with Griffith Park added to District 13) Immediately and forward it to Council for final approval. Thank you, Krikor Agop
Resident of Los Feliz/Griffith Park
Sent from my iPhone
"John H. Welborne"
Redistricters:
To address (deduce) some numbers in new CD 5 to allow the Melrose area below West Hollywood and the remainder of the Miracle Mile HPOZ to be included, I offer this solution of deleting just one of the zones of the
Palms Neighborhood Council to even that boundary. That requires extending the reach of CD 8 a bit into three zones of the Westchester / Playa Neighborhood Council. My numbers on the attachment are approximate.
— John
John H. Welborne
###-####
FROM THE RECENT ONLINE SUBMITTAL (where I could not figure how to upload these three PDFs):
JOEL DELMAN
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense for the city of Los Angeles and for my district.
I would, however, kindly ask that you also include Griffith Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map, and I urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5 Immediately and forward it to Council for
final approval. Best Regards and thank you for your consideration,
Joel Delman
Resident, Larchmont Village
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*Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,*
*I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in
Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense, however I
kindly ask that you include Griffith Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map
and I urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5
(with Griffith Park added to District 13) Immediately and forward it to
Council for final approval. *
*The Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year history of association
with the land that comprises Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and
the Los Feliz district made up the Rancho Los Feliz holding, and the care
and welfare of Griffith Park lands have been the responsibility of the Los
Feliz neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose
Antonio Feliz in 1800. This relationship has been recognized since Los
Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910. Thus, the
council district that contained the Los Feliz neighborhood has always
included the land that comprised Griffith Park after this former Los Feliz
Ranch property was gifted to the City of Los Angeles as a city park in
1896. This historic association is embedded into the voluntary historic
responsibilities accepted by the Los Feliz residents and their supporting
local organizations. To sever that association at this time, more than 100
years after it was honored by the city council boundaries, would be opposed
by the neighborhood's residents who have been active in all of the Griffith
Park associated support organizations for over 100 years. It is the Los
Feliz resident who would be most directly impacted by any resolution made
through the Council Office concerning Griffith Park, so their very
well-being demands a role in these decisions.*
*Sonya Chun*
*1336 Mohawk Street*
*Los Angeles, CA 90026*
Dear Commissioners, Chairman Ali, and Executive Director Cardenas,
My name is John Gresham, Wilshire Park and GWNC. I want to once again thank
the Commission for allowing us to participate in what has been a fair and
transparent public process. I also want to thank the Commission for
listening to our voices in support of your crafting of Final Draft Plan
2.5, specifically District 5,which places all of the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council (GWNC) back into one council district along with our
friends and neighbors to the west.
I have also been reminded of a pattern of clerical errors over the years,
and will restate GWNC's eastern boundaries for clarity as they have yet to
be correctly drawn on any map. (See relevant excerpt from GWNC Bylaws
below.) The eastern boundary along Western Avenue was intended to be the
middle of the alleyway between Manhattan Place and Western Avenue, or where
no alleyway exists, the rear property line of properties along the western
side of Western Avenue. The intended effect on this redistricting process
will be that properties along both sides of Manhattan Place are in GWNC
(District 5), and that properties along both sides of Western Avenue are in
District 10.
I quote here from the approved GWNC Bylaws (Underlining added for
emphasis): "ARTICLE III BOUNDARIES, Section 1: Boundary Description – From
the intersection of La Brea Avenue and Olympic Boulevard, go north on La
Brea Avenue until Willoughby Avenue. Go east on Willoughby Avenue until
Wilcox Avenue. Go south on Wilcox Avenue to Melrose Avenue. *Go east on
Melrose Avenue until the western property line of the properties on the
west side of Western Avenue. Go south along the western property lines of
the properties on the west side of Western Avenue until 6th Street.* Go
west on 6th Street until Wilton Place. Go south on Wilton Place to 7th
Street. *Go east on 7th Street until the western property line of the
properties on the west side of Western Avenue. Go south along the western
property lines of the properties on the west side of Western Avenue until
Olympic Boulevard.* Go west on Olympic Boulevard to La Brea Avenue, which
is the starting point."
Thank you for all of your hard work and dedication to the public process.

Date
10/6/2021 11:54:55

Name
Chris McKee

10/6/2021 11:57:11

10/6/2021 11:57:47

Gregory Pulis

10/6/2021 11:57:52

esme germaine

Testiony
It’s come to my attention that the redistricting commission is considering dividing districts along Melrose. As someone who currently lives a block from Fairfax, I have seen the consequences of this sort of commercial
strip boundary. Paul Koretz has completely neglected the Fairfax boundary of his district. There are a dozen empty, derelict buildings on his side of Fairfax between Wilshire and 3rd Street, depressing the
neighborhood. I received no response from Koretz’s office when I emailed them in June, no doubt because I’m not one of his constituents and because it’s the edge of his district. And when I communicated with my city
councilmember’s office, I was told there’s nothing they can do about it. Running the boundary down Melrose would make the Melrose Business Improvement District <https://click.mlsend.com/link/c/'s job very difficult,
as they would have two City Councilmembers' offices to work with on any changes they want to make. This would slow down progress on reducing crime and updating its streetscape and traffic patterns. In general I find
the bizarre shapes of all the districts to be ill-conceived. They should be defined by geographically-connected communities. I mean, of course Koretz isn’t going to care about Fairfax. Look at his district:
And here’s just one of the many blighted properties on Fairfax, just a block from the Grove, which is busier than Disneyland. This should be a five-story apartment building housing people, with the businesses on the
first floor, benefitting from more pedestrian customers from upstairs.
Sincerely,
Chris McKee
Park La Brea resident
LA City Redistricting Commission:
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder and a resident of
Cheviot Hills. I am the president of the Cheviot Hills Home Owners'
Association, although I am writing in my individual capacity.
I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council
district, it respects the boundaries of existing homeowner associations, and
it preserves the unique histories, experiences and interests of Westside
communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the
Commission's core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts
based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences
and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the
highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Thank you,
Bob Keehn
10442 Dunleer Drive
I am a resident of Cheviot Hills and a Westside Neighborhood Council (“WNC”) stakeholder. I support Map K2.5 for council district revision because it supports the integrity of the WNC as an effective representative
body for our neighborhood and for other Westside neighborhoods by keeping the existing southern Council District 5 within a single council district for purposes of public discussion, action and response to ever
changing development pressures, needs for public services and other neighborhood concerns, and because it respects the boundaries of existing area homeowners associations. Map K2.5 satisfies and honors the
Commission’s and the Commissioners’ obligations to draw LA City Council Districts based on 2020 census data in keeping with the interests, histories and experiences of all our communities in order to facilitate
effective City government service to said communities and all stakeholders.
Thank you. Greg Pulis
Dear redistricting staff,
My name is Esme and I'm a public health professional, a community
organizer, and a renter in Sherman Oaks. We need community
representation and we want Sherman Oaks to stay in CD4. We want a
representative that represents ALL constituents and fights for us, not
just homeowners and the very loud voices of SOHA. Someone that hears
and listens to their constituents.
Sherman Oaks has similar interests and demographics to North Hollywood
and Studio City, not Bel Air, Encino, etc. per this new unacceptable
map. I feel this is an attempt to divide our community by district
gerrymandering which will result in de Jure segregation.
Please consider leaving Sherman Oaks in CD4.
Thanks, Esme
--Esme Germaine Snow Chôquet Torres, MSPH, MA - She/Her
Ph: ###-####
---Click here to see my availability or schedule a meeting
---My website: https://esmegermaine.weebly.com
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Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense, however I kindly ask that you include Griffith Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map and I
urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5 (with Griffith Park added to District 13) Immediately and forward it to Council for final approval.
The Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year history of association with the land that comprises Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and the Los Feliz district made up the Rancho Los Feliz holding, and the care
and welfare of Griffith Park lands have been the responsibility of the Los Feliz neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose Antonio Feliz in 1800. This relationship has been recognized since Los
Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910. Thus, the council district that contained the Los Feliz neighborhood has always included the land that comprised Griffith Park after this former Los Feliz
Ranch property was gifted to the City of Los Angeles as a city park in 1896. This historic association is embedded into the voluntary historic responsibilities accepted by the Los Feliz residents and their supporting local
organizations. To sever that association at this time, more than 100 years after it was honored by the city council boundaries, would be opposed by the neighborhood's residents who have been active in all of the Griffith
Park associated support organizations for over 100 years. It is the Los Feliz resident who would be most directly impacted by any resolution made through the Council Office concerning Griffith Park, so their very wellbeing demands a role in these decisions.
Betsee Isenberg
2705 Glendower Ave
LA CA. 90027
[Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: clip_image002]
THE BANK
135 East 9th Street
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Betsee Isenberg
(###-#### main
(###-#### direct
betsee@10eleven.com<mailto:betsee@10eleven.com
10eleven.com
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Bipasha Shom
Studio City Resident
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense, however I kindly ask that you include Griffith Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map and I
urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5 (with Griffith Park added to District 13) Immediately and forward it to Council for final approval.
The Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year history of association with the land that comprises Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and the Los Feliz district made up the Rancho Los Feliz holding, and the care
and welfare of Griffith Park lands have been the responsibility of the Los Feliz neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose Antonio Feliz in 1800. This relationship has been recognized since Los
Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910. Thus, the council district that contained the Los Feliz neighborhood has always included the land that comprised Griffith Park after this former Los Feliz
Ranch property was gifted to the City of Los Angeles as a city park in 1896. This historic association is embedded into the voluntary historic responsibilities accepted by the Los Feliz residents and their supporting local
organizations. To sever that association at this time, more than 100 years after it was honored by the city council boundaries, would be opposed by the neighborhood's residents who have been active in all of the Griffith
Park associated support organizations for over 100 years. It is the Los Feliz resident who would be most directly impacted by any resolution made through the Council Office concerning Griffith Park, so their very wellbeing demands a role in these decisions.
Cassie Wilson
[Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: clip_image002]
135 EAST 9TH STREET
LOS ANGELES
CALIFORNIA
90015
Main: ###-####
I don't think it really matters what City Council district we end up with.
I have lived in Studio City since 1996. For a time, we were sliced and
diced by three different City Council Districts.
It doesn't really matter. The representation ratio on the current City
Council with only 15 City Council Members is pathetic.
Doesn't matter how you slice or dice the City Council Districts. The
representation ratio will be the same and will be ineffective.
Hopefully, perhaps Mike Feuer can gain some traction with his proposal to
increase the size of the City Council.
Thanks,
Andrew Tilles
12314 Rye Street
Studio City, CA 91604
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Testiony
To all concerned:
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Name: Sara Singer Schiff
Address: 11538 Chiquita St. Studio City 91604
Thank you.
Chair Ali and Commissioners,
I want to again thank you for all of your hard work and consideration in getting us to Draft Map K2.5.
My concerns about the Map K2.5 is limited to a very specific area in which I have lived
For the past 30+ years The 800 block of North Croft Ave., which has been severed from Council District 5, where I have resided for the whole time I have lived here.
As a long serving former board member and a Planning and Land Use Committee Chair
Of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, I have always depended on Council District 5 as
My representative that I could rely on to help with city issues. This is now in jeopardy for my area.
The neighborhood is also bordered to the west and the north by the City of West Hollywood, which further complicates many land use and public safety issues in my neighborhood.
Dividing the areas north and south of Melrose Ave. would further divide the representation here on this
narrow sliver of both council districts.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave.(north and south) and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both principles that the commission has vigorously opposed in other parts of the city while
turning a blind eye to it occurring here, in the heart of the City.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime including homicides and
shootings that are alarming to both the business community and the residents of the area and
will have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers for a particular council district and displace the current communities of interest.
Thanks,
Keith
KEITH NAKATA
811 N. Croft Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90069
keithnakata@mac.com
###-#### cell
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L. Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5.
We lose our district and our connectivity to the San Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City. We are a strong, separate city and are not a part of Hollywood.
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2.
This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7 Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2.
And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments:
Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2
Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7
Deborah Rachman Nibley
Christopher Nibley
12718 Valley Spring Lane
Studio City, Ca 91604
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Testiony
PLEASE!
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Sincerely,
Sheryl Schott, MD
Ronald Schott, MD
4417 Farmdale Ave
N Hollywood, CA 91602
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioner I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast
Valley from District 2 and into District 7 Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Name: Jay GlattAddress: 11328 Brill Drive, Studio City, 91604
Best regards,Jay Glatt
Thanks for the notice. Your current proposed plan corrects all the defects that were of specific concern to me, to wit: Draft K2.5 now has all of Windsor Square, Hancock Park, and Larchmont Village together in the
same District 5. Thank you!!
Marissa Batt
Resident of Old Windsor Square
On 4 Oct 2021, at 6:42 pm, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission <redistricting.lacity@lacity.org wrote:
View this email in your browser <https://mailchi.mp/320d82f53577/maps-and-materials-for-review-for-laccrc-927-meeting-4804826?e=dc3653c553
Hello all,
We look forward to seeing you at the upcoming Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission Public Hearings regarding Draft Map K 2.5. The Agenda for the meeting can be found here <https://laccrc2021.us5.
list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=eed6c10ab8&e=dc3653c553. To view Draft Map K 2.5 and the data associated with it, click here <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?
u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=6d7d72efc5&e=dc3653c553. To view a more detailed map (i.e. with street names) click here <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?
u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=791463f289&e=dc3653c553.
The upcoming hearings will be held on:
October 6 at 6 PM – 10 PM
October 9 at 10 AM – 2 PM
October 13 at 6 PM – 10 PM
October 16 at 10am until end of testimony
TO ATTEND THE HEARINGS: To attend or participate via zoom: Click Here <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=9d63bd38f0&e=dc3653c553 or go to http://bit.
ly/LACCRCZoom <http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
To call into the meeting: Dial 1-###-####, enter ###-#####
You can also watch these hearings by going to LA CITYVIEW 35 on cable Channel 35 (in the City of LA) or the website at lacityview.org/live <http://lacityview.org/live and on YouTube at @laccrc2021.
TO SUBMIT PUBLIC COMMENT TO THE COMMISSION: The Commission is looking for feedback on certain aspects of the Draft Map - to see the requested feedback, please click here <https://laccrc2021.us5.listmanage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=90438bbb2f&e=dc3653c553. Please note, this is not an exhaustive list and the Commission wants to hear all of your feedback. To provide feedback on the
draft map, please fill out the form here <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=f168e01f1c&e=dc3653c553. This form will ensure that your comment is quickly provided
to the Commission prior to the Public Hearings.
We look forward to seeing you in the upcoming weeks. Thank you for participating in the process.
Sincerely,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
###-####
<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=251615c5f4&e=dc3653c553<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?
u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=4279b718d5&e=dc3653c553<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=9aafd68994&e=dc3653c553<https://laccrc2021.us5.listmanage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=46905aa4a7&e=dc3653c553
Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/profile?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=fb14d3cbf1&e=dc3653c553&c=29c646734c or unsubscribe <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.
com/unsubscribe?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=fb14d3cbf1&e=dc3653c553&c=29c646734c
What is the political motivation behind taking this step?

Date
10/6/2021 12:38:11

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Hello Shirley, thank you for this communication. We will file it in the COI
testimony.
On Wed, Oct 6, 2021 at 12:18 PM Shirley Fernandez <
SFernandez@clinicaromero.com wrote:
Dear Commissioner Diaz,

On behalf of Carlos Vaquerano, CEO of Clinica Romero, I hope you and your
family are staying healthy and safe.

I am writing to respectfully request your support to keep Clinica Romero,
Westlake, Historic Filipinotown, Echo Park, East Hollywood, Rampart
Village, and Silver Lake in CD13. Please see the attached letter for more
details.

I hope that we can count on your support.

Thank you!

*Shirley Fernandez*
Executive Assistant to CEO
Clínica Monseñor Oscar A. Romero
123 S. Alvarado St.
P:###-#### | C: ###-####
Email: Sfernandez@clinicaromero.com | www.clinicaromero.com
[image: Original Vector Horizontal]
@clinicaromero [image: facebook][image: twitter]
<https://twitter.com/ClinicaRomero

10/6/2021 12:38:40

Carrie Heckman

-- Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
I live in the SASNA neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our
schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council
District where we can receive focused attention and services. Why would we be separated from our schools, our shopping district, our neighbors and even our political representation - JUST appointed? This does not
make any sense and we insist on having a say and a voice in our own destiny. Carrie Heckman

Date
10/6/2021 12:46:17

Name
Jennifer Saunders

10/6/2021 12:49:11

Stacy Sillins

10/6/2021 12:51:33

Stacey Behlmer

10/6/2021 12:53:18

lynne toby

10/6/2021 12:56:23

Debra Francisco

Testiony
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L. Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for myself and my Studio City community. We lose our district and
our connectivity to the San Fernando Valley.
I would also support Map L with the following adjustments:
- Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2.
- Move the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7 Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L, including with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Jennifer U Saunders12207 Cantura St.Studio City, California
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas and Commissioners,
We want to say thank you for all of your hard work and dedication to making the Redistricting process transparent and inclusive of the public.
As you are well aware, it hasn’t always been that way.
All of us appreciate your staying true to your mission of following the census data, voting rights protections, keeping communities of interest and Neighborhood Councils together and listening to the voice of the people
over political interests. Because of this, our community continues to support the proposed K 2.5 map . You have made the district better, more coherent and workable. We know there may be some tweaks to the map.
While the changes can be hard for some folks to accept, and no one will be 100% happy, we believe this can be a very successful and governable district.
The ugly rhetoric on social media has been sad and uncalled for. The efforts of people trying to pit neighbor against neighbor and homeowners against renters only underscores the dysfunctionality. These are false
narratives. Our hope is that you will stay as unbiased and focused as you have been so far.
Many thanks for your tireless efforts and your commitment to this important process and outcome.
On behalf of Upper Nichols Canyon,
Stacy Sillins
Upper Nichols Canyon Team
October 6th, 2021 / Wednesday
Hello Redistricting Commissioners:
I urge the commissioners to please listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L.
Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for
Studio City.
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Please discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Stacey Behlmer
3972 Tropical Drive
Studio City, CA 9###-####
(###-####
Dear Committee Members,
Please see attached letter in response to the recent announcement of the Redistricting Committee. My husband and I are COMPLETELY opposed to splitting Shadow Hills and the surrounding equestrian communities
into different districts. Thank you for your consideration.
Lynne & Steve Toby
Good morning members:
I had been advised that per the latest map in which North Hills West was a “question” whether or not it would be moved to CD6; the current map indicates that we will remain in CD12, as all of us who live in this
community wish it to be. However I received an email from a local community activist that stated there is now a “new” map and it indicates we will be relocated to CD6 and thus our North Hills West Neighborhood
Council would be disbanded and we would be absorbed by North Hills East Neighborhood Council.
I have been unable to find this “new” map and am respectfully asking if someone on your committee could be please advise if we are indeed to be relocated to CD6 and provide the map indicating same.
Thank you for your assistance, it is greatly appreciated.
Debra Francisco
16009 Eccles St.
North Hills Ca 91343
Also: Secretary of the North Hills West Homeowners Group

Date
10/6/2021 13:00:39

10/6/2021 13:05:55

10/6/2021 13:06:32

10/6/2021 13:09:17

10/6/2021 13:25:58

Name
Testiony
Jessica Ambinder-RojasI urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not
ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a
non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to
the San Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not
a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing
Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from
District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into
District 7.
Sincerely,
Jessica Rojas
12045 Viewcrest Road
Studio City CA 91604
GL Lubbin
NO WAY!!! Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose
businesses and make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Ginny Lubbin
GL Lubbin
PLEASE NO NO NO!!! Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the
Melrose businesses and make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Kymn Goldstein
Michael J Smith
Dear Council Members,
I am a member of the Century Glen HOA and a Westside Neighborhood Council
stakeholder. I strongly support Map K2.5 that keeps Century Glen HOA and
WNC in *ONE* council district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and
Criteria. We strongly urge you to adopt Map K2.5 and keep Century Glen HOA
and WNC in one council district.
Thank you,
Cindy & Mike Smith
2276 S. Beverly Glen Bl.
Truc Rastogi
Hello commissioners
I just moved to the Larchmont neighborhood of Greater Wilshire and I am in
favor of and supportive of Map K2.5. It keeps the historic districts
intact, unifying communities, and keeps us connected with our community of
interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our local newspapers,
our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and
synagogues with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council
District where we can receive focused attention and services.
Thanks for the work you’ve done thus far and we hope K2.5 stays intact as
proposed.
Thank you,
Truc
-- *"A superior man is modest in his speech, but exceeds in his actions."* *CONFUCIUS*
Truc Rastogi
truc.rastogi@gmail.com
(###-####

Date
10/6/2021 13:27:29

Name
erboyle@aol.com

10/6/2021 13:32:04

Karen Younce

10/6/2021 13:35:54

Nikki Safavi

10/6/2021 13:36:39

Kimmy Maniquis

Testiony
Dear Counsel:
I am writing to express my strong belief that the entirety of the Los Feliz Oaks area be added to the Los Feliz district.
My house is one house above Red Oak and is excluded from the Los Feliz district. I had no idea that the plan intended to divide our neighborhood into two sections. This makes NO SENSE AT ALL.
The Los Feliz Oaks cannot possibly be controlled by two different representatives. There is a unity of interest with Los Feliz and the eastside neighborhoods. The line should be drawn at Canyon and include all of the
Los Feliz Oaks. Our neighborhood organization "The Los Feliz Oaks" has strong participation in a united neighborhood. This is what makes it such a desirable place to live. We should all be included in one district so
that the interests of our neighborhood as a whole can be properly represented
Thank you for your urgent attention to this disaster in the making!
Emily R. Boyle
2408 Wild Oak DriveLos Angeles, CA 90068
To the Redistricting Commissioners,
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Thank you,
Karen Younce
11967 Sunshine Terrace, Studio City 91604
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help
the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in
half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest
of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against
us? Nikki Safavi616 N. Vista Street
Dear commissioners,
Please see attached written comment on map K 2.5 from Search to Involve Pilipino Americans (SIPA).
Regards,
Kimmy Maniquis
Executive Director
[cid:image001.png@01D7BAB6.B3E3BD60]
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C: ###-####

10/6/2021 13:37:25

KIKI GINDLER

10/6/2021 13:39:58

Ellen Collins

www.sipacares.org<http://www.sipacares.org
@sipacares
I generally support K2.5. Not sure why there is that odd strip between West Hollywood and Beverly Grove/Fairfax as I do believe it splits a cohesive part of the community. Also odd is cutting off the eastern boundary
before Van Ness, which everyone knows is literally part of the Larchmont/Windsor Square community.
I know our current Council District 4 member has lobbied to shrink the Eastern boundary. I know that white people want to center the voices of BIPOC—which is great and I understand the challenges of the
conversation—but as a self-identifying BIPOC, I would hope you will reconsider moving the Eastern boundary at least to Van Ness, which would acknowledge the unity of that eastern boundary neighborhood interlinked
with Windsor Square. The CD4 council person is claiming disenfranchisement and marginalization, yet her office consistently fails to respond to constituent emails. Not even sending a “Thank you for your input” cursory
email. It is outrageous that a Hancock Park resident is completely ignored. I sent an email about a safety issue regarding the 3rd Street School and after not hearing anything sent a follow-up email and yet another and
again never heard back. To me this means that this office only cares about SOME constituents. So please keep the communities together in the new redistricting plan that will be respected as part of CD5. I did email
CD5 about an issue a while back and even though I said I was not a current constituent, I got an email back within 48 hours not just acknowledging that they got my email, but answering my question.
I don’t want to make this personal, but I think if the goal is to avoid disenfranchisement, a second pass needs to happen with respect to the proposed eastern boundary of K2.5.
Thanks for your attention to this.
Hello there!
Could you please extend the eastern boundary of GWNC to include the east side of Manhattan Place? The proposed district is detrimental to St. Brendan parish boundaries. The school and church will not have the
same councilman! It also affects our Saint Andrews Square Neighborhood Association
Thanks for listening to my concerns. Hopefully you will implement this small change. Kind regards,
Ellen Collins
238 S. St. Andrews Pl.
Los Angeles, CA 9###-####

Date
10/6/2021 13:50:44

Name
Anna Marco

10/6/2021 13:54:58

Sara Margoshes

10/6/2021 13:55:33

lojwbiddle@aol.com

10/6/2021 14:04:31

Ramie

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. We
are exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Thank you
Anna Marco
Hello City Redistricting Commissioners,
We are members of the Century Glen HOA and Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholders. We support Map K2.5 that keeps Century Glen HOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s Core
Purpose and Criteria. We strongly urge you to adopt Map K2.5 and keep Century Glen HOA and WNC in one council district.
Sincerely,
Sara Margoshes and Barry Oppenheim
10365 Keswick Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
CD 5 -- Century Glen HOA (Tract 7260)
I am a resident at 2408 Wild Oak Drive, Los Angeles, CA 90068.
I am also a member and supporter of the Griffith Park Conservancy.
The current proposed redistricting plan splits the neighborhood of The Oaks in half and places Griffith Park and my residence in the northern district of San Fernando, Sherman Oaks and the Valley.
This plan is contrary to a long established plan in which ALL OF the residents living in THE OAKS and around Griffith Park were/are ALL in the same district.
To place half of THE OAKS residents living next to Griffith Park into a district that has nothing in common with the greater Valley district runs counter to good governance and representation for all of the residents on
the OAKS and the Valley.
Please change this redistricting plan to include all residents living in the OAKSto be in the same district that will include ALL of Griffith Park.
Thank you,
Jon Biddle
The Law Offices of Jonathan Biddle One Wilshire Blvd. Suite 2200 Los Angeles, CA 90017 ###-#### ###-####(fax)
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a
multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in
the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council
district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing
shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City
Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants.
It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as
Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have clear
representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there
is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing
Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps under
consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same
council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
R. Pace

Date
10/6/2021 14:10:20

10/6/2021 14:11:01

10/6/2021 14:11:34

10/6/2021 14:11:37

Name
Chris Widin

Testiony
Hello,
The LA City Council is throwing democracy out the window, and I'm emailing
to voice my concerns.
I voted for Nithya Raman, as did most folks in Sherman Oaks (hence the
recall failing). To take away the representative we elected definitely fits
with our increasingly fascist societal trends, but the fact that I'm
unsurprised by this callous use of power doesn't make it any less
upsetting.
Do the right thing please. Keep Sherman Oaks in CD4.
Thank you,
Chris
-- *Chris Widin*
*###-####*
*@chriswidin *
MARSUE MACNICOL Dear All:I am on the Board of the Century Glen HOA and a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder. I strongly support Map K2.5 that keeps Century Glen HOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the
commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria. We strongly urge you to adopt Map K2.5 and keep Century Glen HOA and WNC in one council district.Thank you so much.Marsue and Peter MacNicol10376 Tennessee
AvenueLos Angeles, CA 90064CD-5
Laura Parkening
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Laura Parkening
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/6/2021 14:12:01

Name
Lauraine Gibbons

10/6/2021 14:12:01

Pam Friedman

10/6/2021 14:13:41

Anne Johnson

Testiony
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not
ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a
non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to
the San Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not
a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing
Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from
District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into
District 7.
Lauraine Gibbons
11485 Moorpark St, Los Angeles, CA 91602
-- Lauraine Gibbons ###-#### Sent from Gmail Mobile
http://lgartdirector.com
*I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City!!!!!!!!!*
and *DO NOT ignore Map L!!!!! * Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. *Map
K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City.* *We lose our district and our
connectivity to the San Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with
Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City*
*I support Map L with the following adjustments:*
*Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.*
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing
Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from
District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into
District 7.
Studio City needs MORE association and representation in the Valley...NOT
LESS!!
Pam Friedman
4218 Alcove Ave.
Studio City, 91604
###-####
Hello:
Thank you for the consideration. I believe map k2.5 most accurately represents the consistency and collective culture of CD13.
What is missing is Griffith Park. In order for this map and the ultimate redistricting of these areas to make sense, it is vital that Griffith Park be included in CD13. I would also recommend that one of the boundary lines
between CD4 and CD13 be clarified. Most specifically the northern edge of Silver Lake. Please consider the boundary be the iconic Rowena Ave. Please include streets like Angus and Shawdowlawn as part of CD13.
As it is now, the delineation is not clear.
Thank you,
Anne-Marie Johnson
Silver Lake Resident

Date
10/6/2021 14:13:53

Name
Suellen Wagner

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I am writing to request that you *modify the Draft Plan K 2.5, District 5,
to include STUDIO CITY, and both sides of Laurel Canyon east and west, thus
unifying both ends of Laurel Canyon, north and south, and both sides of
Laurel Canyon, east and west. *
In the alternative, if Studio City is not moved to District 5 (Region J),
we prefer that Studio City remain in *Region O/"2 or 4"* with Paul
Krekorian as Councilmember *so as not to deny voters representation by
Councilmembers who know the communities they serve and are deeply aware of
their constituents’ many, complex challenges.* We do ask, however, that you
please *do NOT* *consider moving Valley Village into Region O/"2 or
4"* because Valley
Village is averse to unique hillside interests and challenges and actively
fights against us on crucial issues.
*Studio City should be grouped with other hillside communities as a* *Community
of Interest — “Hillside Communities recently and severely impacted by
flight paths from Burbank Airport,” which is the subject of two current
City of Los Angeles lawsuits. These communities include Studio City,
Sherman Oaks, Laurel Canyon, Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Benedict Canyon,
Benedict Hills, and Encino. Noise from aircraft is greatly exacerbated by
echo effects in hillside, canyon, and mountain terrain – and more impactful
in places with quiet baseline (ambient) noise levels. Please consolidate as
many of these similar hillside communities as possible, so that we can work
together to stop the recent (since 2016) devastation of our neighborhoods
and destruction of public parklands and wildlife in the Santa Monica
Mountains. *
We wish to be separated from Valley Village, *as is currently mapped in
District 3*. Valley Village residents have continually opposed the City’s
position to *revert to legal, dispersed flight paths*, as well as other
issues, previously noted.
Studio City has more in common with other hillside neighborhoods to the
south than communities to the north. Region O (labeled "2 or 4") is too
unwieldy and spreads too far north, including too many communities of
dissimilar interests. Please make adjustments to the northernmost part of
Region O/“2 or 4” and consider the following characteristics of Studio City:
· Studio City is a residential hillside community and has more in
common with other hillside communities, and therefore should be grouped
with them in order to help protect our irreplaceable parkland and wildlife.
· Studio City is classified as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone
and our district must be contiguous with other Santa Monica Mountain
communities that share our fire and environmental concerns.
· Studio City is also part of the Los Angeles' Wildlife Pilot Program
and is the home of SMMC/MRCA public parkland including Wilacre Park, among
the most visited parklands in Los Angeles. Again, providing more
commonality with other hillside communities than areas to the north.
· Studio City should be kept together and not divided in
representation. Studio City is no longer an entertainment district. CBS
Radford Studios is up for sale and that space will likely become
residential. Our interests, priorities and populace are not similar in any
way to that of an entertainment district. Using Studio City as a gateway
to advertise Hollywood -- with electronic billboards and overdevelopment -will subvert what Studio City actually is – a quiet, hillside, low-rise
residential community.
In closing, I wish to express my astonishment with the political
manipulations of the Commission thus far and the accommodation of more
powerful districts and other special interests. We could not have asked for
a more damaging outcome than the “CD2 or CD4” in Plan K2.5 that was
hurriedly and *without due consideration of Plan L*, approved as the Draft
Plan by this Commission. It is absurd for the Committee to claim to be
helping the San Fernando Valley, while *disenfranchising *two important,
tax-contributing districts, CD2 and to a lesser degree, CD4 -- and at the
same time, denying consistent representation to people who currently live
in “4 or 2.”
Thank you for your consideration.
Suellen Wagner
Studio City
Cofounder, Studio City For Quiet Skies
Board Member, Save Coldwater Canyon

Date
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Name
Suellen Wagner

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I am writing to request that you *modify the Draft Plan K 2.5, District 5,
to include STUDIO CITY, and both sides of Laurel Canyon east and west, thus
unifying both ends of Laurel Canyon, north and south, and both sides of
Laurel Canyon, east and west. *
In the alternative, if Studio City is not moved to District 5 (Region J),
we prefer that Studio City remain in *Region O/"2 or 4"* with Paul
Krekorian as Councilmember *so as not to deny voters representation by
Councilmembers who know the communities they serve and are deeply aware of
their constituents’ many, complex challenges.* We do ask, however, that you
please *do NOT* *consider moving Valley Village into Region O/"2 or
4"* because Valley
Village is averse to unique hillside interests and challenges and actively
fights against us on crucial issues.
*Studio City should be grouped with other hillside communities as a* *Community
of Interest — “Hillside Communities recently and severely impacted by
flight paths from Burbank Airport,” which is the subject of two current
City of Los Angeles lawsuits. These communities include Studio City,
Sherman Oaks, Laurel Canyon, Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Benedict Canyon,
Benedict Hills, and Encino. Noise from aircraft is greatly exacerbated by
echo effects in hillside, canyon, and mountain terrain – and more impactful
in places with quiet baseline (ambient) noise levels. Please consolidate as
many of these similar hillside communities as possible, so that we can work
together to stop the recent (since 2016) devastation of our neighborhoods
and destruction of public parklands and wildlife in the Santa Monica
Mountains. *
We wish to be separated from Valley Village, *as is currently mapped in
District 3*. Valley Village residents have continually opposed the City’s
position to *revert to legal, dispersed flight paths*, as well as other
issues, previously noted.
Studio City has more in common with other hillside neighborhoods to the
south than communities to the north. Region O (labeled "2 or 4") is too
unwieldy and spreads too far north, including too many communities of
dissimilar interests. Please make adjustments to the northernmost part of
Region O/“2 or 4” and consider the following characteristics of Studio City:
· Studio City is a residential hillside community and has more in
common with other hillside communities, and therefore should be grouped
with them in order to help protect our irreplaceable parkland and wildlife.
· Studio City is classified as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone
and our district must be contiguous with other Santa Monica Mountain
communities that share our fire and environmental concerns.
· Studio City is also part of the Los Angeles' Wildlife Pilot Program
and is the home of SMMC/MRCA public parkland including Wilacre Park, among
the most visited parklands in Los Angeles. Again, providing more
commonality with other hillside communities than areas to the north.
· Studio City should be kept together and not divided in
representation. Studio City is no longer an entertainment district. CBS
Radford Studios is up for sale and that space will likely become
residential. Our interests, priorities and populace are not similar in any
way to that of an entertainment district. Using Studio City as a gateway
to advertise Hollywood -- with electronic billboards and overdevelopment -will subvert what Studio City actually is – a quiet, hillside, low-rise
residential community.
In closing, I wish to express my astonishment with the political
manipulations of the Commission thus far and the accommodation of more
powerful districts and other special interests. We could not have asked for
a more damaging outcome than the “CD2 or CD4” in Plan K2.5 that was
hurriedly and *without due consideration of Plan L*, approved as the Draft
Plan by this Commission. It is absurd for the Committee to claim to be
helping the San Fernando Valley, while *disenfranchising *two important,
tax-contributing districts, CD2 and to a lesser degree, CD4 -- and at the
same time, denying consistent representation to people who currently live
in “4 or 2.”
Thank you for your consideration.
Suellen Wagner
Studio City
Cofounder, Studio City For Quiet Skies
Board Member, Save Coldwater Canyon

Date
10/6/2021 14:16:59

Name
Momlady Darcie

10/6/2021 14:24:50

Lindsay-Kay Leaver

10/6/2021 14:25:55

Craig Rich

10/6/2021 14:27:39

Kali Williams

Testiony
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not
ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a
non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to
the San Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not
a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing
Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from
District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into
District 7.
Darcie Renault
12400 Landale St
###-####
Dear Redistricting Commission, I live in West LA and am a member of Westwood South of Santa Monica (WSSM) Boulevard HOA and Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC).Following the Commission's meeting last
week I wanted to offer my further opinions following the discussions at that meeting. I favor Map K2.5 which would keep our existing WSSM and WNC areas in one council district and respect current boundaries. It is so
important that since our community functions so well at present because of our many shared interests that we should preserve this relationship and boundaries; thus honor the Commission's Core Purpose and Criteria.
I would not wish to see any alterations to map K2.5 which would divide the current close greater Westwood community and separate us from our neighbors to the North. Map K2.5 respects the greater Westwood
community past and present and preserves our future as a close community which would allow all our interests to be best served.Thank you for your time and consideration. I know this can't be an easy task for the
Commission to undertake and I do hope the opinions of residents who live in the community and whom will be affected by the changes are given sufficient weighting in the consideration process.Warm regardsLindsay
Leaver1935 Malcolm Ave
Hello,
I am a 13 year resident of West Los Angeles, and a member of the Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. HOA (WSSM) which is part of the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC).
I urge you to keep WSSM and WNC areas in ONE council district thus honoring the Commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria. Respecting our community’s boundaries and placing us with communities of interest are
essential to the redistricting effort.
Please ensure any efforts to “tweak” Map K2.5 do not remove our area from the greater Westwood community to our north. We are and have always been joined as a single community as you heard expressed at your
meetings focused on defining communities of interest. Map K2.5 preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities, and provides the greatest probability of our community being
effectively served and represented by elected officials.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Craig Rich
Dear Esteemed Commission,
I hope this finds you well. I wanted to express my concern and opposition regarding Map K.2. This map proposed by this unelected group of commissioners places the assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a
district which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates a new CD2 or CD4 - a mostly Black and Brown district without cultural landmarks or community assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5% of CD3’s current population. I emphatically urge the Commission
to oppose this deeply problematic map that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners. Please keep CD3 whole, and do not
disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Kali Williams
Sent from my iPhone
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Name
Kip Garwood

Testiony
To Whom It May Concern,
I am writing to voice my opposition to the proposed split of the Bel Air
Beverly Crest neighborhood. I am a resident on Cherokee Lane inside of this
neighborhood, and I support Joining our neighborhood with Bel Air.
We have already experienced what it is like to be overlooked, neglected,
and excluded from the protections that Bel Air has won--including the
Hillside Construction Regulation Ordinance. For proof, you don't have to
look further than Hadid's destruction of the ridge over Coldwater to see
the irrevocable damage that is a direct result of that exclusion. Proposed
Map K2 banishes us from our neighboring community and lumps us in with
Valley neighborhoods as distant as Shadow Hills. Like Bel Air, we are a
hillside community with hillside safety concerns that are specific to our
locations.
Sincerely,
Kip Garwood
Jolie Summers
To Whom It May Concern,
I am writing to voice my opposition to the proposed split of the Bel Air
Beverly Crest neighborhood. I am a resident on Cherokee Lane inside of this
neighborhood, and I support Joining our neighborhood with Bel Air.
We have already experienced what it is like to be overlooked, neglected,
and excluded from the protections that Bel Air has won--including the
Hillside Construction Regulation Ordinance. For proof, you don't have to
look further than Hadid's destruction of the ridge over Coldwater to see
the irrevocable damage that is a direct result of that exclusion. Proposed
Map K2 banishes us from our neighboring community and lumps us in with
Valley neighborhoods as distant as Shadow Hills. Like Bel Air, we are a
hillside community with hillside safety concerns that are specific to our
locations.
Sincerely,
Jolie Summers Garwood
Dear Redistricting Commission,
helen eigenberg
We are residents of the Greater Wilshire area. We want to thank you for the
transparency that you all have brought into this process. We know this is
not an easy job and we really appreciate all the hours that the commission
has put into this! We feel you all are putting the residents and
communities of this city first!
We support the Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all
of GWNC and communities of interest to the west together in CD5! With
these communities, we share historical designations, religious affiliations
and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous parks. Thank
you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring that this process is
data-driven and not politically gerrymandered.
With deep respect
Helen Eigenberg
Peter Buonocore
611 Lillian Way
90004
"mkcp4-scra@yahoo.com"
Dear commissioners,
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast
Valley from District 2 and into District 7 Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.Thank you for your attention to this matter,
Michael McNicoll, 4224 Bluebell Ave, Studio City, CA 91604 NOTICE TO RECIPIENT: If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, you are prohibited from sharing, copying, or otherwise using or disclosing its
contents. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately by reply e-mail and permanently delete this e-mail and any attachments without reading, forwarding or saving them. Thank you.
Joyce Abdulian
Dear All, Please keep our current council district intact! ! Joyce Abdulian 3541 Willowcrest Ave
Studio City, CA 91604
###-####
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Nancy Marks
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Austin Melrose

10/6/2021 15:10:59

Martin Kvitky

Testiony
For about 40 years my husband and I have been residents of West Los
Angeles, members of the Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. HOA (WSSM) and
stakeholders in the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC).
We respectfully urge the Commission to support and recommend Map K2.5 which
places our WSSM and WNC areas in ONE council district thus honoring the
Commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria. Respecting our community’s
boundaries and placing us with communities of interest are essential to the
redistricting effort and the challenges you face. Map K2.5 reflects the
2020 census data as required.
Efforts to “tweak” Map K2.5 should not remove our area from the greater
Westwood community to our north. We are and have always been joined as a
single community as you heard expressed at your meetings focused on
defining communities of interest. Map K2.5 preserves the unique histories,
experiences, and interests of Westside communities, and provides the
greatest probability of our community being effectively served and
represented by elected officials.
Thank you for your consideration. We are most appreciative of your service
on the Commission and to the City. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Nancy and Richard Marks
2228 Parnell Ave.
90064
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents & business owners, weMUST support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We as business owners are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on
Melrose along with home owners whoare raising money for LPR cameras to help
the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand
with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
The street is already losing tenants as more are looking to follow. Can you
please fight with us and not against us?
Sincerely,
Austin Melrose
Co-Owner of Melrose Umbrella Co. & Umbrella taCO.
Resident of Gardner St.
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Sylvia
727 N La Jolla Ave
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Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict Canyon. Thank you very much for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to Council District 5 on Map K2.5.
I am writing because it is very important that Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 be extended a little further east to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain in the same district as our
Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council which shares a community of interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public services including fire and
police services shared with Bel Air, and cross-canyon traffic.
Addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness are key issues we face along with our Neighborhood Council. We continue to work with our Neighborhood Council on the fire
issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And, like our
Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends into the
northeastern San Fernando Valley.
Area O on map K2.5 connects Franklin Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing
on the entertainment industry, but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues.
Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Susan L. Klein
Please read the attached:
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a long-time resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5.
This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3
Very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Ed Korbel
*Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,*
*I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in
Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense, however I
kindly ask that you include Griffith Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map
and I urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5
(with Griffith Park added to District 13) Immediately and forward it to
Council for final approval. *
*Thank you, *
* Kelsey Stokes*
* Los Feliz Resident*
I support Map K2.5 and I urge and ask that you do too. Thanks,
Kathy Hersh
Resident of WSSMHOA
Sent from my iPhone
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and the
Southeast Valley and incorporate Map L. Do not limit your debate to Map
K2.5. Map L was improperly rejected at the last meeting. As a resident of
Studio City my community would lose our district and our connectivity to
the San Fernando Valley.
Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is just ridiculous!
When Jeffrey Katzenberg can meet with councilmembers anytime he wants but I
can't, then the "entertainment industry" does not need a special voice on
the City Council. Also each trade in the entertainment industry has their
own union to represent them. I do not. I need a council district that
will represent my community as a resident of the San Fernando Valley.
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing
Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from
District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into
District 7.
Andrew Silver
4328 Bellingham Ave., Studio City, CA 91604
asilverins@gmail.com
m. ###-####
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Becca Paredes

Testiony
Dear Esteemed Commission,
I hope this finds you well. I wanted to express my concern and opposition regarding Map K.2.
This map proposed by this unelected group of commissioners places the assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a district which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates a new CD2 or CD4
- a mostly Black and Brown district without cultural landmarks or community assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5% of CD3's current population.
I emphatically urge the Commission to oppose this deeply problematic map that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners.
Please keep CD3 whole, and do not disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Thank you,
Becca Paredes
Alan Estes
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Thank you,
Alan Estes
3201 Oakdell Rd. Studio City 91604
susan@susanksanford.com
Please see the attached letter from the Carthay Square Neighborhood
Association. Thank you for listening to the needs of your stakeholders.
Susan K. Sanford
Aaron Borden
I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers,
our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for listening to us and honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and services.
Sincerely,
Aaron Borden
Sent from my iPad
maewoods@cs.com I live at 4528 Kraft Avenue which on the northern edge of Studio City and sometimes considered part of North Hollywood. I have seen different choices for redistricting my area -- which do not make sense. The Valley
should stay together as a district, not be joined to Hollywood or to Shadow Hills. Please keep the geographic area together as a joining of communities with similar interests and needs.
Mae Woods4528 Kraft AvenueStudio City 91602
Shek Kablan
My name is Shek Kablan
I reside on the 700 block of Melrose Avenue
The blocks north and south of Melrose Avenue currently constitute a single coherent neighborhood, with aligned interests, shared values and challenges. We have very active neighborhood associations and a BID
currently in place to help tackle some very difficult and complex issues, and having to deal with 2 council offices will make our task impossible. As you probably know, crime has increased in this quiet neighborhood. A
few months ago, there was a dead body on my street for all to see, including the 15 children living on this single block. We have actively working with Koretz’s office to implement a number of short and long-term
changes to make the neighborhood safer. Dividing our neighborhood would seriously harm the progress we have made. The current draft is clearly an error, especially if you understand the stakes in this particular
neighborhood, so I implore you to remedy this quickly, so we can move on to pressing issues. Thank you. Shek Kablan
Sandy Stern
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Sandy Stern
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/6/2021 16:37:16

Name
maria gritsch

10/6/2021 16:39:17

Delane Vaughn

10/6/2021 16:42:57

Mary Ellen Dearing

10/6/2021 16:47:06

Richard C

Testiony
Dear Members of the Redistricting Committee,
Please create a Hillside District. Please make sure that Laurel Canyon is not divided. The latest Draft K2.5 Map for District O makes sense for Laurel Canyon. It keeps Laurel Canyon, Beverly Crest, the Hollywood
Hills East and West united in a cohesive district O.
A Unified Hillside District is crucial.
Hillside communities have common issues. Common Goals. Common concerns. When united together, the Hillsides can better prepare for emergencies; fight over-development; protect the character of our
neighborhoods, open space, and wildlife.
Thank you in advance.
Sincerely,
Maria Gritsch TenHouten
Warren D. TenHouten
8854 Lookout Mountain AveLos Angeles, CA 90046
###-####
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood and have lived here for 38
years. Would you want someone who does not reside in your neighborhood to
come in and redistrict your neighborhood after living there for 38 yrs? It
is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City
Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all
of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Already the subway and apartment high rises have disrupted the beauty and
uniqueness of Miracle Mile.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Roy Vaughn
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Mary Ellen Dearing
Scott C. Toro
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense, however I kindly ask that you include Griffith Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map and I
urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5 (with Griffith Park added to District 13) Immediately and forward it to Council for final approval. Please approve map k2.5 and keep Los Feliz
together.
Thank you in advance,Richard Cascioli

Date
10/6/2021 16:50:07

10/6/2021 16:50:17

10/6/2021 16:54:15

10/6/2021 16:59:38

Name
Lynette Berg Robe

Testiony
To All Redistricting Commissioners:
Upon reviewing your membership, I do not think a relatively small and
extremely important commission such as yours should have two members who
are married to each other. At the very least, it is not good optics. At
minimum, why should their area of residence have two members? Furthermore,
it personally offends me that Wendy Mitchell, who was asked to resign from
the California Coastal Commission because of what appeared to be unethical
fraternization with developers who came before the commission, should
appear on your commission at all. It makes me wonder what forces are
behind Map K2.5.
I am very concerned about your proposed Map K2.5 that moves
representation of Studio City out of the San Fernando Valley. Our
interests are not aligned with those of Hollywood. We do not want the same
kind of development here as we are witnessing in Hollywood.
Please support Map L with the following adjustments: Please move
Studio City out of District 5 and into District 2. You can adjust this by
removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast
Valley from L and into District 7 with Sunland/Tujunga, whose interests are
more aligned with Shadow Hills..
Moving Studio City to District 2 on Map L (and we were in District 2 at
one time in the past), will create ethnic and economic diversity in
the SouthEast Valley.
Please *discard* Map K2.5 and support Map L with the suggested
adjustments. Placing Studio City in Map K2.5 is unworkable for us and does
not consider the character and needs of Studio City! It feels like
punishment for being an activist community!
Name: Lynette Berg Robe
Address:11968 Lockridge Road, Studio City, CA 91604
Phone Number: ###-####
Hello, we have been living in the Larchmont neighborhood of Greater Wilshire
since 1998. we are homeowners and active members of our community. Thank you
for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together!
And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our
schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic
homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors to the west. Thank you
again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District
where we can receive focused attention and services. We really appreciate your diligence and the transparency in this process.
Best,
Sarita Singh and Chris Shanley
400 N. block of Arden Blvd
90004
WARREN TENHOUTEN
Dear Members of the Redistricting Committee,
*Please create a Hillside District*. Please make sure that Laurel Canyon
is not divided.
The latest Draft K2.5 Map for District O makes sense for Laurel Canyon. As
long as this map K2.5 keeps *Laurel Canyon, Beverly Crest, the Hollywood
Hills East and West united in a cohesive district O*.
A Unified Hillside District is crucial.
Hillside communities have common issues. Common Goals. Common concerns.
When united together, the Hillsides can better prepare for emergencies;
fight over-development; protect the character of our neighborhoods, open
space, and wildlife.
Thank you in advance.
Sincerely,
Warren D. TenHouten
Maria Gritsch TenHouten
8854 Lookout Mountain Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90046
###-####
Brian Newhouse
Dear Commissioners
We are long time residents of Hancock Park and we enthusiastically support the Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5.
There are many unique communities in Greater Wilshire and it is essential that they remain together as provided under the Plan K2.5 approved by the Commission.
Thank you for the great work that you have done.
Please continue your efforts to get Map Plan K2.5 over the finish line.
Regards
Pam and Brian Newhouse

Date
10/6/2021 17:03:45

Name
Steve Grushcow

10/6/2021 17:07:15

10/6/2021 17:07:22

Guy Shalem

10/6/2021 17:08:48

yolanda molina

10/6/2021 17:09:13

yolanda molina

Testiony
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not
ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a
non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to
the San Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not
a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing
Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from
District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into
District 7.
Steve Grushcow
3106 Dona Emilia Drive
Studio City, CA 91604
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr.
Mitchell,
I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has
resulted in Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the
most sense, however I kindly ask that you include Griffith
Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map and I urge you to
continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5
(with Griffith Park added to District 13) Immediately and
forward it to Council for final approval. Thank you, Ami Adini
Resident of Los Feliz Area
1837 N Berendo St, LA 90027
Dear Redistricting Team:
I am writing to express concern over dividing Beverly Blvd north and south between two different council districts. I understand the push to keep Koreatown in CD10 HOWEVER north of 3rd street between Normandy
and Vermont is predominately Latinx. Historically 3rd street was the CD13th district boundary and I suggest the boundary remains at 3rd street east of Normandy as it has always been in order to protect the voices of
the Latinx community who uses the streets as a marketplace. Also, Beverly Blvd is one of the cities main east, west arteries and its a mess as many of the Latinx pop up vendors sell on the sidewalk which causes
pedestrian to cross in the middle of the street. At the same time, cars race down Beverly Blvd towards Vermont.
Dividing the street would make it impossible to get any council oversight in terms of what is best for the vendors and pedestrians. This is a simple fix. Keep the boundary at 3rd street since this part of the neighborhood
does not identify as Korean like it does on 6th and south of 6th and keep the needs of the Latinx vendors respected by maintaining the integrity of CD13 and the Latinx community. Thank you,
Guy Shalem CD13, Beverly and Kenmore
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help
the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in
half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest
of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against
us?
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help
the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in
half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest
of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against
us?

Date
10/6/2021 17:10:49

Name
Diana Chang

10/6/2021 17:11:40
10/6/2021 17:16:31

Bill Milner
John Ward Nielsen

10/6/2021 17:19:29

Jesseca Harvey

10/6/2021 17:19:44

Jesseca Harvey

10/6/2021 17:21:36

Carrie Jacoves

Testiony
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support the
proposed map draft map that removes my neighborhood from CD4 and cuts it
off from several of my communities of interest.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park.
Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a
platform of helping renters. This draft map is a racist and classist plot
to disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman of Color from office.
The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of wealthy
homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need
Diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4!
I like the diversity represented in CD4 and CD13 in this community produced
map https://districtr.org/plan/52876 This is your chance to do more
outreach to low-income communities, especially communities of color!
Thank you,
Diana Chang
1636 Lyman Pl,
Los Angeles, CA 90027
Please leave our District alone. Stop building building in me BACKYARD,
Dear Commissioners,
I’ve been a resident of Windsor Square for 25 years. I’ve spoken with my neighbors and we support the Hancock Park HOA recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. We think this map makes sense
because it includes areas with similar zoning issues. Thank you for all your work and for ensuring that this process is not politically gerrymandered.
John Ward Nielsen
434 Lorraine Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90020
(###-####
john@touchstonehelicopters.com
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As a community, we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half. This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our
beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from
fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Best,
Jesseca Harvey
6915 1/2 Melrose Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90038
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As a community, we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half. This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our
beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from
fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Best,
Jesseca Harvey
6915 1/2 Melrose Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90038
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are a tight-knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. This proposal will tear our community in half. It feels like the City is working against our best interests and the best interest of the
neighborhood.
Splitting this district will destroy all we have built and are working towards.
Sincerely,
Carrie Jacoves
206 S Vista Street LA 90036

Date
10/6/2021 17:26:49

Name
Bonnie

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
Please do not split the Stonehurst HPOZ in Shadow Hills into pieces.
Please see the attached map showing how you would split the Stonehurst
Historic Preservation Overlay Zone into pieces if you use the new K 2.5
map. We are one community. We are a horse community with a history longer
than the City of Los Angeles.
Please maintain CD 7 in its existing configuration. We want to be part of
CD 7 and Monica Rodriguez' District.
Thank you.
Thank you for you time and taking my comments.
Sincerely,
Bonnie Rogers
Stonehurst, Shadow Hills, homeowner, horse owner, tax paying resident in
CD7

10/6/2021 17:36:22

penelope mahar

10/6/2021 17:41:15

Chris Wong

10/6/2021 17:46:26

Vicky Brown

10/6/2021 17:46:35

Laurie Jacobs

10/6/2021 17:46:40

Vicky Brown

Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense, however I kindly ask that you include Griffith Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map and I
urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5 (with Griffith Park added to District 13) Immediately and forward it to Council for final approval. The Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year
history of association with the land that comprises Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and the Los Feliz district made up the Rancho Los Feliz holding, and the care and welfare of Griffith Park lands have been the
responsibility of the Los Feliz neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose Antonio Feliz in 1800. This relationship has been recognized since Los Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los
Angeles in 1910. Thus, the council district that contained the Los Feliz neighborhood has always included the land that comprised Griffith Park after this former Los Feliz Ranch property was gifted to the City of Los
Angeles as a city park in 1896. This historic association is embedded into the voluntary historic responsibilities accepted by the Los Feliz residents and their supporting local organizations. To sever that association at
this time, more than 100 years after it was honored by the city council boundaries, would be opposed by the neighborhood's residents who have been active in all of the Griffith Park associated support organizations for
over 100 years. It is the Los Feliz resident who would be most directly impacted by any resolution made through the Council Office concerning Griffith Park, so their very well-being demands a role in these decisions.
Penelope Mahar
3506 Carnation ave.
LA<CA 90026
Dear Esteemed Commission, My name is Christopher Wong. I am a resident of CD3 living in Canoga Park. My ZIP code is 91303
I hope this finds you well. I wanted to express my concern and opposition regarding Map K.2. This map proposed by this unelected group of commissioners places the assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a
district which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates a new CD2 or CD4 - a mostly Black and Brown district without cultural landmarks or community assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5% of CD3’s current population.
I emphatically urge the Commission to oppose this deeply problematic map that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners.
Please keep CD3 whole, and do not disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Christopher Wong
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Laurie Hersch Jacobs
Sent from my iPad
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/6/2021 17:53:13

10/6/2021 17:53:53

10/6/2021 17:56:58
10/6/2021 17:56:59

10/6/2021 17:57:25

10/6/2021 18:00:43

Name
Susan Collins

Testiony
*Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,*
*I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in
Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense, however I
kindly ask that you include Griffith Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map
and I urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5
(with Griffith Park added to District 13) Immediately and forward it to
Council for final approval. *
*Thank you, *
*Susan Collins *
*Sherman Oaks Resident *
Tom Ascheim
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Hancock Park. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners
Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map
includes all of Hancock Park, GWNC and communities of interest to the west
together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations,
religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as
numerous parks. Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring
that this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered.
J T Plummer
Please see my attached letter in opposition to the above proposal
Chris Cude
Dear Hon. Members of The Lost Angles City Council Redistricting Commission:
Please see attached correspondence.
Best,
Chris
Christopher Cudé
Legal Assistant
Kane Law Firm
1154 S Crescent Heights Blvd.,
Los Angeles, Ca 90035
Office: ###-####
Fax: ###-####
ccude@kanelaw.la<mailto:ccude@kanelaw.la
This e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail,
you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify me by replying to this
message and permanently delete the original and any copy of this e-mail and any printout thereof.
LAURIE L RITTENBERG
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Laurie Rittenberg
Studio City 91604
Kira Morrison
To the Los Angeles Redistricting Committee,
I strongly oppose Map K2.5. The results of this map will have devastating
effects on the San Fernando Valley, particularly working-class residents
and people of color. As a person of color born and raised in SFV, seeing
how this new redistricting could segregate the place I grew up in is
absolutely horrifying to me. Most of the strong cultural landmarks and
community assets will belong to a district that is predominantly wealthy
and white, while the new CD4 will be predominantly people of color, now
without much of the power and resources they need. Voices of renters,
people of color, and working class folks who voted for Councilmember Raman
and worked tirelessly for changes in CD4 will be erased - these voices must
be heard and respected. I strongly disapprove of this redistricting
solution that promotes segregation and disenfranchisement on a massive
scale.
Thank you,
Kira Morrison
13947 Hartsook St, Sherman Oaks, CA 91423

Date
10/6/2021 18:01:56

10/6/2021 18:08:46

10/6/2021 18:11:58

10/6/2021 18:15:37

10/6/2021 18:51:18

Name
Linda Nager

Testiony
What is the reasoning for splitting up Melrose Avenue? I live on Waring Avenue ( 1 block North of Melrose) and have experienced and have been affected by the crime, burglaries, hold-ups, violence and shootings
taking place on Melrose. We have been lucky to have strong advocates who have good contacts with the police and politicians and are trying to affect change for the better. I and my neighborhood will lose all of this
support if we redistricted to CD4G. Let’s face it there no one who would advocate for us in that district. Melrose is 2 blocks away from the West Hollywood border on Willoughby Ave. So they want to separate 2 streets
from current district. I can’t imagine why you would deprive us of all the support we have and pro-active measurements we’ve been taking to in trying to better our neighborhood and erase the current dangers and the
fears that so many of us in the 2 blocks mentioned above experience on a day to day basis. I would like to know why, the real reasons, for proposing such a poorly thought scheme. Thank-you for your time. I would very
happy and impressed if you reply to my inquiries. Linda Nager, 7621 Waring Ave, LA 90046, ###-####.
Lisette Kennedy
Hello,
I am a resident of District 13, after looking at the new map it looks like you want to add everything South of Los Feliz Blvd. which is currently another district to CD13.
My input on that is that CD13 is already stressed by having Part of K-Town, Atwater Village, Hollywood and EAST Hollywood already now you want to add Los Feliz Blvd and everyone South. I don’t think One
councilman (Currently Mitch O’Farrel) can handle all these areas all spread out. East Hollywood and Hollywood and Ktown are over crowded. Why do you want to add more weight to what’s already out of balance??
I have lived in EAST Hollywood since 2013 and I can tell you our council man has too
Much on his plate. If you go through with this plan and assign areas of Los Feliz to CD13 Then please give Ktown to someone else. Ktown and Atwater are in opposite directions, give one these to someone else.
Thank you for listening,
Lisette Kennedy
EAST HOLLYWOOD
Mikki Rosenberg
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
"Goldstone, Raymond" Greetings,
My name is Raymond Goldstone. For the past 45 years, I have lived in my home at 10535 Missouri Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90025. For many years I have been an active member of my community; I have worked with
the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC); and I have served as a member of the Westwood South of Santa Monica Boulevard Homeowners Association (WSSM).
I have recently reviewed MAP K2.5. I strongly urge the Commission to recommend MAP K2.5 to the Los Angeles City Council. In short, MAP K2.5 keeps both the WNC and the WSSM within a single Council District.
Additionally, MAP K2.5 respects the boundaries of our community; represents the wisdom of retaining the historical relationship of Westside communities; and, as I believe is necessary, reflects the 2020 census data.
I am mindful of the continuing efforts of those who supported MAP L to make “adjustments” to Map K2.5 that would remove our neighborhoods from the Westwood community. I strongly urge you not to “adjust” MAP
K2.5 to uncouple our community from that of Westwood. We are part of a single history, a single community of interest. As it is, MAP K2.5 offers our Westside communities a district that will provide us with the best
opportunity to be represented productively and equitably.

Holly Purcell

Thank you for considering my views.
Respectfully,
Raymond Goldstone
(H/O) 10535 Missouri Ave., Los Angeles, CA, 90025
(H/O) Email: rgoldsto@saonet.ucla.edu
Thank you Commission for providing public input.
As a resident of Los Feliz, I would like to voice my support for Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2 (rather than District O in Plan L). I would like to further stress that Griffith Park must also be part of District G with
Los Feliz. I have added some history on why this should be that I borrowed from the LFIA website below. As there is no residential population in Griffith Park, adding the Griffith Park lands to District G would not impact
demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan.
A Brief History of Los Feliz and Griffith Park
The Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year history of association with the land that comprises Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and the Los Feliz district made up the Rancho Los Feliz holding, and the care
and welfare of Griffith Park lands have been the responsibility of the Los Feliz neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose Antonio Feliz in 1800. This relationship has been recognized since Los
Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910. Thus, the council district that contained the Los Feliz neighborhood has always included the land that comprised Griffith Park after this former Los Feliz
Ranch property was gifted to the City of Los Angeles as a city park in 1896. This historic association is embedded into the voluntary historic responsibilities accepted by the Los Feliz residents and their supporting local
organizations. To sever that association at this time, more than 100 years after it was honored by the city council boundaries, would be opposed by the neighborhood's residents who have been active in all of the Griffith
Park associated support organizations for over 100 years. It is the Los Feliz resident who would be most directly impacted by any resolution made through the Council Office concerning Griffith Park, so their very wellbeing demands a role in these decisions.
Thank you!
Holly Purcell
5605 Hill Oak Drive
?Los Feliz
?
Holly Purcell
m. ###-####
e. holly@hollypurcell.com
DRE: ####-####
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Date
10/6/2021 18:54:05

10/6/2021 19:04:50

10/6/2021 19:08:02

10/6/2021 19:11:15

10/6/2021 20:00:57

10/6/2021 20:01:37

Name
Jane Abbott

Testiony
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Jane Abbott
12020 Guerin St.
Studio City
Tom Abbott
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Tom Abbott
12020 Guerin St.
Studio City
Sent from my iPad
ROBERT WEIDE
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Robert Weide
4526 Morella Ave.
Studio City, CA 91607
(###-####
mary louise monahan Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help
the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in
half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest
of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against
us? I have lived north of Melrose for over 20 years & the area needs to stay in 1 council district, please
Sincerely,Mary Louise Monahan719 No. La Jolla Ave.L.A. 90046(###-####
Silvia Amador
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help
the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in
half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest
of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against
us? I have lived north of Melrose for over 20 years & the area needs to stay in 1 council district, please
Sincerely,Mary Louise Monahan719 No. La Jolla Ave.L.A. 90046(###-####
Tom Carroll
I live in the Larchmont area of Greater Wilshire. Thank You very much for Map K 2.5. A coherently similar community remains intact. We are united with a similar community to the West. Thank You for recognizing and
honoring this. - Tom Carroll

Date
10/6/2021 20:25:03

Name
"Bee T."

10/6/2021 20:58:19

Rowena Koenig

10/6/2021 21:07:02

Kathy Metz

10/6/2021 21:21:10

Alex Harvey

10/6/2021 21:45:21

laura baril

10/7/2021 1:31:27

Daniel Pesso

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home
owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the
crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m
exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
To Whom It May Concern:
I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for
Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And
together with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our
schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports
leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues with our neighbors
to the west.
Thank you again for listening to us and honoring Greater Wilshire by
placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and
services. K2.5 makes sense, it is the right choice, and supports values of
community and neighborliness.
Sincerely,
Rowena Koenig
937 Westchester Place
Los Angeles, CA 90019
I am writing to you to thank you for the process that has resulted in Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense, , however i kindly ask that you include Griffith Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map and I
urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5 (,with Griffith Park added to District 13) immediately and forward it to Council for final approval. Thank You so much for your hard work, Sincerely,
Ms. Kathy Metz Resident of Los Feliz, 2056 Rodney Dr. 90027. I am also a member and educator at Griffith Park Adult Community Center. The Park means so much to our Community. Thank You Again
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighbourhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As a community, we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighbourhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half. This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our
beloved neighbourhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighbourhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us? Best,
Alex Harvey
6915 1/2 Melrose Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90038
I am a member of the Century Glen HOA and a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder. I strongly support Map K2.5 that keeps Century Glen HOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s
Core Purpose and Criteria. We strongly urge you to adopt Map K2.5 and keep Century Glen HOA and WNC in one council district. Thanks, Laura Baril 10321 Keswick Ave
LA Ca 90064
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/7/2021 2:12:21

Name
Morgan McCann

10/7/2021 7:15:58

Susan Smith

10/7/2021 7:29:08

Michael Miller

10/7/2021 7:48:04

Billy B

10/7/2021 7:50:27

Billy B

Testiony
Hello!
I’m a Los Feliz property owner and wanted to voice my concerns about
Griffith Park’s exclusion from the new redistricting plan where Los Feliz
is added to CD13. I’m a fan of most of this new plan, and it makes logical
sense to group us with our Atwater, Silver Lake, and Echo Park neighbors;
however, Griffith Park is a key anchor for Los Feliz and directly impacts
stakeholder residents. For example I live walking distance from the Greek
Theater so traffic impacts and associated from that area directly concern
my everyday life. We see coyotes frequently and make voting decisions based
on preserving and respecting the park’s wildlife. Our Los Feliz
Neighborhood Association / LFIA also looks after the preservation and
beautification Griffith Park including organizing a recent tree planting
project on Vermont. We vote and speak out about city matters regarding
Griffith Park and implore you to keep it under our aegis in the new CD13.
Thanks for your help and we appreciate your hearing our voices!
Morgan McCann
-- Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners, I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict Canyon. Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to Council District 5 on Map K2.5. Please extend
Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further east to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood
Council which embodies a community of interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air, and cross-canyon traffic.
Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood Council are addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that
serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it
extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley. Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact as it connects Franklin Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues confronting
Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues. Please
restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Sincerely,
Susan Smith
Global Real Estate Advisor
HILTON & HYLAND
257 North Cañon Drive, 2nd Floor
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
O +1 ###-####
M +1 ###-####
DRE ###-####
FORBES GLOBAL PROPERTIES
LUXURY PORTFOLIO INTERNATIONAL ™
70 countries. 4,300 offices.
Not including Griffith Park with the Los Feliz neighborhood will be addressed in the litigation that will result unless reason and reality result in the Commission doing this as they should. The Commission is trying to do
their job, and as a former city attorney I do not like to threaten lawsuits, however, we are already organizing and gaining support for this action.
Michael H. Miller, Los Feliz
To LA City Council members:
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.!! We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to
help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to tear our community in half.
This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up
will destroy all we have built and are working towards. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
ThanksBilly Burgess
853 1/2 N Martel Ave. just North of Melrose which would place me in the new district. (###-####
To City Council
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5..
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active,
involved. This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
ThanksBilly Burgess- resident of melrose Village for 18 years.

Date
10/7/2021 8:09:44

Name
Vicki Nussbaum

10/7/2021 8:43:11

Brandy Aven

Testiony
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not
ignore Map L. Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a
non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to
the San Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not
a workable fit for Studio City.
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing
Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from
District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into
District 7.
Name: Vicki Nussbaum
Address: 3821 Berry Drive
Dear Redistricting Team:
I am writing to express concern over dividing Beverly Blvd north and south
between two different council districts. I understand the push to keep
Koreatown in CD10 HOWEVER north of 3rd street between Normandy and Vermont
is predominately Latinx.
Historically 3rd street was the CD13th district boundary and I suggest the
boundary remains at 3rd street east of Normandy as it has always been in
order to protect the voices of the Latinx community who uses the streets as
a marketplace.
Also, Beverly Blvd is one of the city's main east, west arteries and it's a
mess as many of the Latinx pop up vendors sell on the sidewalk which causes
pedestrians to cross in the middle of the street. At the same time, cars
race down Beverly Blvd towards Vermont.
Dividing the street would make it impossible to get any council oversight
in terms of what is best for the vendors and pedestrians.
This is a simple fix.
Keep the boundary at 3rd street since this part of the neighborhood does
not identify as Korean like it does on 6th and south of 6th and keep the
needs of the Latinx vendors respected by maintaining the integrity of CD13
and the Latinx community.
Thank you,
B Aven
CD13, Beverly and Kenmore

Date
10/7/2021 9:32:07

Name
Anna Serridge

10/7/2021 9:45:04

Glenn Ross

10/7/2021 9:56:11

Mark Strassner

Testiony
Begin forwarded message:
From: Anna Serridge <annaserridge@icloud.com
Subject: Redistricting
Date: October 7, 2021 at 9:31:18 AM PDT
To: councilmember.rodriguez@lacity.org
Dear Council members,
My name is Anna Serridge and I am a proud and VERY CONCERNED Shadow Hills resident. I’ve been living at 9823 Wornom Ave. 91040 for the past eleven years. I am deeply committed to the health of our
community- on ALL levels. The redistricting plans you are proposing are clearly not in consideration of, nor for the benefit of, our unique equestrian community. We have special needs that other parts of the City of Los
Angeles does NOT have and breaking up our district will negatively impact our community as a whole. Our community thrives BECAUSE of the unity of how we coalesce and utilize the resources we have which are
unique to our environment. THIS UNITY IS NOT BEING RESPECTED BY ANYONE WHO IS PROPOSING IT BE DIVIDED!
1. Shadow Hills cannot be divided up into different districts as is shown in the Redistricting map K2.5. Our community has been a recognized rural, horse keeping community for well over 50 years. The Shadow Hills
Property Owners Association (SHPOA) was founded in 1964. We have a recognized trail system throughout the community: our own Equestrian Trails Inc (ETI) Corral 20. There are numerous horse and rescue groups
located in our community.Shadow Hills has a K District overlay zone throughout, which gives added protections for horses and animal keeping lifestyles. All new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must provide trails in the
public access easements in lieu of sidewalks. Any new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must provide horse keeping set asides for the housing of horses along with wide access to those horse keeping areas. Our common
interests of Shadow Hills are those of a historically rural, animal oriented, horse keeping community. We are a diversified community with common objectives and goals. The border lines for the Shadow Hills
community, which need to be kept together, are as follows: The 210 Freeway on the EAST
The Ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST
The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. This boundary does not sever off Stonehurst Ave. and the residential streets west of Stonehurst (Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Peoria,
Elinda, Hershey, and the ends of Art, Wicks, and N. Clybourne) which have historically been considered part of Shadow Hills.
2. The three (3) foothill communities (abutting the Verdugo Mountains, the Angeles National Forest and the Big Tujunga Wash) of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon must remain in one district, as
they currently are in CD7. All three rural communities have an equestrian heritage and agrarian lifestyles. All 3 communities are located in Mountain Fire districts and high fire zones. Over the years, these three
communities have developed fire protection and evacuation plans which have helped save human and animal lives and properties during our various wildfires (ie. La Tuna Canyon and Creek fires). During major floods
of the Big Tujunga Wash Lake View Terrace and Shadow Hills have worked together to provide shelter to flood victims and protect neighborhoods from flooding. There is a historical cooperation between these three
communities due to their common interests and goals. If they were to be separated into different communities, their unified voice and actions would be muted.
3. The Foothill District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) was specifically created to represent the equestrian and agrarian lifestyles of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon. If it is split up, as is shown
on Map K2.5, the FTDNC would no longer have a unified voice in its representation of these communities. It would become irrelevant. The Commission has stated that keeping Neighborhood Councils together one of
their goals.
Please heed my concerns as they are the concerns of ALL who live in this special community, regardless of the fact you may not receive correspondence from many of them. We are a passionate group, as you have
witnessed, and we will not be be dismissed in this important issue so that your own agenda’s can be furthered, with the detriment of our community being the sacrifice!
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Anna Serridge
Mark Serridge
9823 Wornom Avenue
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
###-####
Thank you for listening to our opinions regarding redistricting our
neighborhoods. My personal feeling is that K2.5 is effective in
preserving our historic neighborhood and services, but also serving the
surrounding neighborhoods and their culture and services as well.
Glenn Ross
Windsor Square resident for 25 years.
Hello,
We are 35 year residents of West Los Angeles, members of the Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. HOA (WSSM) and stakeholders in the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC).
We respectfully urge the Commission to support and recommend Map K2.5 which places our WSSM and WNC areas in ONE council district thus honoring the Commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria. Respecting our
community’s boundaries and placing us with communities of interest are essential to the redistricting effort and the challenges you face. Map K2.5 reflects the 2020 census data as required. Efforts to “tweak” Map K2.5
should not remove our area from the greater Westwood community to our north. We are and have always been joined as a single community as you heard expressed at your meetings focused on defining communities
of interest. Map K2.5 preserves the unique histories, experiences, and interests of Westside communities, and provides the greatest probability of our community being effectively served and represented by elected
officials. This is very important. Thank you for your consideration. We are most appreciative of your service on the Commission and to the City. Thank you!!
Sincerely,
Mark and Janet Strassner

Date
10/7/2021 10:03:52

Name
Mary Weiss

10/7/2021 10:12:11

matt berg

10/7/2021 10:15:24

Robert Kang

10/7/2021 10:15:38

Marcella B

10/7/2021 10:16:01

Marcella B

Testiony
Greetings:
I moved to Wilshire Park from Beverly Hills two years ago when my family
had the very good fortune of purchasing Lloyd Wright’s Weber House. We
love our neighborhood in Greater Wilshire and I thank
you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong.
Together! And together with our community of interest neighbors to the
west. We share our schools, our businesses, our local newspapers, our
parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues
with our neighbors to the west.
Thank you again for listening to us and honoring Greater Wilshire by
placing us in a Council District where we can receive focused attention and
services.
Mary
-- Mary Weiss
maryweiss67@gmail.com
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. <BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are
meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half
(correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best
interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight
with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPhone
Commissioners,
My name is Robert Kang, and I am a member of the Board of Directors for the Korean American Coalition - a nonprofit organization that serves the underrepresented members of our Los Angeles family.
First, I write to thank the Commission for your continued efforts of keeping Koreatown whole in one district in this complicated process. I respect and recognize your diligence and hard work.
Next, I write in support of a particular map. DRAFT Map K2.5 serves the purpose of unifying the Koreatown community under one council district, As you know from the voluminous public comments entered into this
proceeding, there is a strong and abiding desire to maintain this community in a single district. However, that goal has eluded the community for literally decades due to politics or other reasons. This year, you have the
opportunity to correct this years-long error, Accordingly, I respectfully urge this Commission to maintain the Koreatown boundaries adopted within this map.
I, and my colleagues, ask the Commission to continue to heed our voices, keep Koreatown borders as reflected in K 2.5 in one district by honoring the census data and our testimonies in the final map.
Respectfully Yours,
Robert KangBoard of DirectorsKorean American Coalition&Attorney
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?

Date
10/7/2021 12:32:12

Name
Testiony
President Kevin Davis Commissioners,
On September 29, 2021, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council
voted 14 yes 0 no 0 abstain to OPPOSE any redistricting map by the City of
Los Angeles which would remove any part of the neighborhood council from
Council District 7.
As three of a handful of communities in the City dedicated to preserving an
equestrian lifestyle, it is best to preserve optimum representation by
keeping Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon, which have so
much in common, within a single council district.
As one of the few underdeveloped areas which remain within the City of Los
Angeles, we fear that dividing our representation between council districts
will leave our communities vulnerable to overdevelopment. The recent
passage of SB 9 and SB 10 has made this threat even greater.
Recent disastrous wildfires have also demonstrated that these communities
have more in common than their urbanized neighbors to the south. Under
mutual threat, these communities banded together to confront a common
danger.
The 2000 redistricting map divided the neighborhood council between two
City Council districts which resulted in a diluted representation and a
diminished response to the concerns of these communities from City Hall.
Preserving the current level of representation benefits all concerned.
-- Warmest Regards,
Kevin J Davis
President
Foothill Trails District NC
*"**“There comes a point where we need to stop just pulling people out of
the river. We need to go upstream and find out why they're falling in.”.**"*
*-- Desmond Tutu*

Date
10/7/2021 13:56:28

10/7/2021 14:09:58

Name
Testiony
WARREN TENHOUTEN
Dear Commissioners,
As a resident of Laurel Canyon for 60 years, I have great concerns about
the proposed Map K2.5. Laurel Canyon should be included in the proposed
Council District 5. One way to accomplish this is for the eastern boundary
of Council District 5 to extend farther eastward to encompass all of Laurel
Canyon. There are very valid reasons for this. This can be done by
making Nichols Canyon the eastern boundary.
The Laurel Canyon community and Laurel Canyon Association have been part of
the Bel Air-Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council (BABCNC) for over two
decades. The identity, concerns, culture, ecology, interests, and
challenges confronting Laurel Canyon and the BABCNC portion of District 5
are identical. Laurel Canyon has always had this commonality of interests,
ecology, and culture with the neighborhoods of Beverly Crest and Bel Air,
and less orientation toward the communities within the separate Hollywood
Hills neighborhood council.
Laurel Canyon needs a council member and a single council office that can
focus on the unique challenges, risks, and concerns of residents of these
hillside neighborhoods.
Hillside residents enjoy the lower density and proximity to natural habitat
that the hillsides make possible. They also have deep concern for safety
and preventing wildfire, and concern to preserve open space and the
wildlife dependent upon it. Because hillside streets are often narrow and
winding, and the hillside topography can be challenging, residents are
concerned to establish guidelines governing development in the hillsides.
Indeed, my wife and I have worked together over the years with neighbors to
ensure the adoption of the LADBS Hillside Ordinance. The hillsides
confront many additional challenges and opportunities that are unique to
them. For these reasons, it is crucial that these hillside communities be
represented by a single council office.
One way to meet the needs and challenges of these hillside neighborhoods is
to include all of Laurel Canyon within Council District 5.
An alternative way to meet the needs and challenges of these
hillside neighborhoods is to create a single Council District that
encompasses the hillside portions of Council District 5, all of Laurel
Canyon, and the Council District 4 hillside communities comprising the
Hollywood Hills West and East--eastward to the Interstate 5 freeway.
The proposed Map K2.5 fails to address these hillside communities' need to
be represented by a single council district that can dedicate its focus to
the unique challenges confronting these hillside communities.
It is unfathomable why Map K2.5 includes the communities of Westwood, West
Los Angeles, Beverly Grove, Larchmont, etc. in Council District 5. These
are not hillside communities.
It is similarly perplexing why Map K2.5 potentially includes Toluca Lake
and communities in the eastern San Fernando Valley in proposed Council
District 4. Again, these are not hillside communities.
My concern is: the hillside communities running from the 405 freeway on
the west to the 5 freeway on the east, and from Ventura Blvd on the north
to Sunset Blvd on the south, require their own Council District. These
communities share a unique set of risks, threats, concerns, interests,
ecology, and culture that necessitates their own council district.
Establishing such a council district or districts is the only rational,
ethical, and democratic measure.
Thank you in advance.
Sincerely,
Warren D. TenHouten, PhD
Professor Emeritus, UCLA
8854 Lookout Mountain Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90046
###-####
Lois Common-Denominator
Hello Powerbrokers
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are a tight-knit community working to make our neighborhood safer & our local businesses more prosperous. We meet regularly with city officials &
work closely with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved.
It is imperative we remain in CD5. A split will neither help prevent crime, nor stall any downturn in our beloved neighborhood. Splitting us up will jeopardize all we have built & are working toward. Please fight with us &
not against us!
SincerelyJulian Davies & Marina Marit7611 Clinton StreetLl: ###-####
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10/7/2021 14:35:26
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Janis Maslyk

10/7/2021 15:54:16

Bob Anderson

10/7/2021 16:05:32

Lisa Dosch

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not
ignore Map L.
- Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5.
- Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City.
- We lose our district and our connectivity to the San Fernando Valley.
- Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for
Studio City.
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
- Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2.
- This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community
of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into
District 7 Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2.
And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse
community with common interests.
*Recap:*
*Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from
District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into
District 7.*
Thank you,
Janis Maslyk
12120 Cantura St
Studio City CA 91604
Dear Commission Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and Commissioners,
The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association thanks the Commission for their untiring efforts on City Council Redistricting. We submit the attached recommendations letter supporting Draft Map K2.5.
Thank you.
Bob Anderson
Board Member and Chair, Redistricting Committee
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA)
www.SOHA914.com
Mobile: (###-####
BobHillsideOrdinance@gmail.com
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr. Mitchell,
I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense; however, I kindly ask that you include Griffith Park in District 13 under the K2.5 map. I
urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5 (with Griffith Park added to District 13) immediately and forward it to Council for final approval. Thank you, Lisa Dosch
2919 Angus Street
Los Angeles, CA 90039

Date
10/7/2021 16:15:11

Name
Steven V

Testiony
Hello,
I attended the recent redistricting meeting where the councilperson Nithya
Raman who represents the district I currently live in - CD4- had deviously
dropped the Plan L map on everyone and proceeded to "plant" operatives
into the citizen testimony.
I think those who where aware and opposed to her tactics were kind in their
portrayal of what was really going on. It's the same kind of dirty tactics
she used to game an election against an incumbent who her operatives
slandered on social media to turn votes to an unknowing public.
I want to first say that I am for all voices, all people and that an
elected politician -regardless of ideology and party - is to serve the
entirety of their constituency. Nithya Raman doesn't even pretend to and
has refused and that's why a recall effort organized to put her on notice
that race baiting, division, ignoring pleas for public safety in favor of
radical policies, ignoring the law and using a political office to serve
her own and Democrat Socialist of America agenda should be a crime. Almost
everyone in CD4 would agree she doesn't serve *them.*
Her claims as below are evidence of her disdain for homeowners, mostly
whites and non people of color, older people.
Please do not let this person create any perception that she represents
anything other than a cancel culture who wants to force established
Angelenos out of LA in the name of her socialist utopia. She preys upon
impressionable younger people who dismiss many aspects of the traditional
American dream because many don't want to do the work and make the
commitment to achieve them.
The formerly unemployed wife of a hollywood producer, Raman thinks public
service and the act of redistricting is a game and an academic exercise and
regardless where CD4 lands, she'll never serve all the constituents in
earnest. Character is destiny and it's interesting how for this person,
the voices of many she was supposed to serve, may finally be the ones that
override her tactics to use a district for her own gain.
Please do not let the avarice of a failed politician influence or break
apart K2.5 in any way, especially with regards to threatening the unity of
the greater wilshire district of Hancock Park, Windsor Square and Larchmont.
Thank you for your efforts and Mr. Ali has run a very fair and community
driven redistricting. Hats off to him.
- Steven Voci, resident of Gower Street, Larchmont Heights.
from the Larchmont Buzz, October 7 issue..
Tuesday, Raman posted <https://www.instagram.com/p/CUqwnCRpXcb/ on social
media, “Last week the LA City Redistricting Commission moved forward with a
proposed map that effectively *erases* our district in its current form.”
Raman continued, “What is saddest is to me is that these maps decimate the
voices of new voters in a historic election – one that some more renters,
more young people, and more people of color participate than ever
before. I’ve spent almost 2 years telling people in LA that their voices
mattered. That engaging in city government could make real change. Now,
thanks to the actions of a few unelected commissioners, the voices of
thousands of Angelenos are being erased.”
She urged her 28,000 Instagram followers to contact the commission and
“make your voice heard. YOU have the opportunity to offer comment on the
draft map before it goes to Council for a final vote,” posted Raman.
In response to the criticism, Chairman Fred Ali told the Los Angeles Times
<https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-09-30/los-angeles-city-redistricting-plan-nithya-raman-paul-krekorian-districts,
“This commission has taken very, very seriously the testimony it receives,
in combination with the data.”
The Los Angeles Times
<https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-09-30/los-angeles-city-redistricting-plan-nithya-raman-paul-krekorian-districts
reported:
“Ali defended the commission’s work so far, saying that unlike previous
decades, line-drawing decisions are being made not behind closed doors but
in public — viewable on Zoom during each of the panel’s lengthy evening
meetings.
The commission, he said, is basing its decisions not on where a politician
lives but on U.S. Census data, public input and on proposals aimed at
keeping “communities of interest” together in the same council district.”
-"Have a great day"

Date
10/7/2021 16:22:57

Name
Levin Muriel

10/7/2021 16:53:08

Chris Maslyk

10/7/2021 16:53:25

dianne jacobs

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Be well,
Before you leave, take a look at all the properties on the market by clicking here. <http://www.muriellevin.com/Hancock_Park_Houses/Property_Search.html
If you have a friend, neighbor or family member who needs help in today's market, forward them my email now. I know they will thank you for it.
MURIEL LEVIN
(###-####
MurielLevin@Gmail.com
REALTOR, C.N., D.R.E. Certified REO and Short Sale Specialist
H.A.F.A. Certified. D.R.E. License ###-####
Your Friendly Help in the Real Estate Business
Confidentiality Notice: This message, including any attachment(s), may contain confidential information protected by law. The information contained herein is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s).If you have
received this message in error, please contact the sender at the e-mail address listed above and destroy all copies of the original message, including any attachments. Thank you.
Dear Commissioners,
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not
ignore Map L.
- Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5.
- Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City.
- We lose our district and our connectivity to the San Fernando Valley.
- Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for
Studio City.
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
- Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2.
- This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community
of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into
District 7 Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2.
And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse
community with common interests.
*Recap:*
*Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from
District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into
District 7.*
Thank you,
Chris Maslyk
12120 Cantura St
Studio City CA 91604
Dear Sirs,
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all
prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Dianne Jacobs
11130 Cashmere St
LA 90049
Sent from my iPhone
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Owynn Lancaster

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
My name is Owynn Lancaster and I live in the recognized community of Shadow
Hills which is in the northeast section of the San Fernando Valley. Shadow
Hills has approximately 2,400 residences. Like a majority of my neighbors,
I am opposed to the K2.5 maps under consideration for adoption for the
redistricting of the City of Los Angeles.
Specifically, I'm opposed to the redistricting proposals because they would
divide our recognized community and significantly reduce our representation
within our own local government. The K2.5 maps sever homes in the
Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as
well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills.
The people living in homes on these streets would no longer be stakeholders
in their own community.
The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the
Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as
they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common
interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share
the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and equine
safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain
in CD-7.
Additionally, if most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill
Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and
irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented
by our own neighborhood council.
Further, we know that returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7,
this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the
maximum population allowed per district, meaning the movement would be
possible with better representation for common interest communities.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Owynn Lancaster
Executive Secretary
Shadow Hills Property Owners Association
###-####
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Owynn Lancaster

10/7/2021 18:36:55

daniel green

10/7/2021 20:16:52

"Samuel J. Uretsky"

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
My name is Owynn Lancaster and I live in the recognized community of Shadow
Hills which is in the northeast section of the San Fernando Valley. Shadow
Hills has approximately 2,400 residences. Like a majority of my neighbors,
I am opposed to the K2.5 maps under consideration for adoption for the
redistricting of the City of Los Angeles.
Specifically, I'm opposed to the redistricting proposals because they would
divide our recognized community and significantly reduce our representation
within our own local government. The K2.5 maps sever homes in the
Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as
well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills.
The people living in homes on these streets would no longer be stakeholders
in their own community.
The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the
Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as
they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common
interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share
the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and equine
safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain
in CD-7.
Additionally, if most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill
Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and
irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented
by our own neighborhood council.
Further, we know that returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7,
this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the
maximum population allowed per district, meaning the movement would be
possible with better representation for common interest communities.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Owynn Lancaster
Executive Secretary
Shadow Hills Property Owners Association
###-####
Los Feliz has long been recognized as a community of interest. All of Los
Feliz, including Griffith Park, should remain within one council district.
Daniel Green
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Commission and Staff:
This time I am writing to you in my individual capacity, as a resident of Greater Wilshire, having lived in Larchmont for 22 years.
I wanted to share some observations that may also be top of mind for you:
1. Wednesday night's Public Hearing was very well done. You listened to 142 people, if I counted correctly. Thank you for this.
2. Plan K2.5 has broad and deep support across the City.
3. Greater Wilshire is united behind K2.5, with us in District 5. There was no dissent from actual Greater Wilshire constituents, who are clearly grateful that our Community of Interest, including our Orthodox Jewish
Community of Interest, will be joined with like-minded neighbors in the new District 5.
I also have one concern that is troubling me:
A separate, destructive narrative is being woven by the supporters of Council Member Raman, with the goal of derailing your work. Their narrative is one of disenfranchisement; that “her” council district, which she often
remarked during her election campaign was absurdly gerrymandered, has now fallen victim to gerrymandering and back-room political machinations. Several speakers challenged you to make "her" whole. By my count,
most of these speakers were from outside of her current District 4 and none were from the proposed District 5. The motivations of these speakers and their organizations are political, grounded in protecting the reelection of a particular candidate. Their remarks ignored the fundamental issues and practicalities of redistricting.
During the upcoming Public Hearings, I expect these voices will continue to surface irrespective of what is best for the redistricting process as a whole or for any individual district.
From day one, I have watched in admiration as the Commission has deflected political pressure and stuck by following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Thank you for this approach. As you reach your finish line, please do not be swayed by partisan political outcry.
Respectfully,
Sam Uretsky
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Thomas Glick

Testiony
Dear Esteemed Commission,
I hope this finds you well. I wanted to express my concern and opposition regarding Map K.2. This map proposed by this unelected group of commissioners places the assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a
district which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates a new CD2 or CD4 - a mostly Black and Brown district without cultural landmarks or community assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5% of CD3’s current population. I emphatically urge the Commission
to oppose this deeply problematic map that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners. Please keep CD3 whole, and do not
disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Jacqie S. 8011 Irondale Ave. Winnetka CA 91306
Please ! Listen to voices korean-americans in that region, what they
wants !
Dear Commission:
The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA) has been proactively involved in City Council Redistricting since late 2020. We submitted five recommendation letters, the first in December 2020. We submitted
numerous emailed recommendations. We spoke at seven Commission meetings, the first in December 2020. We held a virtual Redistricting Forum for our community in early September 2021. SOHA’s
recommendations have not wavered and are consistently based on fairness. First, keeping our entire community whole in a single council district. Second, having a single bridge district contiguous in the Valley. Third,
giving the Valley its fair share of council districts. We also want to ensure that all areas of the city are fairly treated to realize their full potential.
We applaud the Commission for the transparency, fairness, and independence of its redistricting process. We appreciate that the September 30th meeting converged to single Draft Map K2.5 with the potential to meet
the expectations of a majority of city stakeholders. We also appreciate that the Commission highlighted Map K2.5 critical issues that must be corrected.
SOHA continues to support Draft Map K2.5. It is a fifth-generation map: Map C.2 (1st Gen); Map J (2nd Gen); Map K Corrected (3rd Gen); Map K2 (4th Gen); and Map K2.5 (5th Gen). The evolution from Map J to Map
K Corrected was a critical step to gain SOHA support. Maps A.1 through J did not include all of Sherman Oaks in a single district and/or give the Valley its fair share. Map K Corrected included all of Sherman Oaks in
District 3 and gave the Valley a full fair share.
We were encouraged by the more than 400 usually thoughtful comments at the first public hearing on October 6th and that the majority of comments supported Draft Map K2.5. The Commission must ensure that the
process continues to evolve Map K2.5 as the final map for City Council approval. This means that the Commission must work to resolve the issues identified in the October 4th memo and further issues raised at the
October 6th and three upcoming public hearings. For example, the Valley’s issues concerning the current placement of Winnetka, Canoga Park, Reseda, Lake Balboa, and part of Van Nuys within a new valley district
and the redrawing of Current Districts 2 and 4 must be fairly resolved.
Lastly, the Commission should continue to reject newly introduced first-generation maps such as Map L. Such maps lack the pedigree of fifth-generation Map K2.5 and the remaining Commission schedule leaves no
time for starting over and evolving such first-generation maps to fruition. We also note that this same schedule restriction applies to the City Council. The Council has only a few weeks to make necessary minor
adjustments to the Commission’s map and then prepare the final map ordinance for mayoral approval. This too must be a process of convergence, not divergence. It would not be appropriate for the City Council to
introduce a new map simply because of unresolved issues on the Commission-approved Final Map.
Thank you for the consideration you have given SOHA over the past ten months. Please contact me is you have any questions.
--Tom Glick, SOHA Boardmember
Sent from Mail for Windows
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Name
Susan Wong

Testiony
Hello,

I am a resident of Shadow Hills and I am concerned that the Redistricting
Committee has ripped most parts of Shadow Hills from it’s home in CD7 (MAP
K2.5), and placed them in two other districts that do not have as many
common concerns with our neighborhood. Our current Council member,
Councilwoman
Monica Rodriquez has an Equine Advisory Board, and many of our Shadow Hills
residents have worked with her on various equestrian related issues.

Please read some excerpts from an October 6, 2021 article in the San
Fernando Sun about how the horse communities (Sylmar, Shadow Hills, Lake
View Terrace, and La Tuna Canyon, all currently in CD7) are celebrating the
passage of AB 974, which many of us have worked on.

*“The equine community is celebrating the recent passage of AB 974,
authored by Assemblymember Luz Rivas, which seeks to improve the visibility
of those riding horses or other animals on paved highways at night by
requiring riders and their equines to wear reflective gear or lights
beginning at sundown.*
*“The idea for this legislation came from my community after an unfortunate
horse and vehicle accident occurred in my district,” Rivas said. “If we can
prevent even one injury because of this new law, then our efforts will have
been worth it.”*
*Rivas was referring to an accident in October of 2019, when a vehicle
struck two individuals riding their horses in Lake View Terrace. The crash
killed the two horses and left the riders in critical condition.*
*Neither the riders nor their equines were wearing reflective gear or
lights at the time.*
*The accident prompted a community town hall meeting that served as the
impetus to update rider safety laws for the state, according to Rivas’
office.*
*“AB 974 is a big victory for equestrian communities in Assembly District
39 and the state, and a great step towards making our roads safer for
riders,” said Gina Cruz, chair of the Foothill Trails District Land Use
Committee and a member of its equine committee.*

*“Part of the nature of our communities here is that a lot of our horse
properties don’t have direct access to the trails. So we have a lot of
riders riding on the streets to get to the trails,” she said.*
*“One thing a lot of people don’t realize is that a lot of the streets in
these communities are designated as equestrian trails — the streets
themselves. So it should be expected by people to see horses on the
streets. And you do see that in our communities of Lake View Terrace,
Shadow Hills, LaTuna Canyon and Sylmar.”*
*The riders add that trails throughout the local area aren’t fully set
aside or maintained, or have been blocked off to riders. *
*Blose added, “we live in a wonderful community,” and that people “want to
be able to ride horses [safely].”*
*“California has the second largest population of horses in the entire
country, and it’s important that we take these steps to keep riders safe,
and protect our equestrian heritage,” she said.”*
Full article:
https://sanfernandosun.com/2021/10/06/new-law-requires-reflective-gear-at-night-for-horses-and-riders-on-streets-and-highways/?
fbclid=IwAR29BlgMagjuOtvGWWw3e9STdhz1C3z4VsNmCPxA9TBC9FnbQOPhCuj0L10

*PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND PLEASE PUT THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF
SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7*. By returning Shadow Hills
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Drew Meade
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Sandra Krist

Yanow Home

Testiony
Hello
I've never written to the city or to my representatives before, so
hopefully that is an indication of how strongly I feel about the below.
And I know from conversations and town halls that I am fairly
representative of the views of my community and of neighboring communities.
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot
Hills.
I strongly support *Map K2.5 *because it keeps the WNC within a single
council district, it respects the boundaries of existing Homeowner’s
Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and
interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the
Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts
based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences
and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the
highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
*Please NO NOT absorb our district into some larger blob covering several
disparate communities, each with their own unique needs and each requiring
their own voice! *Changing the map away from K2.5 will dilute all our
voices, will not serve the best interests of our communities, and *will
infuriate us voters*.
*Please keep map K2.5 intact.*
Sincerely,
Andrew Meade
Please see attached letter in support of Map K2.5.
Thank you.
Margaret H. Gillespie
Board Member
Cheviot Hills Home Owners' Association
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L. Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City. We have completely different interests from those who live in Hollywood. I'm curious about the rationale for the
changes that are proposed. I have not seen them explained. Why link a San Fernando Valley community across a mountain to align it to a central city community?
I support Map L with the following adjustments:Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast
Valley from District 2 and into District 7 Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.
Thank you.
Sandra Krist4333 Farmdale AvenueStudio City, CA 91604
I would like to formally protest the redistributing that will affect The
Oaks neighborhood. I would prefer The Oaks to remain in one district rather
than being split into two.
Best,
Tony Yanow
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Name
Yasmine Pomeroy

Testiony
Dear Esteemed Commission,
I hope this finds you well. First, thank you for doing this work. Although
I have concerns and do not agree with the current map being considered, I
do want to acknowledge how labor intensive this process is, so thank you.
I am a lifelong resident of the West San Fernando Valley. I grew up in
West Hills, moved to Woodland Hills, and now reside in Canoga Park.
Additionally, I teach high school English in Woodland Hills - I live and
work in the same district. This is something I consider a privilege, as not
many are able to do so. With that said, however, as someone who works in
Woodland Hills and lives in Canoga Park, the attention given to specific
neighborhoods in our district can't be ignored: the southern half of our
district has privileges and advantages that the northern half of our
district does not. The irony that the southern half is primarily white,
while the northern half is primarily Latinx does not escape me. I wanted to
express my concern and opposition regarding Map K.2.
This map places assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a district
which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates a new CD2
or CD4 - a mostly Latinx district without cultural landmarks or community
assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a
City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election
cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale. Again, considering
the population, I do not want to make assumptions as to why the whiter,
wealthier half of our district is able to vote next year with this proposed
map, while the north half, mostly Latinx, will not be able to vote until
2024.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an
overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any
consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5%
of CD3’s current population.
I emphatically urge the Commission to oppose this deeply problematic map
that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and
immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners. Please keep CD3
whole, and do not disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.
Thank you for your time and consideration. I look forward to tomorrow's
meeting.
Sincerely,
-Yasmine Pomeroy (She/Her)
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Name
Jose Marroquin

Testiony
Hello There,
My name is Jose Marroquin and I live in the Baldwin Hills area known as
"The Dons" of Council District 8. I want to add my opinion to the current
City of Los Angeles redistricting process underway.
At the last redistricting exercise, our district suffered a big loss
because many of its most important economic assets were stripped. Assets
such as USC, Expo Park (including the African American Museum) were
transferred to City Council 9 even though CD9 already had valuable assets
such as the Convention Center, Staples Center, LA Live, among others.
This action contributed to making CD8 the district with the fewest jobs and
the lowest tax base of all other districts in the Council in disadvantage
of its residents. This inquiety needs to be corrected in order for the CD8
to expand and enhance services for the homeless and the maintenance of its
streets, parks, etc.
As you deliberate about the new remapping, I urge you to take my points in
consideration. Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. I'm
looking forward to hearing from you.
Respectfully,

10/8/2021 14:10:31

Phyllis Chiu

10/8/2021 14:26:01

Royce Menkus

10/8/2021 14:55:28

Karla Ahmanson

Jose Marroquin
4328 Don Arellanes Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90008
HP (###-####
Dear Commissioners:
I am a stakeholder in the Chinatown community. From 1###-#### I worked and/or resided in the community, and since 2007 I have been a serving as a volunteer providing services to residents. I know that locals
recognize certain historical community boundaries. Presently, the whole community lies within CD1. However, in the new "K 2.5" redistricting plan, a corner of Chinatown has been cut out and placed in CD 14 with
Downtown, Boyle Heights, and Eagle Rock. I ask you to reconsider and to restore this area to CD1.
The area that has been cut off is bound by North Hill, Ord, Alameda, and Cesar Chavez Streets. Historically, China City was located here. Within this area are the Cathay Manor Senior Apartments, Teo Chew
Association temple, Yue Wah Market and China Bookstore, Keung Kee Restaurant, 651 N. Broadway apartments, many other Asian small businesses, and the Chinatown Dragon Gate, the entrance to Chinatown!
The residents of these blocks do their shopping, banking, medical appointments, and voting in the part of the community that is assigned to CD1, and their needs are the same as those of the people one block
over. The small businesses are patronized by the residents of CD1 and their interests are no different from the ones across Ord Street. The cut-off residents and businesses deserve to be represented by the same
council district as the rest of Chinatown. If this small area of a few blocks is placed in CD14, their concerns will be lost.
I do not understand the reasoning behind this decision. Is it expediency, inattention, a lapse or omission in considering the needs of a small immigrant community, or is it a punitive action? Whatever the motive, the
result is disrespectful to our community. We do not want to see all the words of support for Chinese seniors and cries of "Stop Asian hate" evaporate into mere slogans, while political actions express the exact
opposite.
Therefore, I urge you to correct this action. Restore this area to CD1 to keep Chinatown together. Show by your actions that you understand the history and needs of Chinatown. Thank you.
phyllis chiuretired teacher, Castelar School###-####
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Karla and Bill Ahmanson at 150 S. Hudson Place support the Draft Plan K2, which unites the GWNC area in the likely CD 5, and oppose the new map #54277, which would once again split the Greater Wilshire area
among three districts.
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Anita

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
*I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict
Canyon. *Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon
to Council District 5 on Map K2.5.
*Please extend Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further
east to include Franklin Canyon. *This would allow our canyon to
remain in the same
district as* our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council *which embodies a *community of interest* related to *fire
risk,* *Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues,* *public services*
including *fire and police services* *shared with Bel Air*, and
cross-canyon traffic.
Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood
Council are *addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire
prevention and fire preparedness*. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our
Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is *served
by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that
serves Bel Air.* And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are *served by the
West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405*. Both of these
stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it
extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley.
*Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact *as it connects Franklin
Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues
confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are
not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon
dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues.
*Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 *so
we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council,
addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you.
Sincerely,
-- Jonathan Canter and Kimberly Crowley
2074 N Beverly Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
(###-####
To The Members of the Redistricting Commission,
Thank you again for all your time and committedness to this messy task of dividing the city of Los Angeles into political districts. I have been tuned into the
ZOOM events that you have hosted for the citizens of Los Angeles since the beginning of this cycle.
I was happy to see that the request from my community North Hills West was placed in Council District 12 where we belong.
What I implore you to do is to make the San Fernando Valley districts whole and the contiguous and common communities grouped so that they have a singular voice in representation. The population of the valley is
over 1.8 million people, and only a few cities in the United States are more populated..New York, Chicago, Houston, and Los Angeles.
That the San Fernando Valley has not had effective and or strong representation on the Los Angeles City Council is a result of manipulating the boundaries of an electoral constituency. There are 15 Los Angeles City
Council districts and the San Fernando Valley should have at least 6 complete and whole districts. There is no excuse for the carving up of valley communities for the benefit of Los Angeles city districts.
And again, whom ever represents a district, if they are moved because of population shift, should represent the communities of interest,
neighborhood councils, and the residents of their assigned council district. Your map and districting decisions would make it clear to the present Los Angeles City Council that what you have presented to them is a map
that represents the population and the voice of the people of Los Angeles.
Again, Thank you to all of the commissioners for hearing the voice of those of us who care.
Sincerely,
Anita Goldbaum
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Testiony
"Heyn, Matthew @ LA North"
Dear Commissioners - I was just made aware of the proposed change that would move Councilman Krekorian out of his district that he knows and understands.
Making a change to Alternative Map K2 would move incumbents out of their districts to represent areas where the citizens did not vote for them. This is not fair or serving the best interests of our citizens.
I strongly support Alternative Map L.
Thank you.
Matthew Heyn | Lic. ###-####
CBRE | Advisory & Transaction Services
234 S. Brand Blvd, suite 800 | Glendale, CA 91204
T +1 ###-####
matt.heyn@cbre.com<mailto:matt.heyn@cbre.com | LinkedIn | Twitter
Follow CBRE: CBRE.com<http://cbre.com/ | LinkedIn<https://www.linkedin.com/company/cbre | Twitter<https://www.twitter.com/cbre | Instagram<https://instagram.com/cbre/ | Facebook<https://www.facebook.com/cbre
| Weibo<http://weibo.com/cbrechina | WeChat<http://mp.weixin.qq.com/s?__biz=MzA3NDg5OTExMg==&mid=###-####&idx=1&sn=8e13###-####26ad7ce9b6069b79c3a#rd
Dolores Marantz
My family has been in the San Fernando Valley since 1925.....I am tired of
looking at my Valley as a Garbage Dump for the homeless....who many are
drug addicts, winos and drunks, and never held a job in their life. they
want to live off us!.....
They are NOT ALL POOR COVID VICTIMS...
The govenment should stop giving them free money. Many business tell us
that they CANNOT FIND HELP.....people just want to stay home and receive
FREE GOVERNMENT MONEY.
AND ANOTHER PROBLEM'
We keep hearing about lack of water......HOWEVER, the building never
stops.....thousands of apartments, buildings, hotels keep going up and no
one thinks of all the Water, Electricity, and sewers they will use.
The CITY JUST KEEPS ISSUING MORE AND MORE PERMITS TO BUILD!
how about a response to these questions!!!!!!!
Dolores and Ronald Marantz, Woodland Hills, Ca
We hope you won't just respond with THANK YOU FOR YOUR EMAIL!
Yong Kim
Thank you Commissioners for all of your hard work. I live in the Wilshire
Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for developing and Draft
Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire and Wilshire Park exactly where we
belong. Together in District 5!
As you heard in testimony at Wednesday's night's Public Hearing there is
great support for K2.5 and District. 5. Speakers against K2.5, District 5
came from other areas of the City and chose to speak on political concerns,
not the restricting process. I appreciate that the Commission has followed
the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its
determinations. Please continue to do so.
Respectfully,
Yong Kim
"michael@kohngaller Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Hancock Park. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Hancock
y.com"
Park, GWNC and communities of interest to the west together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous parks.
Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring that this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered. Sincerely yours,
Michael Kohn
_____________________________
KOHN GALLERY
1227 North Highland Avenue Los Angeles, CA 90038
###-####
michael@kohngallery.com <mailto:michael@kohngallery.com
www.kohngallery.com <http://www.kohngallery.com/
Member ADAA
Confidentiality notice: The information contained in this email and in any attachments are for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and contain information that may be confidential and/or legally privileged and
protected from disclosure. If you have received this email in error, please notify the sender by reply email and delete the message immediately from your computer. Any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of this
communication by someone other than the intended recipient is prohibited.
Lilla Zuckerman
I am a homeowner in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire and
I just want to see THANK YOU for considering Map K2.5. I feel
very gratified to know you are placing us in Council District where we can
receive the focused attention and services we require.
Best
Lilla Zuckerman
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Charmaine Smith

Testiony
Thank you Commissioners for all of your hard work.
I have lived in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire for many years. Thank you for developing and Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire and Wilshire Park exactly where we belong. Together in
District 5!
As you heard in testimony at Wednesday's night's Public Hearing there is great support for K2.5 and District. 5. Speakers against K2.5, District 5 came from other areas of the City and chose to speak on political
concerns, not the restricting process. I appreciate that the Commission has followed the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in
its determinations. Please continue to do so. Residents of Wilshire Park would like to remain with District 5.
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Rowena Koenig
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Lorna Hennington
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John Keane
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Lisa Edwards

Respectfully,
Charmaine Smith
Thank you Commissioners for all of your hard work.
I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for
developing and Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire and Wilshire Park
exactly where we belong. Together in District 5!
As you heard in testimony at Wednesday's night's Public Hearing there is
great support for K2.5 and District. 5. Speakers against K2.5, District 5
came from other areas of the City and chose to speak on political concerns,
not the restricting process.
I appreciate that the Commission has followed the census data, voting
rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations. Please
continue to do so.
Respectfully,
Rowena Koenig
Thank you Commissioners for all of your hard work. I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for developing and Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire and Wilshire Park exactly where
we belong. Together in District 5!
As you heard in testimony at Wednesday's night's Public Hearing there is great support for K2.5 and District. 5. Speakers against K2.5, District 5 came from other areas of the City and chose to speak on political
concerns, not the restricting process. I appreciate that the Commission has followed the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in
its determinations. Please continue to do so.
Respectfully,
.
[https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/wK0xs-mADWRlCLxdTkmf8hNA_BpmJHdvf6fVPx1BXQslHhxZNlRKcZ5oeGfxinM0uBnhW2jaqiR1_6xWY158JosbHuZe9S4NunRdpZj1H2HH2RoVt66CPJ0ff80TB_4J18i-rx45]
[https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/ZqDIpYJA9-2d6M-1GCVgK5bDL0kwNAG9_XOWYviKMagpZjyx9qWuAx5XxFSrOk4x3QjLwUMe_OtJiX0rCMiDJwHgUPxLoZjRqc7FVTst1WTJSdA_8MMgz2B4SXHo4_sJnrtMJ8Ze]
Lorna Hennington
Realtor ︳Broker ︳Attorney
KW | KELLER WILLIAMS REALTY, LARCHMONT
BRE # ###-####
###-####
lorna@bateshennington.com<mailto:lorna@bateshennington.com
www.bateshennington.com<https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.bateshennington.com&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%
7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C###-####2741&sdata=ii1%2BIUleRu4MYoCO%2BVn4Ph%2BJjNw60hLH5BivHVzuZj0%3D&reserved=0
[https://lh5.googleusercontent.com/Q11GZfUj6nYhg10euzdnmfBnAkmL_Z41nekFiWTrTUblajxifLQBaY98EGhVlGk48P4EkkSj_uDDDvC7JPTwTVTzrU0GOaMX2drPx7Bw4xKgrD1zlxn-fPtx8ohB6MkXjdE-1Xgr]<https:
//eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%
7C1%7C0%7C###-####2746&sdata=bHxn5H7k0UU9Fz%2BFb%2FIG36UXfF9kbUrdYXEHoPXAMxM%3D&reserved=0 [https://lh6.googleusercontent.
com/lXHIzDu5brNXu0NmMxbpYtqjhsp6GH6kbz2v9PHx6mH3hEbCXKCvbmvVsDIfLcpdfXf3xzndnaPDOWbB6xAa3rEm_XUvB-WQfLRrWGIZ3fkhCuRNy0Obvr6yTLPCyrPfHNtKDAYP] <https://eur04.safelinks.
protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.instagram.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C#######2746&sdata=rXUhihoV%2Fp%2FgkoR6Pjb%2BL7Lqv38TTXpSlcte7d8a3og%3D&reserved=0 [https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/wl0S09H8_aOmDuSjizypCHIcPjfhoVQyL7jHDct_6mB330X_ZpZBmg7i9tl1mVtUO2cXKLXKkMMHsDUkU7knGwTZB30OsX8Om4IcfmlYJF8evt8cCELwaxHupobcAd_XnSWNYu1] <https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.
twitter.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C###-####2754&sdata=ekg%2FLP4m%
2BpkejJd3QYOMKz%2BuopGl7YX6BV5zA1q%2B%2FZ4%3D&reserved=0
Call
Send SMS
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Add to Skype
You'll need Skype CreditFree via Skype
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Hancock Park. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Hancock
Park, GWNC and communities of interest to the west together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous parks.
Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring that this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered. Sent from my iPhone
Thank you, Commissioners, for all of your hard work. I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for developing and Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire and Wilshire Park exactly
where we belong. Together in District 5!
Respectfully, Lisa Edwards
966 3rd Ave
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Adam Rubenstein
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Sarah Lavonne
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zack oldenburg

Testiony
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Larchmont, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places Larchmont in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong. Together! As you heard from
testimony at Wednesday night's Public Hearing, there is great support for K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. Speakers against K2.5 came from other areas of the City and chose to speak of political concerns, not
the redistricting process. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully, Adam Rubenstein
larchmont Village resident
Dear Redistricting Team:
I am writing to express concern over dividing Beverly Blvd north and south
between two different council districts. I understand the push to keep
Koreatown in CD10 HOWEVER north of 3rd street between Normandy and Vermont
is predominately Latinx.
Historically 3rd street was the CD13th district boundary and I suggest the
boundary remains at 3rd street east of Normandy as it has always been in
order to protect the voices of the Latinx community who uses the streets as
a marketplace.
Also, Beverly Blvd is one of the cities main east, west arteries and its a
mess as many of the Latinx pop up vendors sell on the sidewalk which causes
pedestrian to cross in the middle of the street. At the same time, cars
race down Beverly Blvd towards Vermont.
Dividing the street would make it impossible to get any council oversight
in terms of what is best for the vendors and pedestrians.
This is a simple fix.
Keep the boundary at 3rd street since this part of the neighborhood does
not identify as Korean like it does on 6th and south of 6th and keep the
needs of the Latinx vendors respected by maintaining the integrity of CD13
and the Latinx community.
Thank you,
Sarah Miller
CD13, Beverly and Kenmore
Get Outlook for iOS <https://aka.ms/o0ukef
*Sent with Shift
<https://tryshift.com/?utm_source=SentWithShift&utm_campaign=Sent+with+Shift+Signature&utm_medium=Email+Signature&utm_content=General+Email+Group*
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Larchmont, part of Greater Wilshire. I strongly OPPOSE Plan K2.5. It’s undemocratic and undermining of the votes of the city’s constituents. As you heard from
testimony at Wednesday night's Public Hearing, there is great support for keeping CD4 as it is.
Thank you,

10/8/2021 18:10:11

Karen Gilman

Zack Oldenburg
Dear Commissioners and staff,
Thanks for all your hard work. I live in Larchmont Village, part of the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. We support and appreciate Plan K
2.5, which keeps us where we belong: Larchmont in Greater Wilshire!
Together!
As you heard from Wednesday night's hearing testimony, there is much
support for Plan K 2.5 and keeping Greater Wilshire together in Council
District 5. In contrast, many speakers opposing K 2.5 came from other parts
of the city and seemed to be motivated by political goals rather than
numbers of voters, the redistricting process and the Voting Rights Act.
Thank you for adhering to your mission and goals, being transparent,
looking for consensus, following census data, following the Voting Rights
Act and considering communities of interest and neighborhood council
boundaries.
Sincerely,
Karen Gilman
4941 Elmwood Ave.
Los Angeles 90004

Date
10/8/2021 18:43:58

Name
Gail Zaritsky

Testiony
To the Commission,
I oppose the plan for redistricting Council District 13 which will not
include parts of Los Feliz. You eliminated vital parts of Los Feliz;
Waverly, Los Feliz Hills, The Oaks and importantly, Griffith Park. Please
reconsider this division of what is now "Los Feliz".
Gail Zaritsky
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Gail Zaritsky <gailzaritsky@gmail.com
Date: Fri, Oct 8, 2021 at 6:31 PM
Subject: redistricting
To: Rael Zaritsky <raelzaritsky@icloud.com, <mattzaritsky@gmail.com,
lynne jewell <lynnetjewell@gmail.com

Redistricting Commission,
I as a resident of Los Feliz am very concerned over my neighborhood not
being included in the redistricting of Los Feliz. I live in what your map
designates "Waverly Heights" which is a vital part of Los Feliz. How the
commission could consider eliminating this area as well as Los Feliz Hills
and "Griffith Park" does not make any sense. "Please" consider leaving
Council District 13 intact.
(signature with address)

10/8/2021 18:53:31

Challen Cates

10/8/2021 19:11:00

Levon Baronian

10/8/2021 19:14:10

ANCA-SFVE

-Gail Zaritsky ASID, CID
To whom it was concern,
I am a resident of Hancock Park and I support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Hancock Park, GWNC and communities
of interest to the west together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous parks. Thank you for all your work and
your diligence in ensuring that this process is transparent, data-driven and not politically gerrymandered. Sincerely,
Challen Cates
I am writing today to express my serious concerns and disagreement with the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission’s decision on September 30 adopting a proposed map for new Los Angeles City
Council districts.Regretfully, the commission’s decision divides the vibrant and cohesive Armenian-American community of the eastern San Fernando Valley (North Hollywood and surrounding neighborhoods) into
different adjacent districts, diluting and weakening the voice of our community. It separates the neighborhoods where we live, our homes, our businesses and places of worship across artificially constructed and illogical
district borders.The commission’s decision effectively removes Councilmember Paul Krekorian, the first and only Armenian-American Los Angeles City Council member, from our district, which he has represented for
more than ten years. This is especially troublesome because Councilmember Krekorian has faithfully represented the district, understands our needs, issues, and cultural fabric of the community.We are a distinct
community of interest and oppose being divided with a plan that ignores our interests, disregards the votes we cast just last year, and effectively replaces our duly elected Councilmember with someone from another
district.Sincerely,Levon Baronian
The Armenian National Committee of America - San Fernando Valley East would like to express its serious concerns and disagreement with the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission’s decision on
September 30 adopting a proposed map for new Los Angeles City Council districts.
Regretfully, the commission’s decision divides the vibrant and cohesive Armenian-American community of the eastern San Fernando Valley (North Hollywood and surrounding neighborhoods) into different adjacent
districts, diluting and weakening the voice of our community. It separates the neighborhoods where we live, our homes, our businesses and places of worship across artificially constructed and illogical district borders.
The commission’s decision effectively removes Councilmember Paul Krekorian, the first and only Armenian-American Los Angeles City Council member, from our district, which he has represented for more than ten
years. This is especially troublesome because Councilmember Krekorian has faithfully represented the district, understands our needs, issues, and cultural fabric of the community.We are a distinct community of
interest and oppose being divided with a plan that ignores our interests, disregards the votes we cast just last year, and effectively replaces our duly elected Councilmember with someone from another district.
ANCA - San Fernando Valley East
http://www.ancavalley.org

Date
10/8/2021 19:18:01

Name
Testiony
michaelsgilman@gm
ail.com
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I have lived in Larchmont Village, part of Greater Wilshire, for almost 35 years. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places Larchmont in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong.
Together! As you heard from testimony at Wednesday night's Public Hearing, there is great support for K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. Speakers against K2.5 came from other areas of the City and chose to
speak of political concerns, not the redistricting process. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of
the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,
Michael Gilman

10/8/2021 20:02:48

Jordan Richardson

Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work on Plan K2.5.
I live in Larchmont, part of Greater Wilshire. It places Larchmont in
Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong. Together!
As you heard from testimony at Wednesday night's Public Hearing, there is
great support for K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. Speakers
against K2.5 came from other areas of the City and chose to speak of
political concerns, not the redistricting process.
I appreciate the Commission’s diligence following the census data, voting
rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Best,
C. Jordan Richardson
-- *Talent & Business Development Director*
----------------------------------------------------------------*THE EBELING GROUP + **NOT IMPOSSIBLE LABS*
E: jordan@notimpossiblelabs.com
*C: *(###-####
Find us on: *Facebook <https://www.facebook.com/notimpossiblelabs* | *Twitter
<https://twitter.com/notimpossible* | *Instagram
<http://instagram.com/NotImpossible* | *Linkedin
<https://www.linkedin.com/company/not-impossible* | Youtube
<https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCeBCj0wtkliFdOqEN4jC_4Q
Cannes Titanium Lion, Gold Lion, Bronze Lions, AICP, One Show Golden
Pencils, Tellys
*This message may contain confidential information and is intended for the
intended recipient only. Review, dissemination or copying of this
communication by anyone other than the named recipient(s) is not permitted.
If you believe you have received this message in error, please delete this
message and any attachments, and notify the sender immediately.*

Date
10/8/2021 20:10:47

Name
Clif Lord

10/8/2021 20:27:23

Julia Bricklin

10/8/2021 20:47:06

Arturo Gonzalez

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
As a current resident of CD 4, I have followed the development of the
redistricting map by attending every public hearing on it to date. Until
now the process of formulating the new council map has been an open process
and exemplary of good governance. It has achieved the goals that were
established of linking communities of interest as well as maintaining NC's
and using geographical boundaries. Nothing is perfect, but Map K2.5 is an
excellent distillation of those goals.
On the other hand, Map L looks like the epitome of a gerrymander. It
exists for no other reason than to preserve as much of Nithya Raman's
current district as possible for her and her alone. I surely hope you see
through this as easily as I do.
Ms. Raman and her allies claim that her constituents will be
disenfranchised by Map K2.5. Of course, this is not true. We will be
enfrachised in a new and more logical council district with an active
council member who will have to meet with us, address our needs and win our
vote in the next election, just as Ms. Raman will be representing her new
constituents and earning their trust. No one is being left without
representation. No one is being disenfranchised.
Further, all this pearl clutching by Ms. Raman about how unfair this is to
her constituents seems a little precious to me and here's why. Ms. Raman
ran, not as Nithya for CD4, but as Nithya for the city. For The City. In
fact, that is still her handle on social media to this day. I would suggest
that anyone with such an expansive vision of their office would be okay
with any formulation of their district. If it's renters that she wants to
appeal to, there are plenty of those in her new district. If it's
homelessness she wants to focus on, there will be plenty of that, too. In
fact, she is being offered an opportunity to establish herself in a
district that is totally new and has never been contested electorially.
This means she is being given a three year head start on any potential
challenger.
Do not fall for the empty assertion of disenfranchised voters. Map K2.5 is
an opportunity to organize this city in a way that makes sense and puts
real political power in the hands of voters who have been ignored for too
long.
Thank you,
Clif Lord
Dear Commissioners and committee members,
Do NOT remove Councilman Krekorian from his current district. We voted for him, we should get to keep him for the duration of his term. He is one of a few people that is actually standing up for us on a few key things.
Everyone knows that populations change, but this particular, potential change has not been done transparently.
Thank you,
Julia Bricklin
11555 Dona Pepita Pl.
Studio City, CA 91604
www.juliabricklin.com
Twitter: @bricklinjulia
Facebook: Julia Bricklin
America’s Best Female Sharpshooter: The Rise and Fall of Lillian Frances Smith (University of Oklahoma)
Polly Pry: The Woman Who Wrote the West (TwoDot Books) Blonde Rattlesnake: Burmah Adams, Tom White, and the 1933 Crime Spree that Terrorized Los Angeles (Lyons Press) The Notorious Life of Ned Buntline:
Murder, Betrayal, and the Creation of Buffalo Bill (TwoDot Books: 2020)
Please accept letter of support from the Highland Park Neighborhood
Council.
Duncan Gregory
President, Historic Highland Park Neighborhood Council requesting time to
speak tomorrow during the LA Redistricting public hearing before public
comment.
Thank you.

Date
10/8/2021 21:37:01

Name
Lionel Mares

Testiony
Hello Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
My name is Lionel Mares, MPA<https://www.linkedin.com/in/lionel-mares/. I am a longtime resident and stakeholder of the neighborhood of Sun Valley, CA (District 6).
After reviewing the DRAFT MAPS from my Neighborhood Council and comparing to the draft map from the LACCRC, the current K2.5 Map indicates that Sun Valley will be split into three districts (District 7, District 6,
and District 2 or 4) rather than unify Sun Valley into one district. I am concerned about the unintended consequences that this may have on my community.
Please, consider unifying Sun Valley into one district.
I look forward to hearing from you!
Sincerely,

10/8/2021 21:41:12

Ann Lane

10/8/2021 22:14:28

Todd Clemens

Lionel Mares, MPA<https://www.linkedin.com/in/lionel-mares/
Sun Valley, CA (District 6)
Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows
WE HAVE LIVED IN HANCOCK PARK SINCE 1957 AND I GREW UP ON CITRUS AVE. I
BELIEVE WE HAVE COMMUNITIES OF INTEREST WITH AREAS TO THE WEST OF US . I
ENCOURAGE YOU TO APPROVE THE PROPOSED BOUNDARIES YOUR DRAFT RECOMMENDS.
SINCERELY,
ANNREISS LANE AND BERT LANE
224 SOUTH JUNE STREET
LOS ANGELES, CA 90004
The Commission has done an amazing job with this plan. I live in Larchmont
and placing it in Greater Wilshire is exactly the right move. Wednesday
night's testimony made clear that there is overwhelming support for K2.5
and placing us in Council District 5.
It should be noted that speakers against K2.5 came from other areas of the
City and chose to speak of political concerns which are expressly
prohibited when determining redistricting. I appreciate the Commission’s
following six criteria set out on the redistricting website.
Thanks again for all your hard work!

10/8/2021 22:25:35

agnes sanzone

Todd Clemens
My name is Mrs. Agnes Sanzone. I recently celebrated my 92nd birthday. Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live on Lucerne Boulevard, part of Greater Wilshire. Married in 1972 and moved into our home
at that time. Raised four children who went to neighboring schools. My husband and I both worked and enjoyed a peaceful walk on Larchmont Boulevard after dinner - most of the time we ended up sitting on a bench
eating 31 Flavors. Of course we would met our neighborhood friends who were enjoying an evening on Larchmont too
On my way home from work I often had to shop at our Larchmont shops. Larchmont Hardware saved my life many times - because they always had what I needed Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire
exactly where we belong. Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and
synagogues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in Council District 5 where we can receive focused attention and services. Peace,
Mrs. Agnes Sanzone

Date
10/8/2021 22:58:39

Name
Andrea Howe

Testiony
PLEASE KEEP THE CD7 Foothill communities together in one district. With our fire danger, unique evacuation/emergency logistics due to all of the horses and farm animals, FTDNC (see below), it really would be a
public safety hazard to divide up our communities. This is an extremely unique area with many challenges and quirks that reside only here. With the estimated 30,000 or more horses in this area, plus donkeys, goats,
sheep, chickens, peacocks, llamas, emus, and all other manner of critters great and small, it’s extremely important to keep us together. Whatever nonsensical political, bureaucratic games you folks are playing with
each other, while trying to silence or dilute OUR voices, STOP IT. Just stop it and leave us out of it. Go screw over some neighborhood in Reseda where no one will even know or care. This area is different and very
special, and it should be respected as such.
Thank you,
Andrea Parker
1. Shadow Hills should be kept together in one district: CD7.The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which needs to be kept together, are dictated by real topographical and physical boundaries, are as follows:
—The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST.
—The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST.
The K2.5 maps severs homes along Stonehurst Ave. and McBroom St, as well as some of the streets off of these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living on these streets would no longer be
stakeholders in their own community.
.
2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. These communities share common
interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and all have the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain
in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own
neighborhood council.
4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.

10/8/2021 23:07:05

Paula Dromi

10/8/2021 23:08:55

Jason Kennedy

10/9/2021 1:38:51

5. PLEASE RECONSIDER THE K2.5 MAP AND REPLACE THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY OF SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON BACK INTO CD-7.
To all Commissioners,
I am once again writing to thank you and strongly support your extensive work in developing Draft Map K2.5. As a resident of the Wilshire Park Neighborhood of Greater Wilshire, Draft map K2.5 appropriately places
Greater Wilshire and Wilshire Park together in District 5. As you have consistently been informed by residents, this is exactly where we belong.
Testimony at Wednesday's night's Public Hearing once again showed there is great support for K2.5 and District 5. It essential to point out that speakers against K2.5, District 5 did not speak to the redistricting process,
did not come from our neighborhoods and chose to speak on political concerns. In today’s challenging political climate, I appreciate that the Commission has chosen to follow the census data, voting rights protections,
communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations. You are commended for this and I encourage you to continue to do so.
Respectfully, Paula Gelber Dromi, PhD, LCSW
Sent from my iPad
Hi commissioners
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Larchmont, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places Larchmont in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong. Together! As you heard from
testimony at Wednesday night's Public Hearing, there is great support for K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. It’s unfortunate that there is undue political influence including callers from outside the affected districts
calling in to oppose the work you’ve done based on research, census data, community organizations and constituent input. PLEASE stay the course with K2.5
Thanks
Jason
Jason Daley Kennedy
Wellness Speaker, Coach, & On-Camera Personality
(###-####
www.jasondaleykennedy.com
To The Honorable Members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission 2021:
Please find attached the Woodland Hills Homeowners Organization (WHHO)
Letter in Support of Stakeholder Map 57666 for District 3.
We encourage you to adopt map 57666 and reject K2.5.
Thank you for your service to our community and your consideration of our
position .
Respectfully submitted,
John M. Walker, Esq.
President, WHHO
<http://www.whho.com/ www.WHHO.com
John M. Walker, Esq
Law Offices of John M. Walker
5850 Canoga Ave. 4th Floor
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
###-####

Date
10/9/2021 2:22:31

10/9/2021 2:39:06

10/9/2021 6:47:33

Name
sheri gasche

Testiony
My name is Sheri Gasche. Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in SOHO, a small neighborhood association that is part of Greater Wilshire that has served us well as we have common interest with the
residents south, east and west of us. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our local
newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in Council District 5 where we can receive focused attention
and services.

Many thanks,
Sheri Gasche
747 N. Cherokee Ave.
"mattzaritsky@gmail.com"
Redistricting Commission,
I as a resident of Los Feliz am very concerned over my neighborhood not being included in the redistricting of Los Feliz. I live in what your map designates "Waverly Heights" which is a vital part of Los Feliz. How the
commission could consider eliminating this area as well as Los Feliz Hills and "Griffith Park" does not make any sense. "Please" consider leaving Council District 13 intact. Thank you for your time.

Patrick

Matthew Loa, resident of 3124 Waverly Drive, 90027.
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for your dedication and hard work. My family lives in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire in the 700 block of Bronson Ave. Thank you for developing and Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater
Wilshire and Wilshire Park exactly where we belong. Together in District 5!
As you heard in testimony at Wednesday's night's Public Hearing there is great support for K2.5 and District. 5. Speakers against K2.5, District 5 came from other areas of the City and chose to speak on political
concerns, not the restricting process. I appreciate that the Commission has followed the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in
its determinations.
Please continue to do so.
Respectfully,
Patrick LoSasso, CSCS
Strength & Conditioning Specialist, Personal Trainer
Certified PWR! Instructor
President, Parkinson’s Community Los Angeles
Website: SmartXPD.com<http://SmartXPD.com
Email: Patrick@PatrickLoSasso.com<mailto:Patrick@PatrickLoSasso.com
Phone: (###-####
[cid:6DAFE9C4-F112-48A4-97CD-F5F###-####@attlocal.net][cid:7EE63EFE-1F33-41F9-A2A1-3B14C657AEC3@attlocal.net][cid:B105CFD1-DBFE-4DD6-9D65-66F1F0492310@attlocal.net] [cid:4A785C03-2B9A45CB-8356-03F1457A3A53@attlocal.net]

10/9/2021 7:21:30

Elizabeth Davis

Facebook: Parkinson’s Fitness
Website: http://www.smartxpd.com
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Larchmont, part of
Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places Larchmont in Greater
Wilshire, exactly where we belong. Together! As you heard from testimony
at Wednesday night's Public Hearing, there is great support for K2.5 and
placing us in Council District 5. Speakers against K2.5 came from other
areas of the City and chose to speak of political concerns, not the
redistricting process. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census
data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood
council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,
Elizabeth Davis
501 N Lucerne Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 90004

Date
10/9/2021 8:33:00

Name
Victoria Sabonjohn

10/9/2021 9:57:21

liz gabor

Testiony
Regarding the LACCRC proposed new maps:
I have serious concerns about how the new district lines separate half of
Shadow hills and La Tuna from the rest of the equestrian minded foothill
district. I understand the use of census data to make the numbers more even
but our rural concerns will be lost when dealing with Hollywood hills or
Toluca Lake residents.
I just moved to La Tuna Canyon from Burbank to pursue the kind of lifestyle
that this equestrian foothill community provides.
1. I believe Shadow Hills should stay in ONE Council District, not divided
up. Our historically rural community has unique interests that must be
protected.
2. I believe all horsekeeping/animalkeeping and High-Fire-Mountain Fire
District communities (Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Shadow Hills, La Tuna
Canyon) should be in the same ONE district (as they currently are in CD7).
This allows our communities to advocate for our common interests as one
united voice.
Thank you in advance for listening to my concerns and considering our needs
as the redistricting moves forward.
Victoria Sabonjohn
10423 Tuxford Street
Sun Valley, CA 91352
victoria@sabonjohn.com
###-####
[cid:f19124ed-a8d5-4bff-8b7c-4168c1f53c03]

October 8, 2021

Dear Commissioners,
We live in Saint Andrews Square which is part of Greater Wilshire where we would like to remain.
We'd like to thank you for your hard work and for Map Plan K2.5. Being included in this map plan would place our historic neighborhood in Greater Wilshire which is where we belong. As you heard from testimony at
Wednesday night's Public Hearing, there is great support for K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. We share our schools, local newspapers, parks, sports leagues, historic homes, churches and synagogues.
Speakers opposed to K2.5 came from other areas of the City and chose to speak of political concerns, not the redistricting process. We appreciate that the Commission is following the census data, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Thank you again for your consideration,

10/9/2021 10:13:49

Vince Klaseus

10/9/2021 10:39:10
10/9/2021 11:03:57

yvonne Cazier
Mary Rajswing

Elizabeth Gabor
Co-President of St. Andrews Square (SASNA)
###-####
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Hancock Park. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all ofHancock
Park, GWNC and communities of interest to the west together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous parks.
Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring that this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered. Sincerely, Vince Klaseus 564 Wilcox Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90004
I am a resident of more than 60 years of Hancock Park and I very adamantly support the HOA the Map, Plan K2.5” for our Communities. Yvonne Cazier
Dear Commissioners,
I live in the Wilton Historic District which is on the National Register of Historic Places, a proud member of the Greater Wilshire neighborhood. I served on the GWNC for 7 years, as well as an officer of other civic
organizations focused on our firefighters (Friends of Station 29), public schools (3rd Street ES and John Burroughs MS), libraries (Friends of Wilshire Library), RVNOC for Prop K, and my own community with the
Ridgewood Wilton Neighborhood Association.
Thank you for Map K2.5.
This map includes all of GWNC and communities of interest to the west together in CD5. We share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, schools, local newspapers, sports
leagues, and numerous parks with these communities.
Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring that this process is transparent, data-driven and not politically gerrymandered. I strongly urge you NOT to change the western boundary of Koreatown to
include Manhattan Place. The boundary of Koreatown and Greater Wilshire is set at Western Avenue, respecting the lines of the Greater Wilshire NC and the City Council approved action of
09-0606, with BOTH sides of Manhattan Place included in Map K2.5.
We suggest more clarification on the boundary lines of each area so both the public and elected officials can better identify borders. We support adding detailed information to be added to Map Plan K2.5.
I appreciate that you will ignore organizations hired to advance issues which have nothing to do with the principles of redistricting and the voices of the actual residents.
Mary Sheehan Rajswing
220 S Wilton Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90004
###-####

Date
10/9/2021 11:34:53

Name
Betty Jung

10/9/2021 11:46:35

Robert Vaghini

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I am a long time resident in Larchmont,part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places Larchmont inGreater Wilshire, exactly where we belong -- together with our community ofinterest neighbors to the west
with whom we share our schools, our localnewspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches andsynagogues.
As you heard from testimony at Wednesday night'sPublic Hearing, there is great support for K2.5 and placing us in CouncilDistrict 5. Speakers against K2.5 came from other areas of the City andchose to speak of
political concerns, not the redistricting process. Iappreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rightsprotections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and thevoices of the people in
its determinations. I appreciate the Commission’s hard work and dedication. Thank you.
Respectfully, Betty Jung
Hello,
My name is Robert Vaghini, I currently live in CD 11, but I would like to
speak out against the redistricting plan put forward by the commission. I
find it extremely disturbing what has been done to CD 2 and CD 4.
Disenfranchising voters by removing them from their elected official and in
some cases making it so individuals will go up to 7 years between voting
opportunities is unconscionable. This maps should be rejected as it is
unnecessary and only concentrates more city council power with wealthier
Angelenos. Our city's electoral participation is already abysmal and for
this commission to use its power to disenfranchise even more voters will do
nothing to help that. Alternatives exist <https://districtr.org/plan/52876,
do better and be better.
Sincerely,
Robert Vaghini
Westchester 90045
--

10/9/2021 11:50:50

Watts Gang Task
Force

"Adopt the pace of nature: her secret is patience" - Ralph Waldo Emerson
Dear Esteemed Commissioners,
The Board of the Watts Gang Task Force (WGTF),representing residents and stakeholders in Watts, respectfully requests that the Commission carefully consider the thoughts and voices of the entire Watts community
in theirrecommendations to the Los Angeles City Council. There are many concerns that we have heardexpressed in our weekly WGTF meetings – which have served asinformal town halls for residents as well as
stakeholders. We have also engaged in interviews anddiscussions with community members. Thereare several findings from all of these efforts that we wish to share withyou.
Watts does not want to be split up and distributed amongdifferent City Council districts. At the present time, there does not appear to be any plan by your Commissionto divide Watts. However, there has beensome
discussion of that option in the past meetings and as shown on prior maps. The WGTF meetings, interviews and conversations have proved to us that there is unanimous community of interest disapproval for any effort
to divide Watts. Thisis a vibrant community with a shared history and deep sense of unity andcommitment to one another. The communitywants to stay in its present configuration. There cannot and should not be
anyplan or optionto “divide and redistrict” Watts.
There is no unanimity or consensus aroundremaining in Council District 15 or moving to Council District 8 or CouncilDistrict 9. We are aware that there are stakeholders who claim that allof Watts wants to move to
Council District 9. We are also aware that there are other stakeholders maintaining that all of Watts wants to remainin Council District 15. What has emergedin our WGTF meetings as well as during informal interviews
and discussionsthroughout the district is that there is no single community point of view—noone individual speaks for Watts. Thereare individuals who want to remain in CD15 and other individuals who want tomove to
CD 9 and still others who want to move to CD 8. The real problem is that residents’ voices –those who actually live in Watts -- are not being heard. There are at least two major reasons why this is theunfortunately
reality, as described below.
As past research has demonstrated, there is a considerabledigital divide in the Watts community. This renders residents unable to participate in Zoom meetings.Many individuals in Watts, including long-time residents,
donot have consistent connectivity or cannot access the internet. Additionally, many are not able to navigateZoom calls. Because of the format of thecommission hearings, so many individuals who have lived in Watts
are not ableto access the hearings.
To further complicate the issue of the digital divide,residents and stakeholders who have been able to access the zoom meetings waitseveral hours to speak up and then are NEVER called upon. Repeatedly, individuals
who have connectivity have stayed onZoom calls – but are not called upon. This has occurred during multiple commission meetings. There must be an effort to include all Wattsresidents in the discussion.
In the weeks ahead, the WGTF leadership will be polling residents regarding their desires regarding redistricting and will share those results with you.
Thank you so much for your attention…
TheWatts Gang Task Force Council
Betty DayPresident Emeritus
Donny JoubertVice President
Perry Crouch, Ph.D.Director of Education
Jorja Leap, Ph.D.Director of Research and Evaluation
Elder Michael CummingsChaplain
Deborah RiddleSecretary
Hank Henderson
Maria Aguirre
Commissioner Lucelia Hooper
Michael Wainwright

___________________________
The WGTF sends email for the sole purpose of providing updates to community members and partners who have requested to be on our email list. At times you may receive email, forwarded by the WGTF, on behalf of
other agencies and organizations regarding upcoming events and meetings. If you would like to be removed from the Watts Gang Task Force email list, please communicate your request to us at any time.

Date
10/9/2021 11:51:06

Name
Dorothy Fue Wong

Testiony
October 9, 2021
To: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Subject: Chinatown (CD 1) Under Redistricting
We are deeply concern that the Chinatown community has been split into two districts; and thus weakening it further along with the pandemic and ongoing gentrification. We are now working with our Councilman Gil
Cedillo (CD 1)in a major economic revitalization of our historic community. The proposed redistricting will cause a serious obstacle to these revitalization plans.
LA City has had a very long history of fragmenting Chinatown and also
discriminating against its Chinese American residents. We hope that the Redistricting project will provide the much needed equity that it deserves to thrive successfully.
We recommend that all of Chinatown stay in CD 1.

Dorothy Fue Wong, PhD
Fellow with Cornell University in Historic Preservation
LA Chinatown resident at:
601 North Grand Avenue, Apt 460
Los Angeles, California 90012
dorothyfuewong@me.com

Sent from my iPad

10/9/2021 12:10:37

angeline krolnik

Sent from my iPad
Hello Commissioners,
I would like to bring to your attention a MAP ERROR on CD12 showing North Hills West Aqueduct Avenue From Lassen Street North to Nordhoff to the South to be IN CD 7 this is NOT in the Notes for the Valley
and that I myself, Peggy Burgess Carol Hart we were told when we called and were called back and emailed your office it was an error.
Please correct this error and not let it become a permanent error.
Our community strongly hold values and connections with CD 12 We are the Original North Hills West , We have the Sepulveda Veterans Hospital ( Which was Original the Number One Training Hospital for Doctors
when it first Opened.), Cal State Northridge CSUN (originally called San Fernando Valley State College) name changed after 1971 Earthquake. Our families are growing up here and very involved and connected to
we belong to this area and District.
Our community is unique and original and we want to stay in our community the Natural Boundary was and should stay the 405 Freeway, we are WEST OF THE 405 FREEWAY!!!
We bought to be in this District and Community not to be a part of another District which we have no connection with.

10/9/2021 12:41:19

Rael Zaritsky

Thank you for time and please make the necessary corrections to Keep Us In Our District 12 and Our Neighbor Hood Council North Hills West.
Ps It is very Difficult to be able to speak on Zoom or Call in 4 Hours is a long time to be on hold, Outreach did not mail out notifications and only a few notices were put into the Local Paper Daily News.
Also some District Offices are putting out the Map which has the error mentioned above which again I state ARE NOT IN YOUR VALLEY NOTES PLEASE CORRECT
Leave North HiIlls West Aqueduct in CD 12
Thank you,
Sincerely,
Mrs. Angeline Krolnik Campos
Mr. Francisco Campos
and my Neighbors,Friends and Community.
My name is Rael Zaritsky I live at Waverly Dr, Los Angeles CA 90027 I am against the resident redirection
Thank you
Rael Zaritsky (###-####
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/9/2021 12:47:39

Name
julie rico

Testiony
Dear Redistricting,
I am working within Chinatown helping small businesses and residents. Check out the website I just created to bring attention to our immigrant owned businesses; http://www.shopchinatownla.com
We are a good group of people that want the best for Chinatown. This is why we have come together in opposition to the new redistricting map that splits up Chinatown. Please keep Chinatown whole!
- Chinatown is one of the oldest communities in Los Angeles and is home to immigrant, elderly, working class, and families of color. The current boundaries of Chinatown have been shaped by historic racist land use
practices that have left a legacy of predatory developments and gentrification. For residents to stand a chance in advocating for community needs & better resources Chinatown must remain whole & together in one
council district.

- Located at 600 N Broadway, 1 block south of the proposed CD 1 boundary, Cathay Manor is senior housing made up of elderly, income-restricted, disabled Asian immigrants with limited/no English. These residents
are valued members of the Chinatown community, they attend to all their needs in Chinatown, where they can get around and speak in their native languages. Please do not separate Chinatown into 2 districts, we are
one community, and Cathay Manor needs to be in CD1 with the rest of the neighborhood.

10/9/2021 12:57:27

August Steurer

10/9/2021 13:06:24

Tracy Moore

10/9/2021 14:09:05

Janet Charlton

- The new map proposes to relocate the boundary of CD1 in Chinatown from Cesar Chavez Ave & Alameda St. to Hill & Ord St. This splits our historic community into two. The new boundary separates the iconic
gateway statue, as well as many of our residents from the rest of Chinatown. Are you saying that the entrance to Chinatown is not part of the rest of the community? How can that be? Please respect Chinatown and
our community members and keep Chintown whole and in one Council District.
Thank you,
Julie Rico
juliericogallery.com
I would like to submit Map 57666 which I believe i already did once before. I am attaching the json file which I did not know to do before.
Thank you,
August Steurer
Good morning Commissioners. My name is Tracy Moore. My wife Rabbi Lisa Edwards and I have lived in Wilshire Park for 15 years and in LA for 35 years. Heartfelt thanks for your work on this issue and for accepting
Map K2.5.
It’s easy to understand why Greater Wilshire fully belongs in District 5 with our community of friends to the west. We have shared our schools, parks, local newspapers, businesses, historic homes, sports leagues,
churches and synagogues for years, and crafted a close and VERY DIVERSE community that is loyal to the neighbors and Wilshire Park.
Thank you for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in a Council District where we can receive the focused attention and services we require.
Tracy Moore
966 3rd Ave Los Angeles 90019
90019
Hello- I live on Rossmore Ave in Hancock Park and I love it. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Hancock Park,
GWNC and communities of interest to the west together in CD5! With these communities, we share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as numerous parks. Thank
you for all your work and diligence in ensuring that this process is transparent, data-driven and not politically gerrymandered!

Janet Charlton

10/9/2021 17:34:33

Wally Knox

Check out the latest at my gossip website now:
www.janetcharltonshollywood.com
I am writing to request that I be permitted to speak on October 13th at the 6 pm meeting of the Commission. I will be speaking in favor of Map K 2.5 and in particular in favor of the map for CD 5. I am a long time
residence of Larchmont Village which has a strong community of interest with its neighborhoods to the south and west as drawn in the CD 5 map in Map K 2.5.
Thanks very much,
Wally Knox

Date
10/9/2021 18:42:45

Name
Ted Larsen

Testiony
TO:
frank.cardenas@lacity.org
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org,
arianna.jukes@lacity.org,
robert.battles@lacity.org,
layla.hamedi@lacity.org
HelloCity Redistricting Commissioners:
I am aresident of Century Glen living at 10333 Keswick Avenue and am directlyimpacted by the redistricting maps. I Strongly Support the J Boundary of MapK2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Councilentirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of establishedhomeowners' associations; and
*Map K2 continues the historical relationshipof the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps myneighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting ofthe western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because:
*Map L cuts off streets which aretraditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing twostreets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a majorthoroughfare. Thus disrupting our
neighborhood's integrity and communitycontinuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries.
*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council intothree districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominenthomeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us tokeep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community'scontinuity.
Sincerely,
Hazel Bond
10333 Keswick Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064

10/9/2021 19:42:06

Robyn

CD 5 -- Century GlenHOA (Tract 7260)
Dear Redistricting Committee,
Writing to you as a concerned Los Angeles Resident of CD11 who does
business in CD4.
I have a business address in Larchmont, and I urge you to keep greater
wilshire neighborhood Council together w/Mid-City in District 4.
I was shocked to see that after Nithya Raman won the most votes in the
history of LA CITY COUNCIL this new map was drafted-- which effectively
eliminates her district. What message are you sending in doing this? This
draft map reads as a classist, racist plot to disenfranchise her district
and those who democratically elected her. The redistricting committee
should be supporting diversity and equity and honor the votes and voices
that turned out in record numbers for this district. Do not wipe out the
current District 4.
I support the fairness and diversity of home-onwers and tenants that is
represented in this map: https://districtr.org/plan/52876
Thank you,
Robyn Buck

Date
10/9/2021 21:16:28

Name
TL

Testiony
Dear Commission,
Please see the attached map and consider the value in the modification proposal and request.
While I believe District 3 is missing the mark tin diversity considerations, if Map K2.5 is your ultimate goal, the below modification variation is crucial to the welfare of District 3 residents.
As noted on the image, West Hills and Woodland Hills share important and vital interests.
1. The both share resources (such as LAPD Topanga Division).
2. Unlike the rest of the communities you “packed” into CD-3, West Hills and Woodland Hills are the hottest areas of the Valley. In these drought conditions, water usage issues (and the joint need for more
consideration of Tier 1 allotments) and cooling center needs are shared by these two communities for their significant senior and lower income populations.
3. During states of emergency (Woolsey Fire + Earthquakes), West Hills and Woodland Hills share the same evacuation centers and Red Cross camps.
4. West Hills and Woodland Hills are both vested in the numerous Parks/Trails that run up Valley Circle Blvd.
5. The proximity of the Upper Las Virgenes Open Space Preserve (SMMC managed) is another common interest (and fire threat) for both West Hills and Woodland Hills.
6. While I see a government’s desire to pack District 3 in the manner they did (like minded folks), intentionally creating a perceived “privileged” district (NOT actual, but falsely perceived), is actually a detriment to
communities, however, I do recognize the very strong common interest shared between West Hills (please ADD them for safety/resource connection), Woodland Hills, Tarzana, Encino and Sherman Oaks.
They all have the SMMC / Santa Monica Mountains as a very strong and every day common interest. Both in respect to the natural space's protection, as well as the fire danger that bonds these communities.
Outside of their commercial districts, each of these communities has a very strong single-family home protection interest, which is connected to mental health and pursuit of happiness for these populations.
In exchange for adding West Hills to District 3, moving Canoga Park to CD-12 is a good compliment and fit, as is Valley Village to CD-4 (blue). Valley Village has no place in CD-3. It shares no common interests with
the rest of the district. Most notable is the lifestyle choice difference. Valley Village is more of a “city” mentality, as opposed to the rest of district where constituents prefer the nature settings. They also do not share
the same risks. Valley Village does not share any SMMC managed open space the way the rest of the district does, which includes West Hills. As such, Valley Village does not face the same insurance challenges due
to Fire risks with the Santa Monica Mountains, nor the interest of protecting the wildlife and natural environments of the SM Mountains. They also do not share the same extreme heat challenges that Woodland Hills
and West Hills do in the summer, who struggle with water and energy needs and expenses in increasing triple-digit temperatures.
I ask that you please take these comments into consideration, and see the rational and value of this proposed shuffle as I believe it meets the needs of each district better from a safety and resource standpoint.
Thank you.

10/10/2021 10:09:01

Lori Fields

Mrs. Lee
Ladies and Gentlemen:
As a lifetime resident of the Westside (Westwood/Beverly Glen) and current income property owner in Century City/Century Glen, I am IN FAVOR of Map K2.5 and OPPOSED to other options that have been presented.
Map K2.5 avoids splitting a community south of Olympic and North of Pico whose interests (as homeowners, income property owners & residents) are homogenous. The South of Olympic area that is the subject of
proposed redistricting does not share economic, traffic, real property or political interests with the area south of Pico that it would become a part of. My family has been involved in real estate development in this area for
more than 70 years. My grandfather built 6 apartment buildings in the current district. My father participated and was a significant player in 1970s hillside expansion and planned development in Beverly Glen and other
hillside areas on the Westside. The area between Santa Monica Blvd and Pico should not be split up for political puposes to the detriment of homeowners and income property owners who have relied on the contiguity
of this district in managing its growth, development and regulation.
Map K2.5should be APPROVED by the City Council because:
— Map K2.5 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities, which is vital to economic growth, planned development and redevelopment and personal connections forged over decades in this area;
— Map K2.5 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
— Map K2.5 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations.
All other proposed maps should be REJECTED by the City Council because: — they divide the existing Neighborhood Council into multiple Districts;
— they split up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
— they ignore historical boundaries;
— they will be detrimental to the individuals currently within the Olympic to Pico area proposed to be cut off and reassigned;
Very truly yours,
Lori A. Fields
(###-####
lfields.office@gmail.com <mailto:lfields.office@gmail.com
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information protected by law. Any unauthorized
review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message.

Date
10/10/2021 13:26:56

10/10/2021 15:43:55

10/10/2021 16:11:14

10/10/2021 18:01:00

10/10/2021 18:58:49

Name
Gail Steinberg

Testiony
I STRONGLY urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and
not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a
non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to
the San Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not
a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment
can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the
far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7 Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow
Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from
District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into
District 7.
Name: Gail and Joe Steinberg
Address: 4118 Kraft Ave Studio City
Phone Number: (###-####
\
Stephanie Morehouse To the Redistricting Commissioners
Thank you Commissioners for all of your hard work. I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for developing and Draft Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire and Wilshire Park exactly where
we belong. Together in District 5!
As you heard in testimony at Wednesday's night's Public Hearing there is great support for K2.5 and District. 5. Speakers against K2.5, District 5 came from other areas of the City and chose to speak on political
concerns, not the restricting process. I appreciate that the Commission has followed the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in
its determinations. Please continue to do so.
Respectfully, Brian J. Morehouse 894 S Bronson Ave
Joann Deutch
The Council District map should consider the Mulholland Scenic Corridor as a whole, it is a major tourist attraction, although the responsible agencies are ignoring their obligations to it.
If you chop up the Scenic Corridor among many council districts, this City asset will not have the advocacy it needs right through this perilous period.
The Mulholland Review process is supposed to be married to enforcement protocols. Both Planning and Building and Safety have chosen to ignore their enforcement obligation to the tune of millions of dollars of lost
revenue to the city. The Planning Depart claims it has to step back from the Plan because of cash flow issues.
Now Bertoni has decided to over rule and cancel/ignore legislation. He is not an elected official and should not be granted that power.
I have spent years, dollars and sweat equity to preserve the Mulholland Corridor because I believe citizens have an obligation to protect the environment.
I also think that the refusal to enforce the terms of the plan and control development will impact the value of my real estate giving rise to litigation, from which the City will not be immunized.
I think City Attorney Mike Furer's support for this political maneuvering is enough to quash his mayoral aspirations.
Thanks for keeping in touch.
Joann Deutch
Joann@JoannDeutch.NET
Author
Studio City - A Mile of Style
What’s History What’s Gossip
AVAILABLE for purchase @ Amazon & Barnes and Noble in paperback and Kindle
International distribution thru Book Depository
Joyce Medway
I understand that revisions were made to a map referred to as *Map K*. This
map (now *Map K2 )* would keep WNC and Century Glen in one Council
District. The WNC (Westside Neighborhood Council) supports map K2. We want
to keep our district together.
Thank you,
Joyce Medway
10307 Keswick Avenue
LA 90064
Chaim Sanowicz
To who it may concern
It's not in the interest of the people to split Melrose rather be all
inclusive United as one
Thanks
With a clean heart

Date
10/10/2021 23:26:52

Name
Peter Nichols

Testiony
Dear City of Los Angeles family -As founder of Melrose Action - a 14 year public safety advocacy group - I plead with you all to NOT split the Melrose District represented by two separate council districts. We are tight knit community working hard to
make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working very hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the
LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood.
It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood.
Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence.
Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Best

Peter

Peter Nichols | Co-Founder, Coordinator
Melrose Action | Melrose Action Neighborhood Watch | Vice President, Board of Directors, Communications, Events, Outreach
###-#### | ###-#### | peter@melroseaction.com <mailto:peter@melroseaction.com | www.melroseaction.com <http://www.melroseaction.org/
For Breaking News follow us on Twitter - View Our Public Twitter Page www.twitter.com/melroseaction <https://twitter.com/melroseaction?refsrc=email
Follow or Like Us on Facebook @melroseaction www.facebook.com/melroseaction <http://www.facebook.com/melroseaction

10/11/2021 0:06:03

10/11/2021 5:31:24

This e-mail message may contain confidential or legally privileged information and is intended only for the use of the intended recipient(s). Any unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying or the taking
of any action in reliance on the information herein is prohibited. E-mails are not secure and cannot be guaranteed to be error free as they can be intercepted, amended, or contain viruses. Anyone who communicates
with us by e-mail is deemed to have accepted these risks. Melrose Action or Melrose Action Neighborhood Watch is not responsible for errors or omissions in this message and denies any responsibility for any damage
arising from the use of e-mail. Any opinion and other statement contained in this message and any attachment are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of the organization.
Kimberly Bertz Brown Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all
prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Kimberly Bertz
KBertz@hotmail.com <mailto:KBertz@hotmail.com
###-####
HOWARD JAFFE
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.

10/11/2021 6:08:38

PAULA JEPPSON

10/11/2021 6:32:55

Marilyn Alper

10/11/2021 7:06:07

Patrick Auger

10/11/2021 7:31:44

madelyn golliher

Howard Jaffe
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone
I support the proposed redistricting map. It groups together communities and gets rid of districts that make no sense. For example, most of the San Fernando Valley is on one district. The new map is an improvement
and will enable communities to have better representation.
Marilyn W. Alper
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.Carlos and Madelyn Golliher

Date
10/11/2021 7:40:19

Name
Chloe King

10/11/2021 7:41:30

Kathy McGrath

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield.
Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the
Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Thank you.
-Kathy McGrath
Sherman Oaks

10/11/2021 7:50:08

Tammy Scher

10/11/2021 7:52:34

cl kravitz

10/11/2021 7:57:32

Susan Brown

10/11/2021 7:58:53

Daniel Tamm

10/11/2021 8:09:47

David Plants

10/11/2021 8:12:02

Stacy Fraser

Sent from my iPhone 6
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Tamara Scher
13740 Magnolia Blvd.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map
includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3
under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other
communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland
Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved
fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City
population.
Thank you,
Candace L. Kravitz
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Susan Brown
Sent from my iPad
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and do
not support the Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3. The big problem is
that I want Nithya Raman to continue being my Councilmember. The Valley
deservea a fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City
population, but not like this. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
David D. Plants
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Lic. ####-#### Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/11/2021 8:21:48

Name
Ann O Connor

10/11/2021 8:37:19

Tori Sterle

10/11/2021 8:59:59

JOYCE BRONOW

10/11/2021 9:00:23

JOYCE BRONOW

10/11/2021 9:00:41

JOYCE BRONOW

10/11/2021 9:04:22

Joel Rosenthal

10/11/2021 9:05:15

Victoria Duvenjian

10/11/2021 9:07:11

Sean Rowley

10/11/2021 9:10:45

Lee Arian

10/11/2021 9:17:42

STACY WINETT

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners - I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield.
Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common
interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5
gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley's
40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Ann O'Connor
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40%20of the LA City population. Thank you.
Tori Sterle Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.

Sent from my iPad
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.

Sent from my iPad
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.

Sent from my iPad
Dear Redistricting Commissioners —
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives
the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Joel Rosenthal
JRCobra427@aol.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.

Sent from my iPhone
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.

Sent from my iPhone
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.<BR<BRWe are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR
cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. <BR<BRWe are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to
literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. <BR<BRIt feels like the city is working against
our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. <BR<BRSplitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and
violence. <BR<BRCan you please fight with us and not against us?
Sent from my iPad

Date
10/11/2021 9:39:50

Name
Carol Becker

10/11/2021 9:43:20

Harry Hirschensohn

10/11/2021 9:56:38

Terry Becker

10/11/2021 9:57:41

Jonathan Reff

10/11/2021 9:59:46

aml2076

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Harry Hirschensohn, 4128 Ventura Canyon Ave, Sherman Oaks CA 91423
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map
includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3
under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other
communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland
Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved
fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Thank you,
Jonathan Reff
3734 Beverly Ridge Dr.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Thank you,
Anne-Marie Esser

Date
10/11/2021 10:02:45

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received. Thank you
On Sun, Oct 10, 2021 at 3:48 PM Jean Barolet <jeanbarolet@ca.rr.com wrote:
Hello,

Please place all of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon in CD7. We’re a
natural fit with the other areas of that district, and the total population
count even with adding us is within the maximum number of people allowed
for each district.

We’re a horse community. If you come here, you’ll see people riding their
horses down the street. You may also see chickens, goats, llamas, alpacas
and even a cow or two. We are not at all ‘cool’ and don’t have any trendy
eateries or any malls or shopping areas. We’re here because we love the
rural lifestyle. We’re completely different than the other areas in the
district in which you’re proposing to place us.

In addition, if most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD7, the Foothill
Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and made
irrelevant. The FTDNC is very important and it works hard to make sure
horse trails are not taken away or cut up as they have been in other areas
of Los Angeles. We’re very aware that there are areas in LA where you can
own a horse, but there’s nowhere for you to ride it. The FTDNC fights to
stop that from happening here.

Horse ownership provides many jobs and brings a huge amount of money into
the local economy. Keeping Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon in CD7 will
help protect those jobs and revenue.

Finally, as with much of CD7, we’re in a very high fire zone and have
special fire protection and evacuation needs that are not shared by much of
the proposed 4-or-2 district. We need a representative who understands
these needs.

Thank you for taking the time to read this. I know that it is impossible
to make everybody happy during the redistricting process, and I appreciate
the hard work you’ve put in.

Jean Barolet
Shadow Hills resident

-- Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission

Date
10/11/2021 10:36:47

Name
Amber Weitz

10/11/2021 10:39:52

jay weitzler

10/11/2021 10:42:59

Charles Schnaid

10/11/2021 11:14:38

marie m

10/11/2021 11:34:21

Josh Miller

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?
Shannon Amber Weitz
449 N Kilkea Dr
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Jay Weitzler
Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Charles and Ann Schnaid
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting commission:

I saw map K.25 and I think its a mistake to divide Beverly between two
council districts as the street is truly a destination for Latino vendors,
pedestrians and bicycles. Dividing it when it is really one demographic
will not help the neighborhood get what it needs for the street.
The original line for 13 and Koreatown was 3rd street east of Normandy and
it should stay there.
North of 3rd is not a Korean neighborhood but a Latino neighborhood so
lumping it into Koreatown will not help the residents. I live at Berendo
and Beverly.
Please keep the original marker of 3rd street so that Beverly is not split
between 10 and 13 leaving the street and the area as an afterthought for
council.

10/11/2021 11:56:49

Jessica Schairer

Thank you
Josh
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks
in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district
share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of
districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
-/Jessica G. Schairer, Ph.D.
4046 Woodman Cyn/
/Sherman Oaks CA 91423/
/Jessica@DrSchairer.com/

Date
10/11/2021 12:31:45

Name
Michele Florman

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
WE need the change as CD 4 Sherman Oaks residents are unfairly represented accurately for our community. Raman is socialist marxist who’s policies directly affect our community to her agenda. The
homelessness, trash, graffiti and crime out of control due to her inaction hands off policies. I have reported trash/homelessness/graffiti and her office is unresponsive. I even reported the broken bus bench on Van
Nuys and Venturan months ago and it is still broken. Raman is destroying our community. We are not fairly and accurately represented.
Redistrict to CD 3 Blumfield. Ignored long enough.

10/11/2021 12:47:04

10/11/2021 12:53:59

Thank You
Steven and Michele Florman
Patricia Schmidt
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Patricia Schmidt, MD
Home Owner and Resident of Sherman Oaks for 45 years
"Julie Ric3 via Change.org"
Redistricting Office: you’ve been listed as a decision maker
Julie Ric3 started a petition on Change.org and listed you as a decision maker. Learn more about Julie Ric3’s petition and how you can respond:
Keep Chinatown Whole - Urgent Response Needed
https://click.e.change.
org/f/a/girHbdNY0QjXnQjkIVZWUw~~/AANj1QA~/RgRjRxtXP0ToaHR0cHM6Ly93d3cuY2hhbmdlLm9yZy9wL2NvdW5jaWxtYW4tZ2lsLWNlZGlsbG8ta2VlcC1jaGluYXRvd24td2hvbGUtdXJnZW50LXJlc3BvbnNlLW5lZW
RlZD9jc190az0mdXRtX2NhbXBhaWduPTRkMjA3MTdhODU4ZTQ4YjI5MjI3YzE3NWE3NDc5NGNiJnV0bV9jb250ZW50PWluaXRpYWxfdjBfMF8xJnV0bV9tZWRpdW09ZW1haWwmdXRtX3NvdXJjZT1kZWNpc2lvbl9tY
Wtlcl9hZGRlZCZ1dG1fdGVybT1jc1cDc3BjQgphYFeWZGGVmSsUUh9yZWRpc3RyaWN0aW5nLmxhY2l0eUBsYWNpdHkub3JnWAQAAAAC
Julie Ric3 is petitioning Redistricting Office (Redistricting City of Los Angeles)
What you can do
1. View the petition: Learn about the petition and its supporters. You will receive updates as new supporters sign the petition so you can see who is signing and why.
https://click.e.change.
org/f/a/girHbdNY0QjXnQjkIVZWUw~~/AANj1QA~/RgRjRxtXP0ToaHR0cHM6Ly93d3cuY2hhbmdlLm9yZy9wL2NvdW5jaWxtYW4tZ2lsLWNlZGlsbG8ta2VlcC1jaGluYXRvd24td2hvbGUtdXJnZW50LXJlc3BvbnNlLW5lZW
RlZD9jc190az0mdXRtX2NhbXBhaWduPTRkMjA3MTdhODU4ZTQ4YjI5MjI3YzE3NWE3NDc5NGNiJnV0bV9jb250ZW50PWluaXRpYWxfdjBfMF8xJnV0bV9tZWRpdW09ZW1haWwmdXRtX3NvdXJjZT1kZWNpc2lvbl9tY
Wtlcl9hZGRlZCZ1dG1fdGVybT1jc1cDc3BjQgphYFeWZGGVmSsUUh9yZWRpc3RyaWN0aW5nLmxhY2l0eUBsYWNpdHkub3JnWAQAAAAC
2. Respond to the petition: Post a response to let the petition supporters know you’re listening, say whether you agree with their call to action, or ask them for more information.
https://click.e.change.
org/f/a/QdQwulfYwQHfhTqEK68vhA~~/AANj1QA~/RgRjRxtXP4QMAWh0dHBzOi8vd3d3LmNoYW5nZS5vcmcvcC9jb3VuY2lsbWFuLWdpbC1jZWRpbGxvLWtlZXAtY2hpbmF0b3duLXdob2xlLXVyZ2VudC1yZXNwb25zZ
S1uZWVkZWQvcmVzcG9uc2VzL25ldz9jc190az0mcmVzcG9uc2U9ODAzNzQ3MzNkMTYxJnV0bV9jYW1wYWlnbj00ZDIwNzE3YTg1OGU0OGIyOTIyN2MxNzVhNzQ3OTRjYiZ1dG1fY29udGVudD1pbml0aWFsX3YwX
zBfMSZ1dG1fbWVkaXVtPWVtYWlsJnV0bV9zb3VyY2U9ZGVjaXNpb25fbWFrZXJfYWRkZWQmdXRtX3Rlcm09Y3NXA3NwY0IKYWBXlmRhlZkrFFIfcmVkaXN0cmljdGluZy5sYWNpdHlAbGFjaXR5Lm9yZ1gEAAAAAg~~
3. Continue the dialogue: Read the comments posted by petition supporters and continue the dialogue so that others can see you're an engaged leader who is willing to participate in open discussion.
Change.org for decision makers
On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people around the world to resolve issues. Learn more.
https://click.e.change.
org/f/a/yIVmrABu4mFDKYy_vl8T3A~~/AANj1QA~/RgRjRxtXP0SzaHR0cHM6Ly93d3cuY2hhbmdlLm9yZy9kZWNpc2lvbi1tYWtlcnM_Y3NfdGs9JnV0bV9jYW1wYWlnbj00ZDIwNzE3YTg1OGU0OGIyOTIyN2MxNzVhNzQ
3OTRjYiZ1dG1fY29udGVudD1pbml0aWFsX3YwXzBfMSZ1dG1fbWVkaXVtPWVtYWlsJnV0bV9zb3VyY2U9ZGVjaXNpb25fbWFrZXJfYWRkZWQmdXRtX3Rlcm09Y3NXA3NwY0IKYWBXlmRhlZkrFFIfcmVkaXN0cmljdG
luZy5sYWNpdHlAbGFjaXR5Lm9yZ1gEAAAAAg~~
This notification was sent to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, the address listed as the decision maker.
Privacy policy
https://click.e.change.
org/f/a/dQcZhGpgrIHeoTyGEnpoTw~~/AANj1QA~/RgRjRxtXP0SxaHR0cHM6Ly93d3cuY2hhbmdlLm9yZy9hYm91dC9wcml2YWN5P2NzX3RrPSZ1dG1fY2FtcGFpZ249NGQyMDcxN2E4NThlNDhiMjkyMjdjMTc1YTc0N
zk0Y2ImdXRtX2NvbnRlbnQ9aW5pdGlhbF92MF8wXzEmdXRtX21lZGl1bT1lbWFpbCZ1dG1fc291cmNlPWRlY2lzaW9uX21ha2VyX2FkZGVkJnV0bV90ZXJtPWNzVwNzcGNCCmFgV5ZkYZWZKxRSH3JlZGlzdHJpY3R
pbmcubGFjaXR5QGxhY2l0eS5vcmdYBAAAAAI~
We’d love to hear from you!
https://click.e.change.
org/f/a/O6PDeZDLWpXjv232pAPnhw~~/AANj1QA~/RgRjRxtXP0S2aHR0cHM6Ly9oZWxwLmNoYW5nZS5vcmcvcy8_Y3NfdGs9Jmxhbmd1YWdlPWVuX1VTJnV0bV9jYW1wYWlnbj00ZDIwNzE3YTg1OGU0OGIyOTIyN
2MxNzVhNzQ3OTRjYiZ1dG1fY29udGVudD1pbml0aWFsX3YwXzBfMSZ1dG1fbWVkaXVtPWVtYWlsJnV0bV9zb3VyY2U9ZGVjaXNpb25fbWFrZXJfYWRkZWQmdXRtX3Rlcm09Y3NXA3NwY0IKYWBXlmRhlZkrFFIfcm
VkaXN0cmljdGluZy5sYWNpdHlAbGFjaXR5Lm9yZ1gEAAAAAg~~
Change.org
548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 9###-####, USA

Date
10/11/2021 12:59:49

Name
martin hall

Testiony
Good Day:
My name is Martin Hall, from The H.E.ART ARTs & MKM Cultural Arts Center in the NoHo Arts District. We have Dance Studios, a Theatre & an outdor Stage faciity where we support not only established Artists within
the Community, but througth our non-profit Performing Arts School we teach the Arts to kids from Age 5 yrs & up, many of which are part of an underserved community & most of which do not have such an opportunity
within their School programmes. I read on nohoartsdistrict.com that the Redistricting Commission has a plan to change Council District 2 boundaries, which means our Arts District could lose Councilmember Paul
Krekorian.

We are against redistricting. For one, we voted for Councilmember Paul Krekorian.

Do our votes no longer count in Los Angeles?
Who does this proposal exactly serve?
How will this proposal help the only performing arts district in the City of Los Angeles?

1.We elected Councilmember Paul Krekorian to serve for four years, not one. Our votes count.

2. Our Councilmember is the best advocate the NoHo Arts District has had in the last 20 years.
He and his team know NoHo inside and out, and actually follow through to get things done in our neighborhood. They understand the needs of our 12 theatres, and all the dance studios (we are the commercial
dance/hip hop dance capitol), music recording studios, unique, locally owned restaurants and businesses. We make art in NoHo and Councilmember Krekorian and team help us do this.

3. Losing our voice on the City Council as our Arts District is struggling to recover from the pandemic will be both devastating and an unforgiveable waste of time, money and energy. This is unfair to all the hard work
our neighborhood has put in with Krekorian’s team, combined with the economic and emotional impact Covid has already had on the NoHo Arts District. We will run the risk of losing more arts businesses because of
this redistricting.

As a member of the NoHo Arts District community and as voters, my Team here at our organisation are against this redistricting proposal.

Artfully yours,

Martin Hall
- E3 Plus Me LLC
- E3+Me Productions
- MKM Cultural Arts Center
- The H.E.ART

10/11/2021 14:04:06

Michael Kramer

- (Heartfelt Education through the ARTs)
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a long time resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single allValley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5
gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you very much.
Michael Kramer

Date
10/11/2021 14:53:00

Name
Carole Fetner

10/11/2021 14:58:02

Lynn Crosswaite

10/11/2021 14:59:45

Aleen Keshishian

10/11/2021 16:02:31

"Johnston, Lisa G"

10/11/2021 16:26:16

GD

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.

Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners —
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks (but part of Encino Neighborhood Council) and
I DO NOT SUPPORT the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Map Plan K2.5. My neighborhood shares more in common with the westside
than with the Valley communities on this map.
Lynn Crosswaite
Dear Commissioners,
Please consider the following and adjust your Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
Under California law, our Windsor Square neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont
Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single
district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties,
and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the
community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and fairly
represented.
Sincerely,
Aleen Keshishian
aleen keshishian | lighthouse management + media
9000 w sunset blvd. | suite 1520 | west hollywood, ca 90069
(###-####<tel:(###-####9-4214 | aleen@lighthousemm.com<mailto:aleen@lighthousemm.com
We support Map K2.5 which keeps the WNC in one council district.
Thanks, Lisa and Richard Johnston
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------This email (and any attachments thereto) is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this email,
you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this email (and any attachments thereto) is strictly prohibited. If you receive this email in error please immediately notify me at (###-#### and
permanently delete the original email (and any copy of any email) and any printout thereof.
Further information about the firm, a list of the Partners and their professional qualifications will be provided upon request.
==============================================================================
I have just seen the proposed redistricting map of K2.5 which FINALLY places Sherman Oaks with its Valley neighbors instead of the prior bizarre association with Hollywood. Please approve this as we have been
waiting for so long for someone to fix this huge error.
Thank you from a long term resident (27 years) of our wonderful neighborhood.

10/11/2021 16:26:46

Sherri Elkaim

Gillian Doyle
I urge the commissioners to listen to the needs of Studio City and not ignore Map L Do not limit your debate to Map K2.5. Map K2.5 is a non-starter for Studio City. We lose our district and our connectivity to the San
Fernando Valley. Labeling us a Media District with Hollywood is not a workable fit for Studio City
I support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District 5 into District 2. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley from District 2 and into District 7
Sunland/Tujunga.
By placing Studio City in Map L District 2 it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast Valley District 2. And by placing Shadow Hills in District 5, it will create a diverse community with common
interests.
Recap:
Discard Map K2.5 and Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District 5 to District 2; Move Shadow Hills out of District 2 and into District 7.

10/11/2021 16:53:00

Peggy Kravitz

10/11/2021 17:13:34

Vanae Ehret

Sherri Elkaim
4329 Gentry Avenue
Studio City, CA 91604
To whom it may concern,
Please do not break up the West of Westwood HOA and the Westside Neighborhood Council. It has taken us many years to develop these effective organizations which provide strong voices for our community. I urge
you to support Map K 2.5. It would take us years to develop new organizations and our voices would certainly be diminished.
Thank you for your consideration.
Margaret Kravitz, homeowner, 2754 Veteran Avenue
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.

Date
10/11/2021 17:24:18

Name
Ernest and Tan-Lee

10/11/2021 19:47:00

Cynthia ManleyWilliams

10/11/2021 19:55:44

Philip Murphy

Testiony
Redistricting Commission Officials,
Chinatown is one of the oldest communities in Los Angeles and is home to
immigrant, elderly, working class, and families of color. The current
boundaries of Chinatown have been shaped by historic racist land use
practices that have left a legacy of predatory developments and
gentrification. For residents to stand a chance in advocating for community
needs & better resources Chinatown must remain whole & together in one
council district.
Located at 600 N Broadway, 1 block south of the proposed CD 1 boundary,
Cathay Manor is senior housing made up of elderly, income-restricted,
disabled Asian immigrants with limited/no English. These residents are
valued members of the Chinatown community, they attend to all their needs
in Chinatown, where they can get around and speak in their native
languages. Please do not separate Chinatown into 2 districts, we are one
community, and Cathay Manor needs to be in CD1 with the rest of the
neighborhood.
The new map proposes to relocate the boundary of CD1 in Chinatown from
Cesar Chavez Ave & Alameda St. to Hill & Ord St. This splits our historic
community into two. The new boundary separates the iconic gateway statue,
as well as many of our residents from the rest of Chinatown. Are you
saying that the entrance to Chinatown is not part of the rest of the
community? How can that be? Please respect Chinatown and our community
members and keep Chinatown whole and in one Council District.
Please consider modifying the current boundaries between CD1 and CD14 to
keep Chinatown whole under one district.
Thank you very much!
Truly Yours,
Ernest Lee
Vice-President
Chinese Consolidated Benevolent Association (CCBA)
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone
Cynthia Manley-Williams,
Homeowner
###-####wk
Hello Commissioners and Commission Staff,
Attached is a COI statement from the Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park detailing how we would like to see the park divided evenly between two Council Districts (at this point CD 1 and CD 13). We have included
a map of Elysian Park that illustrates our proposed division between the two districts. Although we realize the equitable division of the park does not impact population per se, this does seem like the most opportune
time to consider this issue since the boundaries of each district are in play at this point. Thank you for your consideration of this matter that is crucial to the future and well-being of Elysian Park. Respectfully,
The Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park

Date
10/11/2021 20:43:41

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Greetings Ernest LeeYour COI testimony has been received.
Thank you,
sd
On Mon, Oct 11, 2021 at 5:35 PM Ernest and Tan-Lee <eatlee88@gmail.com
wrote:
Dear Redistrict Commission Vice-Chair Diaz,
Chinatown is one of the oldest communities in Los Angeles and is home to
immigrant, elderly, working class, and families of color. The current
boundaries of Chinatown have been shaped by historic racist land use
practices that have left a legacy of predatory developments and
gentrification. For residents to stand a chance in advocating for community
needs & better resources Chinatown must remain whole & together in one
council district.
Located at 600 N Broadway, 1 block south of the proposed CD 1 boundary,
Cathay Manor is senior housing made up of elderly, income-restricted,
disabled Asian immigrants with limited/no English. These residents are
valued members of the Chinatown community, they attend to all their needs
in Chinatown, where they can get around and speak in their native
languages. Please do not separate Chinatown into 2 districts, we are one
community, and Cathay Manor needs to be in CD1 with the rest of the
neighborhood.
The new map proposes to relocate the boundary of CD1 in Chinatown from
Cesar Chavez Ave & Alameda St. to Hill & Ord St. This splits our historic
community into two. The new boundary separates the iconic gateway statue,
as well as many of our residents from the rest of Chinatown. Are you
saying that the entrance to Chinatown is not part of the rest of the
community? How can that be? Please respect Chinatown and our community
members and keep Chinatown whole and in one Council District.
Please consider modifying the current boundaries between CD1 and CD14 to
keep Chinatown whole under one district.
Thank you very much!

Truly Yours,
Ernest Lee
Vice-President
Chinese Consolidated Benevolent Association (CCBA)

10/11/2021 21:31:25

"Arsine B. Phillips"

-- Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
I, Arsine Phillips am a resident of Hancock Park and support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for the configuration of Hancock Park within Map Plan K2.5. I understand that the entire map is
not what every community wants so as the commission looks to improve the map, please keep the current (and hopefully final) configuration that joins all ofHancock Park and our communities of interest to the west
together in CD5.
We share strong religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, historical designations,as well as numerous shopping districts and parks. Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring that this
process is transparent, data-driven, protects voting rights and is not politically gerrymandered.
Thank you
Arsine Phillips
336 south Rossmore Ave

Date
10/11/2021 21:33:33

Name
Vicki Kipper

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I am a proud 40 year resident of Hancock Park and support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for the configuration of Hancock Park within Map Plan K2.5.
I understand that the entire map is not what every community wants so as the commission looks to improve the map, please keep the current (and hopefully final) configuration that joins all of Hancock Park and our
communities of interest to the west together in CD5.
We share strong religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues,historical designations, as well as numerous shopping districts and parks. We own the oldest toy store in Los Angeles walking distance from
our home...this is a 75+ year legacy that we hope to see continue. Your work and your diligence in ensuring that this process is transparent, data-driven, protects voting rights and is not politically gerrymandered is
greatly appreciated.

10/11/2021 21:58:14

"Gladys & Mike"

10/11/2021 22:10:58

Kari Garcia

10/11/2021 22:20:18

Joe Steins

Vicki Kipper
https://www.instagram.com/vsk_artist/
vickikipper.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Hancock Park and support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for the configuration of Hancock Park within Map Plan K2.5. I understand
that the entire map is not what every community wants so as the commission looks to improve the map, please keep the current (and hopefully final) configuration that joins all of Hancock Park and our communities of
interest to the west together in CD5. We share strong religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, historical designations, as well as numerous shopping districts and parks.
Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring that this process is transparent, data-driven, protects voting rights and is not politically gerrymandered.
Sincerely,
Gladys & Mike Sandoval
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years - Wilshire
Boulevard.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2.5 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood HPOZ boundaries (including east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San
Vicente).
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square, and South Carthay.
Sincerely, Kari Garcia
1025 South Dunsmuir Avenue 90019
October 11, 2021
Dear Commissioners,
As a resident of the Miracle Mile neighborhood for over fifty years, I believe It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100
years - Wilshire Boulevard.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2.5 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood HPOZ boundaries (including east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San
Vicente).
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square, and South Carthay.

Thank you.

10/11/2021 22:24:47

Allan Weaver

10/11/2021 22:37:31

Patrick McGeehan

10/11/2021 22:51:51

Daniel Nero

Joseph C. Steins
Dear Redistricting Commissioners - I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield.
Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common
interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5
gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley's
40% of the LA City population.
Thank you.
Allan Weaver
4315 Greenbush Avenue
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
###-####
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Daniel Nero

Date
10/11/2021 22:53:20

Name
Kim Petty

10/12/2021 6:24:44

Lancaster Gerald

10/12/2021 7:04:34

Alan Breslauer

10/12/2021 7:14:47

Cindy Chvatal

10/12/2021 8:29:43

Mary Streit

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Kim Petty
14031 hesby st Sherman oaks Ca 91423
###-####4
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
My name is Gerald Lancaster and I live in the recognized community of Shadow Hills which is in the northeast section of the San Fernando Valley. Shadow Hills has approximately 2,400 residences. Like a majority of
my neighbors, I am opposed to the K2.5 maps under consideration for adoption for the redistricting of the City of Los Angeles.
Specifically, I'm opposed to the redistricting proposals because they would divide our recognized community and significantly reduce our representation within our own local government. The K2.5 maps sever homes in
the Stonehurst Area of Shadow Hill, homes north and Northeast of McBroom, as well as homes off many these streets, away from the rest of Shadow Hills. The people living in homes on these streets would no longer
be stakeholders in their own community.
The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace, La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of
Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and
equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
Additionally, if most of Shadow hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up and irrelevant. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by
our own neighborhood council.
Further, we know that returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400 people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district, meaning the
movement would be possible with better representation for common interest communities.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Gerald Lancaster###-####
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Hancock Park and support the Hancock Park Homeowners
Association recommendation for the configuration of Hancock Park within Map
Plan K2.5*. I understand that the entire map is not what every community
wants so as the commission looks to improve the map, please keep the
current (and hopefully final) configuration that joins all of** Hancock
Park and our communities of interest to the west together in CD5. * We
share strong
religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, historical
designations, as well as numerous shopping districts and parks.
Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring that this
process is transparent, data-driven, protects voting rights and is not
politically gerrymandered. Thank you for considering facts and not biased
opinions.
Sincerely,
Cindy Chvatal- Keane
Dear Commissioners,
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before this there was none.
In the early 2000's a LA Councilmember condoned trying to close down Jewish prayer services on Yom Kippur being held at a neighborhood Jewish school and to stop a neighborhood synagogue from continuing to
stay open. It was thanks to the only Jewish Councilmember and his staff at that time and a law suit that these awful acts were stopped.

Jews represent a minority of less than .2% of total world population and therefore cannot ever take representative government for granted. The American constitution gave the states the right to decide voting rights and
many states denied Jews and other minorities the rights to vote up until the early 19th century. In fact, "the Jew Bill" that was argued by the Maryland legislature for 8 years finally passed giving Jews in this State the
right to vote in 1828. Land deeds in Los Angeles had restrictive covenants against Jews and like many other minorities Jews living in a neighborhood brought down the federal housing designated grade of a
neighborhood, or otherwise known as redlining.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the Map K2.5 configuration within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and the 10 freeway that we would
appreciate getting moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to also support the needs of other communities of interests.

Thank you,
Mary Streit

Date
10/12/2021 9:02:13

10/12/2021 9:46:26

Name
Testiony
ansonperio@aim.com Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Hancock Park and support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for the configuration of Hancock Park within Map Plan K2.5. I understand
that the entire map is not what every community wants so as the commission looks to improve the map, please keep the current (and hopefully final) configuration that joins all of Hancock Park and our communities of
interest to the west together in CD5. We share strong religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, historical designations, as well as numerous shopping districts and parks.Thank you for all your work and
your diligence in ensuring that this process is transparent, data-driven, protects voting rights and is not politically gerrymandered.Sincerely,David Anson
Vanessa Herman
Hello,
I am a 25-year long resident of Hancock Park and support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for the configuration of Hancock Park within Map Plan K2.5. Please keep the current map as it is
to preserve an area with common interests: strong religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, historical designations, as well as numerous shopping districts and parks. Thank you for all your work and
your diligence in ensuring that this process is transparent, data-driven, protects voting rights and is not politically gerrymandered.
All the best,
Vanessa Herman

10/12/2021 11:01:31

Joe Steins

Sent from my iPhone
October 12, 2021
Dear Commissioners,
As a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood for over 50 years, it is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years - Wilshire
Boulevard. This would then include all of the Miracle Mile HPOZ in one Council District, making contact with one City Councilperson more effective.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2.5 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood HPOZ boundaries (including east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San
Vicente).
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay
Square, and South Carthay.

Sincerely,

10/12/2021 11:23:09

Jeff Symonds

10/12/2021 11:32:03

Lori Stanford

Joseph C. Steins, 1052 South Sierra Bonita, Los Angeles, CA 90019
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
We are residents of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the
Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Best regards,
Jeff and Suzanne Symonds
5716 Willis Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411
Dear commissioners,
I’m writing as a concerned citizen and resident of Studio City. It has come to my attention that redistricting is taking place, and I’m concerned that the interests of all the constituents are not being heard. There has been
a real awakening in Sherman Oaks with community involvement in feeding the unhoused, supplying necessary school supplies to children in need, community clean up, partnerships with local schools and other
organizations, and so much more by The Valley of Change. Sherman Oaks has similar interest with North Hollywood and Studio City, not Encino, Tarzana, Woodland Hills, etc. We need community representation for
everyone. The Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council and the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association do NOT represent all the people of Sherman Oaks. Please do not only consider their CIS statements. We want to
stay in CD4, and we need a representative that represents ALL constituents and will fight for us.
Thank you for your thoughtful consideration!

10/12/2021 11:32:07

Brett Williams

Best,
Lori Stanford
Hello,
I am writing today to express my distress about the proposed redistributing plan currently being considered. As you may be aware, it splits my neighborhood in half, dividing our close-knit community into two different
districts. It also severs the neighborhood from Griffith Park and from Los Feliz, two areas that are key parts of the Oaks neighborhood. I urge you to reconsider this terrible plan. Best,
Brett Williams
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/12/2021 11:33:25

Name
Erika Thormahlen

10/12/2021 11:34:29

K Callan

10/12/2021 11:49:55

kenneth robins

10/12/2021 11:53:09

Natalie Freidberg

10/12/2021 12:10:05

Brigitte Dewez

Testiony
Hello,
I am a resident at 2185 Ponet Drive in a neighborhood lovingly and historically referred to as The Oaks. I strongly disagree with the the latest draft plan for LA's City Council districts as it (1) breaks Oaks in half, (2)
severs half of Oaks (as well as Los Feliz) from Griffith Park, and (3) severs the other half of Oaks from Los Feliz. The whole thing makes little sense. As a member of my community, we strongly identify as a one
cohesive neighborhood, both activating and organizing around community issues like crime and traffic issues (via personal networks as well as on the app Nextdoor — which, itself, identifies us as The Oaks) as well as
community-wide celebrations, including our Annual Oaks Halloween Walk. We also belong to our Oaks Homeowners Association, attend an annual HOA meeting at Immaculate Heart High School on Western Ave and
have worked together to get as many neighbors onboarded into our own private security patrol, ACS, which we, as a community, wanted and made happen.
Additionally, I am a member of Friends of Griffith Park — I use the Fern Dell side of the park every day, am invested in the park's health and safety, especially during fire season when the threat of fire is a real-life
circumstance to my home living just a few blocks from the wilds of the park.
As a member of this part of town for over 20 years, I would say those that live east of Canyon Drive identify as members of the Los Feliz neighborhood. Having also lived in Beachwood Canyon, I would say those who
live west of Canyon Drive identify as being part of Hollywood.
This is how the neighborhood is often treated/described by real estate brokers (or on the app, Nextdoor) . You live in Hollywood if you’re in Beachwood. You live in Los Feliz if you are in the Oaks.
Please do not move forward with the current plan and please do not break up the Oaks neighborhood or divest it of its close and active boosterism of Griffith Park.
You would be dividing both a history and community in doing so.
Many thanks for you time,
Erika Thormahlen
erikathormahlen.com <http://erikathormahlen.com/
The map below makes the best sense — please put these communities in the same district...
K Callan/Sherman Oaks

"I never lose, I either win or learn.” anonymous
To Whom It May Concern
I am a resident of the Oaks in Los Feliz. It has been a neighborhood defined many years before we lived here, which is 30 years. As a result there is a rare sense of community and support which has grown and
become "The Oaks". It makes no sense to divide up the area so that it is in two different districts. Because our concerns and our connections are so implanted it feels like an undermining of our shared interests and
sense of community. Thanks.
Kenneth Robins
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Shirley Fernandez <SFernandez@clinicaromero.com
Date: Wed, Oct 6, 2021 at 12:32 PM
Subject: Los Angeles Redistricting
To: Natalie.Freidberg@lacity.org <Natalie.Freidberg@lacity.org
CC: Stephanie Lemus <slemus@clinicaromero.com, Carlos Vaquerano <
cvaquerano@clinicaromero.com
Dear Commissioner Freidberg,
On behalf of Carlos Vaquerano, CEO of Clinica Romero, I hope you and your
family are staying healthy and safe.
I am writing to respectfully request your support to keep Clinica Romero,
Westlake, Historic Filipinotown, Echo Park, East Hollywood, Rampart
Village, and Silver Lake in CD13. Please see the attached letter for more
details.
I hope that we can count on your support.
Thank you!
*Shirley Fernandez*
Executive Assistant to CEO
Clínica Monseñor Oscar A. Romero
123 S. Alvarado St
<https://www.google.com/maps/search/123+S.+Alvarado+St?entry=gmail&source=g.
P:###-#### | C: ###-####
Email: Sfernandez@clinicaromero.com | www.clinicaromero.com
[image: Original Vector Horizontal]
@clinicaromero [image: facebook][image: twitter]
<https://twitter.com/ClinicaRomero
Thank youBrigitte Dewez2759 Dunleer PlaceLA 90064

Date
10/12/2021 12:20:14

10/12/2021 12:26:23

Name
Mark Morris

Olivia Ochoa

Testiony
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) stakeholder residing in Cheviot
Hills. I strongly support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single
council district, it respects the boundaries of existing Homeowner’s
Associations, and it preserves the unique histories, experiences, and
interests of Westside communities.
As the Commission correctly decided on September 30, Map K2.5 fulfills the
Commission’s core purpose of drawing Los Angeles City Council Districts
based on 2020 census data in keeping with the unique histories, experiences
and interests of established communities, in order to provide them with the
highest probability of being effectively served by City government.
Sincerely,
Mark and Bridget Morris
3056 Motor Ave
Dear LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
It's wrong to remove USC and Expo Park from CD9. CD 9 is the poorest district in the city and the elimination of USC and Expo Park will eliminate any economic benefits from these areas of the district. Community
Coalition is pushing to move USC and Expo Park to CD8 so that the financial benefits remain in the hands of only one councilman who is African American. CD8 already has the Crenshaw Corridor and wealthier
neighborhoods.

I vehemently oppose the Community Coalition's call to action to move USC and Expo Park to CD 8. It is not fair. It is clearly an attempt to take power away from one minority group and try to give it to another. I thought
Community Coalition was about fairness and solidarity for low income communities, but it's not the reality.

Community Coalition pressures the Commission to provide USC and Expo Park to CD 8, THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE!
As a resident of the CD9 I demand that you keep our economic assets.
Keep the current district of CD9 intact!

10/12/2021 12:32:05

Vega Mayra

Best,
Ostra
My name is Miriam Medina, I live in CD9, I demand that our district 9 stay
as it is at this time, that they do not take anything away, that USC & EXPO
Park remain in CD9, many immigrants live here and have benefited from
housing and support for the community by our CD9 Council, we have been
working together in this district for many years to have it a better Sur
LA, you do not live here, you do not know how it was before, we do not
deserve to have absolutely nothing taken from us now listen to our voices,
we are working people and you you do not decide for our future because the
community is the one that works to improve our district and that is why we
ask for respect and that our voice be heard, in advance. I appreciate your
positive response to my application as a member of CD9.
Community Coalition and SCOPE only want to benefit, it is a political
matter, they do not think about the real interests of our community.
Mrs. Medina

Date
10/12/2021 12:32:06

Name
Colin Fun

Testiony
Hi,
I’m Colin Fung from Tamashii Ramen House in the NoHo Arts District. I read on nohoartsdistrict.com that the Redistricting Commission has a plan to change Council District 2 boundaries, which means our arts district
could lose Councilmember Paul Krekorian.
We are against redistricting. For one, we voted for Councilmember Paul Krekorian.
Do our votes no longer count in Los Angeles?
Who does this proposal exactly serve?
How will this proposal help the only performing arts district in the City of Los Angeles?
1.We elected Councilmember Paul Krekorian to serve for four years, not one. Our votes count.
2. Our Councilmember is the best advocate the NoHo Arts District has had in the last 20 years.
He and his team know NoHo inside and out, and actually follow through to get things done in our neighborhood. They understand the needs of our 12 theatres, and all the dance studios (we are the commercial
dance/hip hop dance capitol), music recording studios, unique, locally owned restaurants and businesses. We make art in NoHo and Councilmember Krekorian and team help us do this.
3. Losing our voice on the City Council as our arts district is struggling to recover from the pandemic will be devastating and a despicable waste of time, money and energy. This is unfair to all the hard work our
neighborhood has put in with Krekorian’s team, combined with the economic and emotional impact Covid has already had on the NoHo Arts District. We will run the risk of losing more arts businesses because of this
redistricting.
As a member of the NoHo Arts District community and as a voter, I am against this redistricting proposal.

10/12/2021 12:37:22

Carolyn Hoff

10/12/2021 12:39:35

Jason Walley

Artfully yours,
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5, which
includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3
under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield.
Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common
interests along the Mulholland Corridor, such as the need for public
transportation to Santa Monica and West Los Angeles. Very importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 finally gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts
based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Thank you,
Carolyn Hoff
5510 Greenbush Ave.
Sherman Oaks, CA
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map
includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3
under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other
communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland
Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved
fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City
population.
Thank you.

10/12/2021 12:48:26

Jennifer Becker

Jason Walley
Owner/Resident 5827 Natick Ave
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Jennifer Becker Sherman Oaks 91411

Date
10/12/2021 12:54:34

Name
MV

Testiony
My name is Marisol , I live in CD9, I demand that our district 9 stay as it
is at this time, do not take away USC & EXPO Park, I want them remain in
CD9, many immigrants live here and have benefited from health care and
support for the community by our CD9 Council, we have been working together
in this district for many years to have it a better Sur LA, we do not
deserve to have absolutely nothing taken away from us, please listen to our
voices, we are hard working people, we ask for respect and that our voice
be heard, in advance. I appreciate your positive response to my application
as a member of CD9.
Community Coalition only want to benefit CD8 a black representative that
was ED from them in the past, it is a political matter, they do not care
about the real interests and needs from our community.

Best,

10/12/2021 12:56:14

Shia Altman

10/12/2021 12:56:54

Jasmin Niku

Marisol Vega
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for your service to the City.
I am writing in support of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition, with regard to Council District 5. CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII; before this there was none.
Jews, only .2% of total world population, with a history of being discriminated against in so many evil ways, even here in the United States, can never take representative government for granted. In the very recent past,
in the early 2000's, an LA City councilmember tried to shut down Jewish prayer at a Jewish school and a synagogue. Only the work of another councilmember, as well as a lawsuit, stopped this from happening
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is truly important to the Jewish community's collective voice in Los Angeles.
These historic Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the Map K2.5 configuration within CD5. And there is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and the 10
freeway that we would appreciate getting moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic core of the Jewish community together, and urges the commission to support the needs of other communities of interest as well.
Sincerely,
Sheldon Altman
9407 Oakmore Rd. (Beverlywood)
Los Angeles, CA 90035
To whom it may concern,
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are
tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As
residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and make
the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
My husband and I are very concerned with this potential split. We are
working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we
are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with
city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every
neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you
want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word
'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and
general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is
working against our best interests and the best interest of the
neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from
the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us?

10/12/2021 13:56:50

Adelphia

Thank you,
Jasmin Niku Hakimi
-Jasmin Niku
jniku13@gmail.com
(###-####
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the
Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you,
Jason Popeski
Sherman Oaks

Date
10/12/2021 14:47:51

10/12/2021 15:19:55

10/12/2021 15:21:46

Name
Leonard Levine

Testiony
I have been a resident of the Oaks neighborhood for 23 years. I am writing to add my voice to the objections to the K2.5 map raised by the Oaks Homeowners Association (see attached letter).
In the last few years, conditions in our neighborhood - particularly crime and safety - have deteriorated to a degree that continual engagement with the City and our Council district representative and staff has become
imperative as we try to avert additional deterioration. The proposed map contemplates diluting our neighborhood's efforts by splitting the Oaks into two council districts. Further, by splitting us from Griffith Park and the
adjacent Los Feliz neighborhood, the proposed map doesn't recognize that all three entities are intertwined in the residents' day-to-day life. Conditions in Griffith Park affect us directly - for example, I have lost access to
commercial fire insurance due to Griffith Park's inadequate fire prevention measures -- and should be under the purview of our Council representative.
Leonard Levine
2648 Green Oak Place
Linda Othenin-Girard To: The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission Dear Redistricting I have lived in the Los Feliz Oaks for 34 years. It is a neighborhood of approximately eight hundred homes located roughly between Fern
Dell Drive on the east, Canyon Drive (and its subsidiary streets) on the west, Foothill Drive on the south, and Griffith Park on the north.
I would like to express my deep concern about the most recent redistricting draft plan, K2.5. This latest plan is extremely troubling for our neighborhood because:
• Plan K2.5 splits our Oaks neighborhood in half, putting the homes west and north of an arbitrary line formed by Briarcliff Road/Verde Oak Drive/West Live Oak Drive into a district called “2 or 4” and the rest of the
Oaks – everything east of that same group of streets – into District 13. The Oaks neighborhood has always been entirely within a single council district and breaking it up like this will cause real disruption in our ability to
communicate effectively with the City.
• The plan severs most of the Oaks from Los Feliz, a neighborhood with which we have historically been closely connected. In fact, the original name of our neighborhood was "The Los Feliz Oaks."
• The plan cuts half of the Oaks and all of Los Feliz off from Griffith Park. Both neighborhoods have always been in the same district as Griffith Park, to which they are immediately adjacent. To sever these traditional
ties and break the neighborhoods and the Park into two different council districts makes no reasonable sense.
The Commission publicly stated and pledged that its aim was to keep “communities of interest” together. We appreciate that goal but we do not see how given that priority you could be considering carving up the Oaks
into separate districts. Furthermore, the Oaks, Los Feliz, and Griffith Park are a single community of interest and should be represented by a single council district. Whether that is District "2 OR 4" or District 13 is of less
concern to us. What is of paramount concern is that these three areas remain, as they have always been, a single community of interest and within the same council district. And it is critical to us that our Oaks
neighborhood stay in one piece. We have 100 years together as a neighborhood with events such as our annual picnic, our holiday party, the Halloween walk, and more. We would like to continue as a single
community within a single council district.
Sincerely yours,
Linda Othenin-Girard
Boardmember and past President of The Oaks Homeowners Association
Linda Othenin-Girard
Cell: ###-####
meggeorg@gmail.
I concur with the comments submitted by the Oaks Homeowners Association. A copy of this Letter is reproduced below for easy reference.
com
To add a bit, the care and concern for Griffith Park, it’s wilderness and wildlife, hiking trails, equestrian trails, Observatory, Zoo, golf courses, tennis courts, Greek theatre and more unite these neighborhoods. The
value of this united interest has long been recognized by including these neighborhoods in a single district. It seems reckless folly to arbitrarily discard it.
The Oaks Homeowners’ letter:
“The Oaks Homeowners’ To: The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission Dear Redistricting Commission,
We represent The Oaks of Los Feliz, a neighborhood of approximately eight hundred homes located roughly between Fern Dell Drive on the east, Canyon Drive (and its subsidiary streets) on the west, Foothill Drive on
the south, and Griffith Park on the north.
We want to express our significant concern with the most recent redistricting draft plan, K2.5. This latest plan is extremely troubling for our neighborhood because:
• Plan K2.5 splits our Oaks neighborhood in half, putting the homes west and north of an arbitrary line formed by Briarcliff Road/Verde Oak Drive/West Live Oak Drive into a district called “2 or 4” and the rest of the
Oaks – everything east of that same group of streets – into District 13. The Oaks neighborhood has always been entirely within a single council district and breaking it up like this will cause real disruption in our ability to
communicate effectively with the City.
• The plan severs most of the Oaks from Los Feliz, a neighborhood with which we have historically been closely connected. In fact, the original name of our neighborhood was "The Los Feliz Oaks."
• The plan cuts half of the Oaks and all of Los Feliz off from Griffith Park. Both neighborhoods have always been in the same district as Griffith Park, to which they are immediately adjacent. To sever these traditional
ties and break the neighborhoods and the Park into two different council districts makes no reasonable sense.
The Oaks, Los Feliz, and Griffith Park are a single community of interest and should be represented by a single council district. Whether that is District "2 OR 4" or District 13 is of less concern to us. What is of
paramount concern is that these three areas remain, as they have always been, a single community of interest and within the same council district. And it is critical to us that our Oaks neighborhood stay in one piece.
We have 100 years together as a neighborhood with events such as our annual picnic, our holiday party, the Halloween walk, and more. We would like to continue as a single community within a single council district.
Sincerely yours,
Holly Purcell Robert Young President Vice-President
The Oaks Homeowners Association”

10/12/2021 15:49:27

Nancy Simpson

Fair winds and following seas, Meg
Hello,
We recently sent an email to all of you in support of K2.5. While I certainly looked at the map (which candidly, was challenging to see details), I clearly did not look close enough as this plan, splits the Oaks
neighborhood in half. The Oaks is a close knit area where decisions are made for the good of the community and certainly, Griffith Park is part of those decisions. We are baffled as to why anyone would think this was a
good plan to have 2 Districts for this area?
We would like to see The Oaks, Los Feliz and Griffith Park remain, as they have always been, in the same district where decisions can be made as a single community.
It is irrelevant to us if we are in Distrct 2 or 4 or 13. We just would ,like to see it remain as a sinlge community with a single council district.
Thank you for your consideration
Nancy & Alex Simpson
Homeowners/ Residents in the Los Feliz Oaks / District 4

Date
10/12/2021 15:52:29

10/12/2021 16:14:14

10/12/2021 16:41:05

10/12/2021 16:41:43

Name
Nancy Simpson

Testiony
Hello,
We recently sent an email to all of you in support of K2.5. While I certainly looked at the map (which candidly, was challenging to see details), I clearly did not look close enough as this plan, splits the Oaks
neighborhood in half. The Oaks is a close knit area where decisions are made for the good of the community and certainly, Griffith Park is part of those decisions. We are baffled as to why anyone would think this was a
good plan to have 2 Districts for this area?
We would like to see The Oaks, Los Feliz and Griffith Park remain, as they have always been, in the same district where decisions can be made as a single community.
It is irrelevant to us if we are in District 2 or 4 or 13. We just would like to see it remain as a single community with a single council district.
Thank you for your consideration
Nancy & Alex Simpson
Homeowners/ Residents in the Los Feliz Oaks / District 4
ken and sandy OsmondOnce again, I am emailing to urge that CD7 remains as it has been since I
have lived here. I walk a dachshund dog on a 4.4 mile route, Wornom to
Sunland, to Wheatland, to Art, to Stonehurst, to McBroom and home, and I
would now be walking through three districts!
1. Shadow Hills is a neighborhood with natural boundaries. Splitting it up
into 3 council districts violates LA City Charter Section 204 (d).
2. The few streets in the Stonehurst area that were ripped out and put in
CD6 must be returned to Shadow Hills and CD7.
3. The large parts of Shadow Hills that were put in "CD 2 or 4” must be
returned to CD7.
4. Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon to CD7 allows the Foothill
Trails District Neighborhood Council to remain viable and intact.
5. Returning Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD 7 does not require
any further boundary line adjustments for maximum population requirements
per City Council District.
6. In summary: Return ALL of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon back to CD7
with the other equestrian, animal-keeping, and Very-High Fire Hazard
Severity Zoned neighborhoods already in CD7.
Sandra Osmond
9863 Wornom Ave.
Shadow Hills, CA. 91040
Melinda Liberatore
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Melinda Liberatore
5703 Willis Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411
liberatore.mel@gmail.com
Shahin Yazdi
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am Shahin Yazdi.
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City.
In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern
portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for
other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Thank you,
Shahin Yazdi
Principal/Managing Director
[http://www.gspartners.com/signature/images/gsp-logo-newsletter@2x.png]
10250 Constellation Boulevard
Suite 2700 | Los Angeles, CA 90067
syazdi@gspartners.com<mailto:syazdi@gspartners.com
Office: ###-####<tel:###-#### | Mobile: ###-####<tel:###-#### | Fax: ###-####<tel:###-####
BRE License No: ###-####
vCard<http://www.gspartners.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/Shahin-Yazdi.vcf | Bio<http://www.gspartners.com/team/shahin-yazdi/
[LinkedIn]<http://www.linkedin.com/pub/shahin-yazdi/4/99a/453 [Twitter] <https://twitter.com/shahinyazdi [Website] <http://www.gspartners.com/ [Subscribe] <http://www.gspartners.com/finfacts-newsletter/sign-up/
This message and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed, and may contain information that is privileged, confidential or proprietary. If you are not the intended
recipient, any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is prohibited. If you receive this communication in error, please promptly notify George Smith Partners Inc. at ###-#### or the above email
address. Thank you.

Date
10/12/2021 16:56:25

10/12/2021 17:00:28

Name
Caroline Schweich

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commission, I live in The Oaks of Los Feliz, a neighborhood of approximately eight hundred homes located roughly between Fern Dell Drive on the east, Canyon Drive (and its subsidiary streets) on
the west, Foothill Drive on the south, and Griffith Park on the north. We want to express our significant concern with the most recent redistricting draft plan, K2.5. This latest plan is extremely troubling for our
neighborhood because: • Plan K2.5 splits our Oaks neighborhood in half, putting the homes west and north of an arbitrary line formed by Briarcliff Road/Verde Oak Drive/West Live Oak Drive into a district called “2 or 4”
and the rest of the Oaks – everything east of that same group of streets – into District 13. The Oaks neighborhood has always been entirely within a single council district and breaking it up like this will cause real
disruption in our ability to communicate effectively with the City. • The plan severs most of the Oaks from Los Feliz, a neighborhood with which we have historically been closely connected. In fact, the original name of
our neighborhood was "The Los Feliz Oaks." • The plan cuts half of the Oaks and all of Los Feliz off from Griffith Park. Both neighborhoods have always been in the same district as Griffith Park, to which they are
immediately adjacent. To sever these traditional ties and break the neighborhoods and the Park into two different council districts makes no reasonable sense. The Oaks, Los Feliz, and Griffith Park are a single
community of interest and should be represented by a single council district. Whether that is District "2 OR 4" or District 13 is of less concern to us. What is of paramount concern is that these three areas remain, as
they have always been, a single community of interest and within the same council district. And it is critical to us that our Oaks neighborhood stay in one piece. We have 100 years together as a neighborhood with
events such as our annual picnic, our holiday party, the Halloween walk, and more. We would like to continue as a single community within a single council district. Thank you, Caroline Kessler
Green Oak Drive
"A. Minasian Silvera, dds
Hello,My
ms" name is Andreia Silvera, and I have lived in Beverlywood for over 20 years. Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City.
Based on the way the southern portion of Map L was constructed, it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West. But Beverlywood has long worked with the
business and social service institutions on Pico Blvd, -- unfortunately, under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for
other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.

10/12/2021 17:06:16

Thank you for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Respectfully,
Andreia Minasian Silvera, DDS MS2122 Guthrie DrLA CA 90034
Linda Frances Broder Oct. 12,2021
Dear Commissioners,
We have lived in the Beverlywood area for over 50 years.
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City.
In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern
portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps need more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for other
communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Please keep Beverlywood and the surrounding business district in the configuration of Map K2.5
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Thank you
Linda and Alan Broder
9501 Sawyer Street
Los Angeles, CA 90035

10/12/2021 17:32:16

Chris McKee

Linda Broder
Davis School of Gerontology
Student Services Assistant
phone: ###-####
fax:###-####
e-mail: lbroder@usc.edu
To the LA Redistricting Commission,
LA’s districts look ridiculously gerrymandered, including the maps being proposed for next year. Ms. Raman should be representing a community that is cohesive, and she should at least should be living in her own
district. I live in Park La Brea. I would like her to represent a rectangular district between Silver Lake and here. Perhaps that’s too many people, and she needs a smaller district. But the alternative should not be what is
being considered currently. It should just be a smaller rectangle; this whole area is interconnected. And should I be excluded from her district and put into the next one over, that’s fine. It should be approximately
rectangular too. This New York Times article suggests that she’s being punished for the work she’s done rezoning her district:
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/10/11/opinion/raman-housing-los-angeles.html?referringSource=articleShare <https://www.nytimes.com/2021/10/11/opinion/raman-housing-los-angeles.html?
referringSource=articleShare
The idea that she might end up in the Valley certainly suggests cynical revenge and corruption. I seriously suggest the redistricting commission consider how the public perceives this process. People are angry enough
as it is with politics. It seems like the process is being controlled by wealthy homeowner associations with selfish intentions in mind.
I did fill out my suggestion for the map, but when I saw the commission’s proposals I felt like I must not understand the process; because the districts look completely absurd to me. Why would districts traverse the hills,
for example? I thought clearly other people do not have the same ideas I do. But it’s very hard to imagine a majority would propose such bizarre boundaries. It is very suspicious and upsetting.
Sincerely,
Chris McKee
Park La Brea resident

Date
10/12/2021 17:49:50

Name
Allen Lee

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioner,
Chinatown is one of the oldest communities in Los Angeles and is home to
immigrant, elderly, working class, and families of color. The current
boundaries of Chinatown have been shaped by historic racist land use
practices that have left a legacy of predatory developments and
gentrification. For residents to stand a chance in advocating for
community needs and better resources Chinatown must remain whole and
together in one council district.
Located at 600 N Broadway, 1 block south of the proposed CD 1 boundary,
Cathay Manor is senior housing made up of elderly, income-restricted,
disabled Asian immigrants with limited/no English. These residents are
valued members of the Chinatown community, they attend to all their needs
in Chinatown, where they can get around and speak in their native
languages. Please do not separate Chinatown into 2 districts, we are one
community, and Cathay Manor needs to be in CD1 with the rest of the
neighborhood.
The new map proposes to relocate the boundary of CD1 in Chinatown from
Cesar Chavez Ave and Alameda St. to Hill and Ord St. This splits our
historic community into two. The new boundary separates the iconic gateway
statue, as well as many of our residents from the rest of Chinatown. Are
you saying that the entrance to Chinatown is not part of the rest of the
community? How can that be? Please respect Chinatown and our community
members and keep Chinatown whole and in one Council District.
Truly Yours,
Stephen Lee - President
Lee On Dong Association

Date
10/12/2021 18:59:39

Name
mary yoel

Testiony
For 36 years I have been a resident of The Oaks neighborhood of Los
Angeles, directly adjacent to Griffith Park, specifically the Ferndell part
of the park. I use the park daily for my walks and I am a member of The
Oaks Homeowners Association as well as The Los Feliz Improvement
Association.
I want to express my significant concern with the most recent redistricting
draft plan,
K2.5. This latest plan is extremely troubling for our neighborhood because:
• Plan K2.5 splits our Oaks neighborhood in half, putting the homes west
and north of an
arbitrary line formed by Briarcliff Road/Verde Oak Drive/West Live Oak
Drive into a
district called “2 or 4” and the rest of the Oaks – everything east of that
same group of
streets – into District 13. The Oaks neighborhood has always been entirely
within a
single council district and breaking it up like this will cause real
disruption in our ability
to communicate effectively with the City.
• The plan severs most of the Oaks from Los Feliz, a neighborhood with
which we have
historically been closely connected. In fact, the original name of our
neighborhood was
"The Los Feliz Oaks."
• The plan cuts half of the Oaks and all of Los Feliz off from Griffith
Park. Both
neighborhoods have always been in the same district as Griffith Park, to
which they are
immediately adjacent. To sever these traditional ties and break the
neighborhoods and
the Park into two different council districts makes no reasonable sense.
The Oaks, Los Feliz, and Griffith Park are a single community of interest
and should be
represented by a single council district. Whether that is District "2 OR 4"
or District 13 is of less
concern to me. What is of paramount concern is that these three areas
remain, as they have
always been, a single community of interest and within the same council
district. And it is
critical to me that my Oaks neighborhood stay in one piece. We have 100
years together as a
neighborhood with events such as our annual picnic, our holiday party, the
Halloween walk, and
more. I would like to continue as a single community within a single
council district.
Sincerely,
Mary P. Yoel

Date
10/12/2021 19:01:12

Name
Jennifer

Testiony
Hello Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
My name is Jennifer Sherman.
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City.
In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern
portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for
other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.

10/12/2021 20:03:31

Allen Lee

Thank you for your consideration,
Jennifer Sherman
Dear Redistrict Commissioner,
Chinatown is one of the oldest communities in Los Angeles and is home to
immigrant, elderly, working class, and families of color. The current
boundaries of Chinatown have been shaped by historic racist land use
practices that have left a legacy of predatory developments and
gentrification. For residents to stand a chance in advocating for
community needs and better resources Chinatown must remain whole and
together in one council district.
Located at 600 N Broadway, 1 block south of the proposed CD 1 boundary,
Cathay Manor is senior housing made up of elderly, income-restricted,
disabled Asian immigrants with limited/no English. These residents are
valued members of the Chinatown community, they attend to all their needs
in Chinatown, where they can get around and speak in their native
languages. Please do not separate Chinatown into 2 districts, we are one
community, and Cathay Manor needs to be in CD1 with the rest of the
neighborhood.
Dear Redistrict Commissioner,
The new map proposes to relocate the boundary of CD1 in Chinatown from
Cesar Chavez Ave and Alameda St. to Hill and Ord St. This splits our
historic community into two. The new boundary separates the iconic gateway
statue, as well as many of our residents from the rest of Chinatown. Are
you saying that the entrance to Chinatown is not part of the rest of the
community? How can that be? Please respect Chinatown and our community
members and keep Chinatown whole and in one Council District.
Truly Yours,

10/12/2021 20:38:05

"Montano, Sergio"

Allen Lee
LA Lee Federal Credit Union
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Sergio Montano
14245 Tiara St
Sherman oaks CA 91401
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/12/2021 20:45:23

Name
Nona Friedman

10/12/2021 20:47:19

Fran Kerzner

10/12/2021 21:05:03

Rebecca Mittman

Testiony
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.
We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD.
We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and
violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are
working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against us? Thank you,
Nona Friedman
538 N. Detroit Street
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Thank you,
Fran Kerzner
14742 Sutton St.
Sherman Oaks, CA
91403
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I was born and raised in Beverlywood and lucky to now be raising my own children on the same block that I grew up on.
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City.
In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern
portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for
other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Thank you,
Rebecca Mittman

Date
10/12/2021 21:16:39

Name
Richard Snyder

10/12/2021 21:20:44

Chelsea Schames

Testiony
Begin forwarded message:
From: "Beverlywood Homes Association" <beverlywoodhoa@yourcommunitybulletins.com
Subject: Beverlywood Homes Association eMail Bulletin
Date: October 12, 2021 at 4:16:57 PM PDT
To: "RICHARD SNYDER" <pathdockp37@icloud.com
Reply-To: "
LA City re-Districting Commission has their next meeting tomorrow
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 13th @6PM
PLEASE PARTICIPATE IN THIS VIRTUAL MEETING WHICH WILL DECIDE WHAT COUNCIL DISTRICT BEVERLYWOOD WILL BE PLACED IN 2022. Current configuration Map K.25 keeps Beverlywood, Pico
Robertson, and neighboring communities to our east and west intact and inside of CD5. Other maps divide those neighborhoods into two different council districts.
More Information on Redistricting can be found at the LACITY Redistricting Website: https://laccrc2021.org/
MEETING AGENDA: https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/10.13-LACCRC-agenda_amended.pdf
How to Join the Zoom Meeting:
https://www.zoomgov.com/j/###-####7#success
Once inside the Zoom press the "raise your hand" function to request to speak.
You can also dial in toll-free 1-###-#### with Meeting ID No. ###-####.
Press #, and Press # again when prompted for participant ID. Once admitted into the meeting, press *9 to request to speak.
Please SPEAK UP to keep Beverlywood in CD5! PUBLIC COMMENT WILL RUN FOR 2 HOURS--PLEASE TAKE THE TIME TO SPEAK UP
Suggested Comments (Please Make Statement Your Own-you will ONLY get 60 seconds so be clear and brief): Hello My name is: ________________ 1.Thank you for this huge task you are all undertaking.
2.Beverlywood is a distinct community that has for generations been part of CD5. Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs. In addition, Beverlywood has long
worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the proposed Map L would separate us into a different district.
3.The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for
other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
4.Thank you for your wise consideration. *If you can't be on the virtual meeting, then it is VITAL that you take 10minutes and send in written comment via email to: Copy City Council President's Office:
Suggested Email Comments:
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring. we are Richard and Jacquelyn Snyder______________________
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City. In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on
Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest
surrounding us to the East and West. The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to
find the most equitable options for other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Thank you,
the Snyder family of Beverlywood
Please click HERE <http://www.beverlywoodhoa.com/ to visit the Beverlywood Homes Association web site.
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am Chelsea Schames.
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City.
In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern
portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for
other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.

10/12/2021 21:33:48

Saran Kirschbaum

Thank you,
Chelsea
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring. I am _Saran Kirschbaum_____________________
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City. In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on
Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest
surrounding us to the East and West. The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to
find the most equitable options for other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Thank you,
Saran Kirschbaum

Date
10/12/2021 21:44:32

Name
Testiony
Toni Hollander-Morse Hi All
I am a member of the Century Glen HOA and a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder. I strongly support Map K2.5 that keeps Century Glen HOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s
Core Purpose and Criteria. We strongly urge you to adopt Map K2.5 and keep Century Glen HOA and WNC in one council district.

10/12/2021 22:23:52

Jamie York

Thank you
Toni Hollander-Morse
Hello,
The Reseda Neighborhood Council passed an updated CIS this evening
regarding redistricting. We are requesting to speak at tomorrow's
commission meeting. If you could confirm receipt of this email and update
the website with our CIS, it would be greatly appreciated. We have
submitted the CIS through the portal, but I have attached it here for your
convenience as well.
Thank you,

10/12/2021 23:14:57

Carol Kozeracki

10/13/2021 5:32:31

Kendra Kimball

Jamie York
I am a resident of the Oaks, living at 2412 Cazaux Place. I support the efforts of the Oaks Homeowners Association to avoid splitting our neighborhood into two separate Council Districts. The Oaks and Los Feliz
neighborhoods operate together on numerous projects and both are closely associated with Griffith Park. My husband and I, along with dozens of our neighbors, regularly walk our dogs up and down Canyon and into
Griffith Park through Bronson Park. Residents share similar interests and concerns, as well as historical ties, and it makes sense to keep them in a single Council District.
Please reconsider this redistricting proposal and keep the Oaks, Los Feliz, and Griffith Park in one Council District.
Thank you very much.
Carol Kozeracki2412 Cazaux PlaceLA, CA 90068
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Kendra Kimball and I am a resident of Canoga Park under current
council district 3. I want to thank you all for your time serving on the
City's redistricting commission. We appreciate the challenge of the task
ahead of you and we can not thank you enough for reconsidering stakeholder
map #57666 as it best reflects our collective opinions while taking account
of all the variables that affect your recommendation.
I am attaching in this email map #57666 along with a letter written by the
Woodland Hills Homeowners Organization (WHHO) that I support as a resident
of Canoga Park.
Again, thank you for your time and your service to our communities.

10/13/2021 6:15:32

Minzu David Khon

Kendra Kimball
10/13/2021
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding member
of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood Council, is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And,
like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and
into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we
are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can
continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Sincerely,
David Khon
Sent from my iPad

Date
10/13/2021 6:45:49

Name
Terry Storch

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,

Thank you so much for your service to democracy ; it is truly inspiring.

I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition.

CD5 has been the only Jewish district since the end of WWII and before this there was none.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and La Cienega Boulevards and 18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting
moved back into CD5 where it truly belongs.

Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic core of the Jewish community together, and we strongly urge the commission to also support the needs of other communities of interests.

Thank you,

10/13/2021 8:00:00

Victoria Sabonjohn

Terry Storch
Regarding the LACCRC proposed new maps:
I have serious concerns about how the new district lines separate half of
Shadow hills and La Tuna from the rest of the equestrian minded foothill
district. I understand the use of census data to make the numbers more even
but our rural concerns will be lost when dealing with Hollywood hills or
Toluca Lake residents.
I just moved to La Tuna Canyon from Burbank to pursue the kind of lifestyle
that this equestrian foothill community provides.
1. I believe Shadow Hills should stay in ONE Council District, not divided
up. Our historically rural community has unique interests that must be
protected.
2. I believe all horsekeeping/animalkeeping and High-Fire-Mountain Fire
District communities (Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Shadow Hills, La Tuna
Canyon) should be in the same ONE district (as they currently are in CD7).
This allows our communities to advocate for our common interests as one
united voice.
Thank you in advance for listening to my concerns and considering our needs
as the redistricting moves forward.
Victoria Sabonjohn
10423 Tuxford Street
Sun Valley, CA 91352
victoria@sabonjohn.com
###-####

Date
10/13/2021 8:21:41

Name
"rpmay@ca.rr.com"

Testiony
________________________________
From: rpmay@ca.rr.com <rpmay@ca.rr.com
Sent: Wednesday, October 13, 2021 8:13 AM

Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am Richard P. May, Beverlywood homeowner and resident.
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City.
In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern
portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for
other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.

10/13/2021 8:30:26

Rob Feng

10/13/2021 8:40:58

Joel Valle

Thank you,
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I live in the Oaks of Los Feliz and your new draft redistricting plans bring up a lot concern. The proposed District 2 or 4 and 13 has been 1 community for a century. The new plans make no sense in how it would benefit
the community. I and I am sure many of the more than 800 homes in the area feel the same way.
Please do not go forward with the plans.
Rob
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Joel Valle and I am a resident of Canoga Park under current
council district 3. I want to thank you all for your time serving on the
City's redistricting commission. We appreciate the challenge of the task
ahead of you and we can not thank you enough for reconsidering stakeholder
map #57666 as it best reflects our collective opinions while taking account
of all the variables that affect your recommendation.
I am attaching in this email map #57666 along with a letter written by the
Woodland Hills Homeowners Organization) (WHHO) that I support as a
resident of Canoga Park.
Again, thank you for your time and your service to our communities.

10/13/2021 9:00:00

Personnel GM

Joel Valle
10/13/2021
[image: Women-in-the-Workplace-Reminder_002c-01 (1).jpg]
Time is running out! Don't forget to respond to the Covid-19 Impact on
Women in the Workplace survey before it closes this Friday!
To access the survey, click on the following link:
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/COVIDIMPACTWIW
*As a reminder, the results of the survey are anonymous. Please note that
this survey is meant for all employees, regardless of gender. We encourage
all employees to take the survey and learn along the way. We thank you for
your support for women in our City.*
Regards,
*WENDY MACY*
General Manager
PERSONNEL DEPARTMENT
700 East Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
(###-####
per.lacity.org
<https://www.facebook.com/citylajobs <https://twitter.com/citylajobs
<http://www.instagram.com/citylajobs
<https://www.linkedin.com/company/citylajobs
<https://www.youtube.com/c/CityLAJobsHires

Date
10/13/2021 9:31:56

Name
Karen Gilman

Testiony
Dear Commissioners and staff,
Thank you for your hard work and transparency, adhering to the
redistricting process. I live in Larchmont, part of Greater Wilshire. I am
on the Larchmont Village Neighborhood Assn. board and care deeply about
this neighborhood.
Thank you for Plan K 2.5. It places Larchmont in Greater Wilshire and keeps
us where we belong, together!
As you heard in Saturday's hearing, there is great support for Plan K 2.5
and keeping us together all in CD 5. Other witnesses against Plan K 2.5
came from outside the District and some from outside the City, to promote
political considerations over census data, transparency and keeping
communities of interest together. Thank you to the commission for following
census data, the redistricting process, communities of interest and
Neoghborhood Council boundaries.
I have one TWEAK to request: please move the eastern boundary of the CD 5
and Greater Wilshire Neoghborhood Council to coincide with the current GWNC
eastern boundary: move the eastern line from the middle of Manhattan Place
back to the alley just to the west of Western Avenue. Move it this half
block east for consistency and logic's sake. That will help provide best
City services to our neighbors and less confusion.
Thank you very much.
Sincerely,
Karen Gilman
4941 Elmwood Avenue
Los Angeles 90004

Date
10/13/2021 9:42:16

Name
Testiony
monica-vacas@svanc.com
Commissioners:
Good morning. Please find attached the letter from the Sun Valley Area
Neighborhood Council (SVANC) that was approved last night, Oct. 12th. I
have also copied the contents of the letter below. For reference of our
area, please go to:
https://www.svanc.com/city-council-redistricting-alert/
Thank you
Regards,
Monica Vacas, President
Sun Valley Area Neighborhood Council
https://www.svanc.com
_________________________
October 12, 2021
Dear Commissioners:
The Sun Valley Area Neighborhood Council (SVANC) is strongly opposed to
the proposed City Council redistricting K2.5 map. It is devastating for
our community of Sun Valley for many different reasons:
* We have worked with two Councilmembers, (CD2 and CD6) and their
respective staff over the years, and per this proposed map, a third
Councilmember and their staff have been added. To coordinate and
interact with three staffs will make our job extremely difficult. We are
volunteers, and our time is precious.
* It is to the public benefit that the same Council District (CD6)
that has been dealing with all the industrial & commercial assets in Sun
Valley through these past years be allowed to continue with a cohesive
vision for those properties as they complete their service duty, such as
the landfills and transfer stations. SVANC needs to work with one
partner to realize the best transformation of these properties.
* The Sun Valley CD6 office will have to relocate as it falls just
into the redistricted CD7 area. This is a loss of a valuable asset for
CD6 stakeholders and for the board of SVANC.
* We have a long history with Councilmember Krekorian & his staff in
CD2. We have ongoing projects with his office and have no wish, nor
time, to start over with a new Councilmember.
* Our stakeholders elected Mr. Krekorian for four years, and find it
unimaginable that he would be relocated to another council district. It
is unfair to our stakeholders to have a new councilmember "assigned"
with whom they are not familiar, and more to the point, have not
elected.
* We have a very large Armenian population who heavily supported Mr.
Krekorian in his election, with many of them being non-English speakers.
Mr. Krekorian and his staff understand this community and targets many
programs and information to them, which is greatly appreciated. Several
of his staff are also Armenian and have been assigned to our area just
for that reason.
The fact that it is impossible to fairly assign a councilmember to two
of the redesigned districts so you have to "Let the City Council decide"
vividly illustrates how undercooked this map is.
We highly recommend that this K2.5 map is reconsidered and redesigned
especially in the San Fernando Valley area. It would create a chaotic
working condition for the Board members of SVANC and Sun Valley
stakeholders, with ripple effects throughout the valley.
Regards,
Monica Vacas, President
Sun Valley Area Neighborhood Council
president@svanc.com
Approved on 10-12-2021 (Agenda Item: 9)
Ineligible(0) Recusal(0) Absent (4)

Yea(9) Nay(1) Abstain(0)

Date
10/13/2021 9:49:47

10/13/2021 9:57:07

10/13/2021 10:04:00

Name
Keith Johnson

Testiony
Thanks for the Commission’s hard work. I've lived in Larchmont for nearly
40 years, part of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for coming up with Plan K2.5. As it places Larchmont in Greater
Wilshire, exactly where we belong.
Together! As you heard from testimony during Saturday's public hearing,
there is great support for K2.5 and
placing us in Council District 5. Speakers against K2.5 came from other
areas of the city and chose to speak
of political concerns, not the redistricting process. It just makes sense
to keep us connected in neighborhoods
that share similar interests.
[image: image.png]
Respectfully, Keith Johnson
"J. Greg Veneklasen" Dear Redistricting Commission I’m writing to express deep concern with the proposed new boundaries for District 4 where I live, and District 2. Most of the proposals stretch CD4 even thinner and encompass unrelated communities, totally diluting any
influence of both the citizens of the current districts and of the council member particularly. This seems such an egregious display of corrupt gerrymandering to disempower the people that it made the NY Times. That is
something for the City and those pushing for these changes to be ashamed of.
I feel strongly that the districts should be drawn around contiguous communities and neighborhoods, wrapping in a cross-section of incomes who share common resources, streets and freeway access, and parks and
other city facilities. Most of the proposals do not do this.
During the past redrafts to accommodate population increases and shifts, Districts 13 and 14 were clearly dropped in much later than the others, but squeezed in to encompass disparate areas. The Commission has
the opportunity to adjust and correct the resulting inequities.
I contributed a couple of maps in the public comment pages, and have copied below.
Please, please reduce gerrymandering of the past and make truly representative, COHESIVE districts!
Most sincerely,
J Greg Veneklasen
1716 North Edgemont Street, Apt 56
Los Angeles, CA 90027
###-####
https://districtr.org/COI/56039 <https://districtr.org/COI/56039
Michael Gilman
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work.
I have lived in Larchmont Village, part of Greater Wilshire, for almost 35
years and I am an original member of the Larchmont Village Neighborhood
Association (LVNA). Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places Larchmont in Greater
Wilshire, exactly where we belong. Together! As you heard from testimony
at Saturday's Public Hearing, there is great support for K2.5 and placing
us in Council District 5. Speakers against K2.5 came from other areas of
the City and chose to speak of political concerns, not the redistricting
process. I appreciate the Commission following the census data, voting
rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.

10/13/2021 10:04:17

Respectfully, Mike Gilman
J9s K9s Dog Training October 13, 2021
To Whom It May Concern, My name is Janine Pierce and I am a business owner in Canoga Park under current Council District 3. I appreciate the challenge of the redistricting issue you are working on and thank you in
advance for reconsidering stakeholder map #57666, as it best reflects the needs of the neighborhood my business has been in since 1998. Attached please find a map of #57666 along with a letter written by the
Woodland Hills Homeowners Organization (WHHO) that I support as a longtime business owner in Canoga Park. Thank you for your time and service,
Janine Pierce, CPDT-KA
J9's K9s Dog Training, Inc.
###-####
<https://j9sk9s.com/ https://j9sk9s.com

Date
10/13/2021 10:14:26

Name
justsave1

Testiony
Greetings,
My name is Ann Masterson and I am a proud and VERY CONCERNED Shadow Hills resident. I’ve been living at 9906 Wornom Ave. 91040 for the past 21 years. I am deeply committed to the health of our communityon ALL levels. The redistricting plans you are proposing are clearly not in consideration of, nor for the benefit of, our unique equestrian community. We have special needs that other parts of the City of Los Angeles
does NOT have and breaking up our district will negatively impact our community as a whole. Our community thrives BECAUSE of the unity of how we coalesce and utilize the resources we have which are unique to
our environment. THIS UNITY IS NOT BEING RESPECTED BY ANYONE WHO IS PROPOSING IT BE DIVIDED!
1. Shadow Hills cannot be divided up into different districts as is shown in the Redistricting map K2.5. Our community has been a recognized rural, horse keeping community for well over 50 years. The Shadow Hills
Property Owners Association (SHPOA) was founded in 1964. We have a recognized trail system throughout the community: our own Equestrian Trails Inc (ETI) Corral 20. There are numerous horse and rescue groups
located in our community.Shadow Hills has a K District overlay zone throughout, which gives added protections for horses and animal keeping lifestyles. All new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must provide trails in the
public access easements in lieu of sidewalks. Any new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must provide horse keeping set asides for the housing of horses along with wide access to those horse keeping areas. Our common
interests of Shadow Hills are those of a historically rural, animal oriented, horse keeping community. We are a diversified community with common objectives and goals.
The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
The 210 Freeway on the EAST
The Ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST
The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. This boundary does not sever off Stonehurst Ave. and the residential streets west of Stonehurst (Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Peoria,
Elinda, Hershey, and the ends of Art, Wicks, and N. Clybourne) which have historically been considered part of Shadow Hills.
2. The three (3) foothill communities (abutting the Verdugo Mountains, the Angeles National Forest and the Big Tujunga Wash) of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon must remain in one district, as
they currently are in CD7. All three rural communities have an equestrian heritage and agrarian lifestyles. All 3 communities are located in Mountain Fire districts and high fire zones. Over the years, these three
communities have developed fire protection and evacuation plans which have helped save human and animal lives and properties during our various wildfires (ie. La Tuna Canyon and Creek fires). During major floods
of the Big Tujunga Wash Lake View Terrace and Shadow Hills have worked together to provide shelter to flood victims and protect neighborhoods from flooding. There is a historical cooperation between these three
communities due to their common interests and goals. If they were to be separated into different communities, their unified voice and actions would be muted.
3. The Foothill District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) was specifically created to represent the equestrian and agrarian lifestyles of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon. If it is split up, as is shown
on Map K2.5, the FTDNC would no longer have a unified voice in its representation of these communities. It would become irrelevant. The Commission has stated that keeping Neighborhood Councils together one of
their goals.
Please heed my concerns as they are the concerns of ALL who live in this special community, regardless of the fact you may not receive correspondence from many of them. We are a passionate group, as you have
witnessed, and we will not be be dismissed in this important issue so that your own agenda’s can be furthered, with the detriment of our community being the sacrifice!
Regards,
Ann Masterson
###-####

10/13/2021 10:22:16

Goli Mendelowitz

Until one has loved an animal, a part of one's soul remains unawakened.
~ Anatole France
Dear Commissioners,
We appreciate your leadership and public service. BeverlyWood is a
close knit community with unique needs. BeverlyWood residents have long
worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico Blvd. The
redistricting under Map L would separate us into a different district.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district
whole. We know the maps need more work and urge the commission to keep
developing this map to find the most equitable options for other
communities of interest while keeping our community intact.

10/13/2021 10:22:50

Adam Rubenstein

Thank you,
Goli Mendelowitz
As a larchmont village resident I support plan k2.5
KEEP GREATER WILSHIRE TOGETHER IN PLAN K2.5, COUNCIL DISTRICT 5

Date
10/13/2021 10:31:09

Name
Erica Posada

10/13/2021 10:33:21

Howard Matz

Testiony
Good morning,
I am writing you today to express the need for community representation. We
want Sherman Oaks to stay in CD4. We want a representative that represents
ALL constituents and fights for us! Someone that hears and listens to their
constituents. There is a beautiful awakening that is happening in Sherman
Oaks, social justice and equality for all. We are fighting for equality for
all. We are fighting for equity, diversity, and inclusiveness. We want and
demand to be heard. The commissioners are participating in back door deals,
which is very obvious and myself, along with others, are concerned.
I have been a resident of Sherman Oaks for over 16 years, for the first
time I have been moved and inspired by initiatives like those provided by
The Valley of Change. I full heartedly support the daily protests, the
community clean ups, feeding the unhoused, the partnerships with schools
and local organizations, this is part of what makes a great community!
Sherman Oaks has similar interest with North Hollywood and Studio City, NOT
Encino, Tarzana, or Woodland Hills, etc. I feel this is an attempt to
divide our community, STOP the segregation.
I have concerns of voter suppression by gerrymandering, back door deals,
just to name a few. The Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council and the Sherman
Oaks Homeowners Association do NOT represent the people of Sherman Oaks. Do
not just go by their CIS statements, Sherman Oaks residents deserve to be
accurately represented.
Thank you.
Regards,
Erica J. Posada
Sherman Oaks Resident
Dear Redistricting Commission Members:
I write to oppose the effort to carve up the Fourth District in such a crude and unfair manner as to deprive thousands of residents of their representation by duly elected Council Member Nithya Raman. I have never
met Councilwoman Raman and have no personal relationship with her. Although I voted for her, I have not agreed with some of her proposals and positions, especially those relating to law enforcement. But I view her
as a diligent and dedicated representative of a diverse constituency.
Before mentioning the main reasons for my opposition to that ill-advised plan, perhaps some background information would be useful for your Commission to consider.
My wife and I are longtime residents of Hancock Park (47 years). We have been loyal and dues-paying members of the Hancock Park Homeowners Association (“HPHOA”) for decades. We have been active members
of the Hancock Park community, in various ways. My wife co-founded Friends of Third Street School, the elementary school our three sons attended. I advocated the interests of Third Street School families during the
busing controversy in the early 1980s. My opposition to the redistricting proposal focuses mainly on the groundless contention of one of its proponents, the HPHOA , that the interests of Jewish families in Hancock
Park would be safeguarded by shifting this community into the heavily Jewish Fifth District. Given my position, I feel compelled to add that I served on the Board of Directors for the Los Angeles Campus of Hebrew
Union College-Jewish Institute of Religion, was a longtime member of the Board of Directors for Bet Tzedek Legal Services, and served as its President in the early 1990s.
I understand that as Commissioners you are required to take into account the community of interests and shared values of residents in a contemplated district. I do not quarrel with that principle in general. But what
does really concern me is the notion, promoted by the HPHOA, that the interests of Jewish residents and voters in CD 4 warrant placing us into CD 5. That is a contention that is actually contrary to the interests of Jews
generally. Like other groups, there are many disparate and even conflicting views among Jewish voters. If the HPHOA views the Jewish community as a monolith, it is mistaken.
Jews are a minority in this city—a minority that is shrinking relative to the other minorities that comprise the mixed fabric of Los Angeles. To concentrate Jews in a district that is already heavily Jewish is to isolate them
them politically. Like all ethnic and religious groups, Jews need to strengthen their ties with other communities. Doing so helps prevent our city from becoming even more divided in ethnic-based silos than it already is.
Any group viewed as self-quarantined and lacking a direct presence elsewhere faces great difficulty in garnering support from others.

Following the ‘65 Voting Rights Act and use of Section 5 of the Fourteenth Amendment to impose federal review of election district-drawing in states that had previously disenfranchised African-Americans, some new
majority black districts were created. More black politicians were elected. But did that lead to those communities and voters acquiring more political clout? Not really. For many years their votes were considered so
predictable that they did not need to be courted. Other politicians took them for granted. But beginning in around the early 2000s as a result of demographic changes, some previously nearly all-white Congressional
districts were redrawn to include substantial numbers of black voters, albeit in minority numbers. As a result, in those mixed districts office seekers from both parties found that they had to court the approval of blacks,
not just whites. And in some of those districts African- American politicians managed to get elected, to the overall benefit of their various constituencies.
There are other reasons I oppose the plan to deprive the current residents of CD4 of Ms. Raman’s representation, but in the interests of brevity I will stop here. I thank the Commission for taking this message into
account.
I am copying hard-working Cindy Chvatal-Keene, whose leadership of the HPHOA has in many respects been commendable. I ask her to acknowledge this point of view when she speaks on behalf of the HPHOA.
Judge A. Howard Matz (Ret.)
Sent from my iPad

Date
10/13/2021 11:07:40

Name
Beth Dymond

10/13/2021 11:19:15

Sarah Lipton

10/13/2021 11:25:36

Lucinda Phillips

10/13/2021 11:27:32

Harris B

10/13/2021 11:29:40

Michele Breslauer

Testiony
October 13, 2021
Re: Redistricting City Council Districts - Recommended New Valley Map (see below)
The Studio City Residents Association (SCRA) requests that the Redistricting Commissioners listen to the outcry from Studio City and other Valley communities about our geographical, cultural and economic autonomy.
SCRA strongly recommends that the Commissioners realign CD2 valley district to reflect the map below. SCRA strongly opposes Map K2.5 and urges the commissioners to adopt the map below for CD2.
Alan Dymond, President Studio City Residents Association
<https://ui.icontact.com/assets/1px.png <https://staticapp.icpsc.com/icp/resources/mogile/556597/e9c7bef9bb423087a6a327a7fd2a6345.jpeg <https://ui.icontact.com/assets/1px.png <https://ui.icontact.com/assets/1px.
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icontact.com/assets/1px.png <https://click.icptrack.com/icp/track.php?msgid=664203&act=9J26&r=8387911&c=556597 -- This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
https://www.avast.com/antivirus
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for the work you do on a daily basis for the residents of LA.
I am Sarah Lipton, a resident of Beverlywood zip code 90035. Beverlywood
and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique
needs for service from the City.
In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social
service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would
separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern
portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those
communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district
whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep
developing this map to find the most equitable options for other
communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our
community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Thank you,
Sarah Lipton
To: The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission Dear Redistricting Commission, We have just learned that our neighborhood “The Oaks” would be split in half if the Plan K2.5 plan is approved. We want to
express our significant concern with the most recent redistricting draft plan, K2.5. This latest plan is extremely troubling for our neighborhood because: • Plan K2.5 splits our Oaks neighborhood in half, The Oaks
neighborhood has always been entirely within a single council district and breaking it up like this will cause real disruption in our ability to communicate effectively with the City. • The plan severs most of the Oaks from
Los Feliz, a neighborhood with which we have historically been closely connected. In fact, the original name of our neighborhood was "The Los Feliz Oaks.” • The plan cuts half of the Oaks and all of Los Feliz off from
Griffith Park. Both neighborhoods have always been in the same district as Griffith Park, to which they are immediately adjacent. To sever these traditional ties and break the neighborhoods and the Park into two
different council districts makes no reasonable sense. The Oaks, Los Feliz, and Griffith Park are a single community of interest and should be represented by a single council district. Whether that is District "2 OR 4" or
District 13 is of “l".
best regards
Lucinda Phillips
Oaks Resident
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Harris Berkowitz 13745 Hartsook St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
Dear Commissioners,
I am Michele Breslauer, and a resident of Beverlywood in the Pico/Robertson community of Los Angeles. I am very concerned about a potential proposal to divide my residential community and the commerce that
abuts it, into different council districts. I would like you to continue your efforts to keep this neighborhood together in Council District 5.
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City.
In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern
portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for
other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Thank you,
Michele Breslauer
Cell ###-####

Date
10/13/2021 11:38:50

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received, thank you.
On Tue, Oct 12, 2021 at 6:06 PM Allen Lee <alee964x@gmail.com wrote:
Dear Sonja Diaz
Chinatown is one of the oldest communities in Los Angeles and is home to
immigrant, elderly, working class, and families of color. The current
boundaries of Chinatown have been shaped by historic racist land use
practices that have left a legacy of predatory developments and
gentrification. For residents to stand a chance in advocating for
community needs and better resources Chinatown must remain whole and
together in one council district.
Located at 600 N Broadway, 1 block south of the proposed CD 1 boundary,
Cathay Manor is senior housing made up of elderly, income-restricted,
disabled Asian immigrants with limited/no English. These residents are
valued members of the Chinatown community, they attend to all their needs
in Chinatown, where they can get around and speak in their native
languages. Please do not separate Chinatown into 2 districts, we are one
community, and Cathay Manor needs to be in CD1 with the rest of the
neighborhood.
The new map proposes to relocate the boundary of CD1 in Chinatown from
Cesar Chavez Ave and Alameda St. to Hill and Ord St. This splits our
historic community into two. The new boundary separates the iconic gateway
statue, as well as many of our residents from the rest of Chinatown. Are
you saying that the entrance to Chinatown is not part of the rest of the
community? How can that be? Please respect Chinatown and our community
members and keep Chinatown whole and in one Council District.
Truly Yours,
Stephen Lee - President
Lee On Dong Association

-- Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission

Date
10/13/2021 11:57:33

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received. Thank you.
On Tue, Oct 12, 2021 at 7:48 PM Allen Lee <alee964x@gmail.com wrote:
Dear Sonja Diaz
Chinatown is one of the oldest communities in Los Angeles and is home to
immigrant, elderly, working class, and families of color. The current
boundaries of Chinatown have been shaped by historic racist land use
practices that have left a legacy of predatory developments and
gentrification. For residents to stand a chance in advocating for
community needs and better resources Chinatown must remain whole and
together in one council district.
Located at 600 N Broadway, 1 block south of the proposed CD 1 boundary,
Cathay Manor is senior housing made up of elderly, income-restricted,
disabled Asian immigrants with limited/no English. These residents are
valued members of the Chinatown community, they attend to all their needs
in Chinatown, where they can get around and speak in their native
languages. Please do not separate Chinatown into 2 districts, we are one
community, and Cathay Manor needs to be in CD1 with the rest of the
neighborhood.
The new map proposes to relocate the boundary of CD1 in Chinatown from
Cesar Chavez Ave and Alameda St. to Hill and Ord St. This splits our
historic community into two. The new boundary separates the iconic gateway
statue, as well as many of our residents from the rest of Chinatown. Are
you saying that the entrance to Chinatown is not part of the rest of the
community? How can that be? Please respect Chinatown and our community
members and keep Chinatown whole and in one Council District.
Truly Yours,
Allen Lee
LA Lee Credit Union

10/13/2021 12:23:30

Stephen Crudele

-Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Hello,
My wife and I just bought our first house as a married couple in the
northeast area of Silverlake. As new constituents, we moved here because we
were going to be a part of the Silverlake community. This is the identity
of the neighborhood where we bought a house and where we will pay taxes.
This proposed map moves us out of zone 13 and into 2/4. We moved here for
the businesses, schools, restaurants, parks, and neighbors in Atwater
Village and Echo Park.
These areas are more aligned with our views and ideals. We request our
neighborhood to be kept zoned with the community we thought we were buying
a house in. Please do not pull the rug out from under us by changing our
district which will affect our affiliated schools and our home's value.
Sincerely,
Stephen Crudele
Concerned Constituent

Date
10/13/2021 12:26:13

Name
Andy Torosyan

Testiony
Dear members of the Los Angeles Redistricting Commission:
I am very saddened and disappointed by the proposed redistricting of Los Angeles City Council.
It will divide the Armenian American Community and we will not be properly represented in City Council.
Specifically:
-- Together with the Armenian Community, I strongly oppose the proposed maps;
-- the Armenian neighborhoods of the East San Fernando Valley form a community of interest that must not be divided including East Van Nuys, Valley Glen and North Hollywood; and
-- We demand district maps that empower our community and show respect to Armenian-Americans and our elected representatives.
Respectfully,
Andy Torosyan
Partner
HCVT
Holthouse Carlin & Van Trigt LLP
350 W. Colorado Blvd., Fifth Floor
Pasadena, CA 91105
(###-#### - Telephone
(###-#### - Mobile
(###-#### - Fax
Andy.Torosyan@hcvt.com<mailto:Andy.Torosyan@hcvt.com
www.hcvt.com<http://www.hcvt.com
---------------------------------------------Please consider the environment before printing.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: In accordance with Treasury Regulations, please note that the advice given herein (including any attachments) is not intended or written to
be used and cannot be used by any taxpayer for the purpose of (1) avoiding tax penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing or recommending
to another party any matters addressed herein.
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message is for the personal and confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. This message may also contain privileged client
information or work product. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that you have received this document in error and that any review, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this message in error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message and any attachments.

10/13/2021 12:31:15

Michael Sweeney

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------The Eagle Rock Neighborhood Council will be in attendance tonight and
speaking to our Board adopted letter. Please recognize us during the NC
section--both our president Richard Loew as well as I (the ERNC VP) will be
on the Zoom.
thank you,
MPS
Michael P. Sweeney, AIA
Vice-President
Subdistrict 2 Representative
Land Use Committee Co-Chair

Date
10/13/2021 12:39:43

Name
Jonathan Matz

10/13/2021 12:44:46

George Dulgeryan

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
As a Jewish Angeleno who grew up in CD 4, I wish to speak out in strong
opposition to the proposed gutting of the current CD 4, and the closed-door
process that led to this proposal. Many comments of other speakers have
amounted to claiming that Councilmember Raman can “learn” to serve other
communities. Those comments completely miss the point: these proposed
changes aren’t bad because they hurt Ms. Raman personally, they’re bad
because they completely disenfranchise the constituents who voted for her
in record numbers less than a year ago AND the new constituents who DIDN’T
vote for her and would find themselves represented by her for virtually a
full term. NONE of these proposed changes were drawn in public meetings,
despite public promises to do so. Rather, they were developed in private
meetings among a select few members of the Commission, none of whom are
representatives of the districts most affected by the changes.
I further want to refute the idea that this move is necessary to protect
Jewish voters in Los Angeles. We as Jews have different needs from city
government. We as Jews need to build relations with other communities in a
multi-ethnic city and not be walled off from them. There are already 2
Jewish city council members out of fifteen, roughly reflecting our
percentage of the city’s population.
The supposed need to group heavily Jewish sections of CD 4 with CD 5 is not
about “uniting the Jewish community”. It’s about separating homeowners from
tenants. That’s why this map is supported by homeowners associations in the
wealthiest neighborhoods in the city, and opposed by tenant groups like the
Park La Brea Residents Association and ACCE. Jewish Angelenos who rent in
neighborhoods like Los Feliz and Silver Lake (like me) are clearly not
welcome in this proposed “united” Jewish constituency. I should note that
the same dynamics are in play in current CD 3, where there is an obvious
attempt to separate poor communities of color from their neighbors, and in
the process creates the whitest district in the city in the Valley, while
stripping the proposed majority Latino district next door of all
significant economic assets. Voter disenfranchisement and the segregation
of poorer and wealthier communities is antithetical to Jewish values,
traditions and interests. I urge you to reject the notion that Jewish
safety and interests are synonymous with the interests of property owners
and to reject the disenfranchisement of voters in CDs 2, 3 and 4.
Sincerely,
Jonathan
Dear members of the Los Angeles Redistricting Commission:
I am very saddened and disappointed by the proposed redistricting of Los Angeles City Council.
It will divide the Armenian American Community and we will not be properly represented in City Council.
Specifically:
-- Together with the Armenian Community, I strongly oppose the proposed maps;
-- the Armenian neighborhoods of the East San Fernando Valley form a community of interest that must not be divided including East Van Nuys, Valley Glen and North Hollywood; and
-- We demand district maps that empower our community and show respect to Armenian-Americans and our elected representatives.
Respectfully,
K. George Dulgeryan, J.D., LL.M. (Tax)
###-#### | Dulgeryan@gmail.com
Sent from my iPhone. Please excuse any typos.

Date
10/13/2021 12:53:00

Name
Cheryl Holland

10/13/2021 13:10:49

Jon Krampner

Testiony
Dear Commissioners: So, I live in and am the president of Sunset Square Neighborhood Org, which is a single family residential neighborhood encompassing 10 blocks north of Sunset, between fairfax and Vista, along
Sunset Blvd. We are also an HPOZ, which is the first map you see below. We are in Area 7 of the HHWNC, second map below. I am also a board member of the the Hollywood Hills West Neigh Council. Spaulding
Square HPOZ, our sister neighborhood, is directly south of Sunset Square [Sunset Square is north of Sunset Blvd and Spaulding Square is South of Sunset Blvd—see 2nd map]. We are all a part of Area 7 and for ease
I will just generally say that Area 7 encompasses our Community of Interest/COI. Our main unifying element is that we are an historic R1 community that shares the north and south sides of Sunset Blvd between Fairfax
and Vista. Some of our historic homes actually front on Sunset Blvd. We are constantly joining together to address issues on Sunset Blvd, as well as historic and residential issues here on this western side of Hollywood
Flats, as I will call it. It is first, and foremost, paramount that we remain together as we continue to do our community work. And, I will distinguish our COI from the hills north of us in that our COI, unlike the hills, is not
100% residential because we have the added concern and burden of dealing with the questions that consistently arise regarding how our community is impacted by what occurs on Sunset Blvd. It is our largest issue of
shared concern, in fact. Confusingly, our COI is at the intersection of 3 potential council districts: CD5, CD4, and CD13 [and now maybe a 4th, with this new K2.5 map? So maybe CD2 is also in the picture?]. Our main
goal is to keep our COI together as represented in the 2nd map below. I would say that our issues align with CD13 or CD5, since both Council Districts have foci/focuses which align with our foci/focuses. CD13 has
most of Sunset Blvd east of us, although I will point out that our part of sunset is NOT the central commercial core of Hollywood, and CD5 has many residential and historic residential single family neighborhoods with
overlapping commercial like we do. So, either council district would be helpful [CD2 seems to have nothing in common with the residential flats of Hollywood, fyi, so that is a weird one]. Also, as our community/COI
moves forward on finalizing the Hollywood Community Plan Update, we would like to have a Council District that has an understanding and knowledge of our COI’s interests here on the western border of the Hollywood
Flats. In fact, under the HCPU, the Planners made our specific area a CPIO Corridor 5 which it also did in Council District 5 along Melrose—same issues, a low density active commercial with houses backing up to
businesses. This CPIO/corridor designation was decided upon after YEARS of work with Planners, our previous Council Person, Community leaders, and the HHWNC. So, you can see that this aligned and cooperative
group thoughtfully noted our residential island here on the west side of Hollywood Flats with the proposed CPIO corridor 5 which portrays some of the concerns and issues our COI faces.
Therefore, in final, I am just asking that our COI be noted and held together as we go forward under this process. I am not promoting a particular Council District, but I would ask that you take note of our issues and
potentially match it with either CD5 or CD13, since either of those seem the best fit for our community. Thank you so much and please do not hesitate to write or call me with question. ###-####. Thank you Sir. Cheryl
Holland
cheryl holland president | sunset square neighborhood org | sunsetsquarehollywood.org <http://sunsetsquarehollywood.org/
<https://twitter.com/sunsetsquarehwd<https://instagram.com/sunsetsquarehwd<https://facebook.com/sunsetsquarehwd<mailto:sunsetsquarehwd@gmail.com
Dear Redistricting People:

As someone who lives in Council District 4, I strongly oppose redrawing the
boundaries of city council districts in Los Angeles to dissolve District 4,
now ably represented by Nithya Raman.

Why are you planning to do this? There has not been any substantial recent
change in the demographics. Might it have anything to do with the fact that
Ms. Raman is a democratic socialist who defeated a member of the
establishment? Might it be because she is a woman of color?

This appears to be part of a broader movement of the establishment in the U.S.
to keep anyone not belonging to the legacy Duopoly parties to hold power,
especially if they are women of color. This includes the attempted recall of
Seattle City Councilwoman Kshama Sawant and the refusal of the Democratic
establishment in Buffalo, New York, to accept the primary victory of India
Walton over four-term mayor Byron Brown.

Please do not do this thing, as it will only serve to undermine the legitimacy
of our already somewhat creaky political system.

Jon Krampner
3322 Rowena Ave. #C
Los Angeles, CA 90027
(###-####

Date
10/13/2021 13:13:10

Name
Glen Scantlebury

10/13/2021 13:14:50

Susan Goldberg

Testiony
To: The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission Dear Redistricting Commission, We have just learned that our neighborhood “The Oaks” would be split in half if the Plan K2.5 plan is approved. We want to
express our significant concern with the most recent redistricting draft plan, K2.5. This latest plan is extremely troubling for our neighborhood because: • Plan K2.5 splits our Oaks neighborhood in half, The Oaks
neighborhood has always been entirely within a single council district and breaking it up like this will cause real disruption in our ability to communicate effectively with the City. • The plan severs most of the Oaks from
Los Feliz, a neighborhood with which we have historically been closely connected. In fact, the original name of our neighborhood was "The Los Feliz Oaks.” • The plan cuts half of the Oaks and all of Los Feliz off from
Griffith Park. Both neighborhoods have always been in the same district as Griffith Park, to which they are immediately adjacent. To sever these traditional ties and break the neighborhoods and the Park into two
different council districts makes no reasonable sense. The Oaks, Los Feliz, and Griffith Park are a single community of interest and should be represented by a single council district. Whether that is District "2 OR 4" or
District 13 is of “l".
best regards
Glen Scantlebury
Oaks Resident
Dear Redistricting Committee,
I am a Rabbi who has many congregants who live in CD 4. I live in CD 14. I
am disheartened to see that the map in question would disenfranchise many
CD 4 residents. As a Jewish resident of LA who believes in a free and fair
democracy, I urge you to keep CD 4 as intact as possible. We have many big
issues to tackle in Los Angeles, one of which is the crisis of housing. I
am disheartened to see that the map in question would disenfranchise many
CD 4
residents. As a Jewish resident of LA who believes in a free and fair
democracy, I urge
you to keep CD 4 as intact as possible. Disenfranchising this many renters
is not a solution it would make our ability to solve the crisis equitably
more difficult.
I also have ethical concerns about the way that this map was created. This
map was developed behind closed doors in private meetings among a select
few members of the Redistricting Commission -- none of which were
representatives of the districts most affected by the changes. Though the
commission pledged to draw lines in public, None of the significant changes
included in this map were drawn publicly. By refusing to number two of the
districts on the map, the Commission has withheld transparency from
hundreds of thousands of Angelenos and has made it virtually impossible for
them to advocate for their representation in this process.
I urge you to reject the proposed map and pursue a transparent
redistricting process that respects the rights of tenants, voters, and
marginalized Angelenos.
Sincerely,
Rabbi Susan Goldberg
<https://www.nefeshla.org/ *Rabbi Susan Goldberg*
(she/her)
rabbisusan@nefeshla.org
*Nefesh* An Ancient New Direction
www.nefeshla.org

Date
10/13/2021 13:18:07

Name
Andrew Thomas

Testiony
Dear Committee Members and Council Representatives:
As the representative of Silver Lake's most long-lived community organization that focuses on preserving and enhancing open space and enriching the experience of the community around the Silver Lake Reservoirsthe Silver Lake Reservoirs Conservancy--I would like to express our organization's view about map K 2.5 as a redistricting proposal. This map currently has all of the Silver Lake Reservoirs property in CD 13. However,
we support dividing the property between two council districts. Most neighborhoods, unified by geography, prefer to be unified by jurisdiction as well, but that is not the case here.
Silver Lake, the reservoir and the community, are currently divided essentially down the middle, from northeast to southwest, between CD13 and CD4. This has worked well for us for dozens of years.
Instead of perceiving this as divided and diminished representation, the SLRC board believes it is well-suited to the complex civic resource that is the reservoir and its community. The reservoir is maintained and
governed by several municipal agencies, and has just begun a multi-year, multi-million-dollar reimagining. Having this immense project spread between two district offices reduces the outsize pressure of it on any one
office, while increasing the likelihood that the project will ultimately be brought to fruition. The two offices have always worked well together toward the common interests of their residents.
We recommend preserving the current district boundaries in the Silver Lake area. We support Map L, but would advocate also for retaining the current division down the middle of the reservoir.
We appreciate the difficulty of the challenge undertaken by the redistricting commission and the complexity of organizing our immense and diverse city into 15 coherent districts. It's an unenviable task. Whatever you
do, there will be unhappy constituents. Thank you for taking our viewpoint into consideration
Sincerely,
Andrew Thomas, President
Silver Lake Reservoirs Conservancy
"Since 1988, Reflecting the Community, Enhancing the Experience"

...............
ANDREW THOMAS, PhD
True Analytics
Educational Research and Evaluation
...............
C: ###-####
a <mailto:andrewt@ucla.eduthomas@eddetective.com

10/13/2021 13:24:48

Owen Smith

...............
On Saturday, tha Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission held the
second of five Public Hearings on Plan K2.5. This is a fine plan that
places all of Greater Wilshire together in Council District 5. The
Commission listened to approximately 102 speakers. Everyone who asked to
speak was heard. Representatives from every corner of Greater Wilshire
spoke in support of Plan K2.5. Most of the speakers from other parts of the
City also supported K2.5. There was organized opposition, not from our
present or future district, and some not from Los Angeles, critical of the
new CD5. They asked to protect the existing Council Districts of specific
officials, ignoring the redistricting rules. They seek to undo K2.5 and our
goal of being together in Council District 5.
I live in the Brookside area of Greater Wilshire. I thank you for your hard
work and appreciate the Commission's following of the census data, voting
rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood boundaries and
the voices of the people in its determinations. Please do not be distracted
by political histrionics.
Respectfully,
Owen Smith

Date
10/13/2021 13:26:46

10/13/2021 13:36:37

Name
Testiony
Jason Daley Kennedy Hi
Thanks for the work you're doing and the work you’ve put into the plans
thus far. I live in current council district 4, and could not be more
appreciative of and in favor of the plans to move my neighborhood,
Larchmont Village North, into CD5. Our neighborhood aligns with so much of
the rest of CD5.
Please steer clear of the input from people outside the districts affected,
or even outside the city of Los Angeles, mobilized to support a candidate
instead of supporting the mobilization of the community impacted.
Thanks
Jason Daley Kennedy
###-####
-Jason Daley Kennedy <http://www.jasondaleykennedy.com
wellness guy: coach | speaker | on-camera personality
www.jasondaleykennedy.com
www.takeakneetakeastand.today
(###-####
Dear Redistricting Commission,
helen eigenberg
i am writing to express my utter sadness and anger at the political
gerrymandering that appears to be happening.
This is my first time engaging in the redistricting process and I have
found the commission to be very transparent and really making an enormous
effort to make sure EVERY VOICE of the people and communities are heard.
The amount of hours given to public comment has been extraordinary. The
redistricting should be about the folks who live in this city, not the
council members! Now the loudest voice in this process seems to be coming
sadly from my councilperson. Councils get redrawn, that is a fact of life.
You all seem to be making an attempt to right a lot of the crazy
gerrymandering that has happened in the past.
It appears my council person has had an agenda from the beginning to draw
her own council! By choosing Alexandra Suh, EO of Koreatown Immigrant
Workers Alliance, the motive seems clear to power grab Koreatown. Not sure
why Jackie Goldberg has suddenly been brought in, but the optics are
disturbing.
We know in the past Council Members have found themselves with a different
district, rather like life, things happen. They made the best of it, took
care of their folks and the city and were re-elected. Council members can
write all their motions from wherever their district may be.
Please don't let us, the constituents of this amazing city, feel like we
are being politically gerrymandered.
Truly appreciative of the hard work the commission has put forth in what
appears to be a really difficult job!
Sincerely Helen Eigenberg
611 Lillian Way
90004

Date
10/13/2021 14:01:02

Name
Testiony
East Area Progressive Democrats
Dear Commissioner
EAPDdotLA
—
We write to thank you for voluntary service to our great, diverse,
resilient city and to highlight some horrible errors in the final draft map
of new City Council boundaries.
We ask you to *rise to the occasion to fix the errors* cited in this
resolution by our organization, the largest organization of grassroots
Democrats in L.A. and our state (full text below; PDF attached)
Here we ring a sharp warning bell at this crucial hour. We also provide a
doable list of adjustments that help you fulfill your mission of fair maps
that facilitate honest, equitable representation for ALL Angelenos that
does not unfairly chop up neighborhoods or separate, dilute, and
disenfranchise communities of interest.
Will you act to fix the final draft while you still can?
Now is the time to prevent harm from undue distortion of districts,
displacement of elected representation, division of communities, and 10
years of disrepute and foreseeable but still preventable conflicts stemming
from an unfair map.
Please let me or another officer of our club know if you have any question
or desire input that might be helpful in resolving the serious concerns
raised here.
Till justice is done —
Hans Johnson
EAPD President
“We Invite You to the Party”
ph ###-####
Fair Maps, Not Displacement or Cracks: Fix 2 Egregious Errors and
Communities Carved Up in Draft L.A. Redistricting
On behalf of the more than 1,000 members of EAPD, the largest Democratic
club in L.A. County and in California, and approved by EAPD on October 12,
2021:
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 created by the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission proposes drastic revisions to the boundaries of
Council Districts 2 and 4; and
WHEREAS, this Draft Map K2.5 will effectively disenfranchise the voters of
one or both of these districts by denying them the services of the
Councilmember they elected less than a year ago; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 proposes moving the Councilmember from one of these
two districts to a newly created district containing none of the
constituents who elected them less than a year ago; and
WHEREAS, the voters of Reseda, Winnetka, and Canoga Park residing in the
current District 3 last voted for a Councilmember in 2017; and
WHEREAS, the Council members for District 2 and 4 were last elected in 2020
and are serving terms that will not expire until 2024; and
WHEREAS, moving a Council member from either District 2 or District 4 to
these neighborhoods of the former District 3 will require those voters to
skip an election and wait an additional four years to elect a Councilmember
of their choice; and
WHEREAS, the division of Valley Glen among three different council
districts will divide this community of interest; and
WHEREAS, the separation of Valley Glen from neighboring communities of
North Hollywood, Sun Valley and Shadow Hills will divide and disempower the
Armenian American community of the East San Fernando Valley by diluting
their political power and denying them the representation of their choice;
and
WHEREAS, removing an Asian American woman from her seat in the Council
District that has twice consecutively selected an Asian American for this
office denies the rapidly growing Asian and Pacific Islander community of
Los Angeles its due representation; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 divides Park La Brea and other neighborhoods of
renters from communities of renters in Hollywood and adjoining
neighborhoods and combines them with Mid-Wilshire homeowners in a district
dominated by homeowners, diluting the voting strength of renters during a
statewide housing crisis; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 divides the neighborhood of Echo Park precisely at
the park and puts 3 of its local neighborhood districts in one Council
district and 3 in another Council district; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 divides the neighborhood of Highland Park, putting
parts in two different Council districts, and separates the Garvanza
community from its longtime organic connection with Highland Park; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 unnecessarily severs uninhabited Griffith Park from
its historic association with Los Feliz; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 illogically isolates a minute strip of Silver Lake
between the Silver Lake Reservoir and the 5 Freeway, detaching it from the
rest of Silver Lake only to unite it with San Fernando Valley neighborhoods

Date
10/13/2021 14:05:28

Name
Daniel L Bernstein

Testiony
Please see the attached letter.
Thank you,
Dan
__________________________________________
Daniel L Bernstein
DANIEL L BERNSTEIN AC
2928 Passmore Drive
Los Angeles, California 9###-####
USA
Mailing Address:
11271 Ventura Blvd #521
Studio City, California 9###-####
Work: (###-####
FAX:
(###-####

10/13/2021 14:06:48

Ruth Sohn

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL
This communication and any accompanying documents<http://camico.com/alert-revised-circular-230-regulations-now-effective are confidential and privileged. They are intended for the sole use of the addressee. If you
receive this transmission in error, you are advised that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or the taking of any action in reliance upon this communication is strictly prohibited. Moreover, any such disclosure shall not
compromise or waive the attorney-client, accountant-client, or other privileges as to this communication or otherwise. If you have received this communication in error, please contact<http://camico.com/alert-revisedcircular-230-regulations-now-effective me at the above email address. Thank you.
Dear Friends,
I am writing to you our of deep concern as a long-time resident of Los
Angeles, a Jew and a Rabbi.
I am deeply concerned with voter suppression efforts across the nation,
and I fully support my Jewish community’s efforts to combat efforts to
undermine our democracy.
My understanding is that because the population has not changed very
significantly, most of the districting maps are staying the same.
A disturbing exception is for the CD4 District.
I am deeply concerned that the current redistricting plan would
disenfranchise MANY residents of the CD 4 district. As a Jewish resident of
LA for almost 30 years who believes that fair representation is one of the
essential foundations for a free and fair democracy, I urge you to keep CD
4 as intact as possible.
Thank you,
Sincerely,
Ruth H Sohn
Rabbi Ruth H. Sohn
Pronouns: she/her/hers
Director of the Leona Aronoff Rabbinic Mentoring Program
Director of the Spirituality Initiative
Hebrew Union College
3077 University Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90007
Author of *Crossing Cairo: A Jewish Woman's Encounter with Egypt*
Check out my website: www.ruthsohn.com
*"…we've got to get this thing right. What is needed is a realization that
power without love is reckless and abusive, and love without power is
sentimental and anemic. Power at its best is love implementing the demands
of justice, and justice at its best is power correcting everything that
stands against love…” *
* ~Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr, in his Southern Christian Leadership
Conference Presidential Address, August 16, 1967*

Date
10/13/2021 14:26:37

Name
Joubin Eshaghian

10/13/2021 14:34:26

jb

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting
Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before
this there was none. The community is not monolithic by any means and is
diverse in body and thought. Please keep the historic Jewish communities
together in Council District 5.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at
least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is
truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration of the
map within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega
Boulevards and 18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting
moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to
also support the needs of other communities of interests.
Thank you,
Sincerely,
*Joubin Eshaghian*
*Life Insurance, Long Term Care, Retirement and Group Benefits *
16200 Ventura Blvd Suite 228 , Encino, Ca 91436
Tel: ###-####, Fax: ###-####
Email: Info@1800Life.com Website: www.1800Life.com
Hello Redistricting Commissions,
My name is Jeff Belmont and I am a lifelong resident of North Hills and have been living in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 50 years and was one of the founders of the North Hills East Neighborhood Council. I
am an active community member and I am very concerned with the redistricting community input process that is not favorable for community members who do not have Internet access and who cannot afford to wait on
hold for countless hours during the meetings. To bridge the digital divide, I offered to print and scan over their forms so that their voices are heard and I am emailing their responses on their behalf.
I would like to add that I am in support of the proposed map K2.5, however, I am very concerned that it ends at Nordhoff St. in North Hills rather than on Rayen St. where our current boundary ends. Ending Council
District 7 on Nordhoff St. robs the community of the single most critical service provider in North Hills and in the surrounding council district, North Valley Caring Services (NVCS). NVCS offers a weekly food pantry and
since the pandemic has increased it’s program to over 1,000 weekly boxed groceries. In addition, the city fought very hard to secure state funding for a community project that will benefit and further connect North Hills
and Mission Hills called Mission Mile project. This project will improve our street medians by adding walkways, bike paths, and other critical open and green space along Sepulveda between Rinaldi and Rayen. Our
community is in need of such investment and we’d like to ensure that this project continues to move forward within one council district, not within 2 districts as your map proposes.
We have seen significant improvement and investment in our North Hills community within the 7th Council District and do not want to move backwards with such progress by moving to another district.
Thank you,
Jeff Belmont North Hills resident Phone # ###-####

Date
10/13/2021 14:52:15

Name
Sheila Irani

Testiony
This is the official letter from Sheila Irani, President of Hollywood
United Neighborhood Council after Board vote held on Monday October 11,
2021. Please acknowledge receipt of this email. It has been submitted via
your web site as well. The input came from stakeholders and Board members.
I have not been able to be selected to speak although I have sat through
two of the zoom calls for hours, and I am not sure I will be able to attend
tonight, however, as the President of an NC I know I am entitled to two
minutes if a letter is submitted. Please confirm and I will rearrange my
schedule to accommodate tonight's meeting.
On October 11, 2021 Hollywood United Neighborhood Council requested input
from its stake holders and Board members on the current redistricting map
for CD 2or 4 and CD13. Below is the summary which was voted on by the
Board, and passed 9 Yea to 1 Nay, 3 abstain, 1 absent.
Los Feliz Hills from Los Feliz Blvd north to Mt Lee, The Oaks, and Griffith
Park which are all historically attached since their creation as
neighborhoods, should stay intact as communities of interest associated
with Beachwood Canyon, Lake Hollywood Estates, The Dell, and Hollywood
Hills West Neighborhood Council as they are hillside residential
communities surrounding Griffith Park from end to end with similar high
fire severity zones, narrow streets, increasing incidence of property crime
and arson, equestrian, biking, and hiking trails, the Lake Hollywood
Reservoir and Toyon tanks for water supply, high impact use from tourism
to see the Observatory, Zoo, Autry and the Sign, and share corridors for
ingress and egress. These communities have worked side by side for over 50
years and have solved their common problems cooperatively with each other
and with the leadership of CD4. The world famous Hollywood Sign is situated
in Griffith Park on Mt. Lee, surrounded by the neighborhoods of
Hollywoodland, Beachwood Canyon Lake Hollywood Estates, Los Feliz and The
Oaks. By separating Griffith Park and half of The Oaks and Los Feliz from
its neighbors that it is most aligned with, out of CD4you are taking this
landmark and separating it from its origin which is Hollywoodland.
Hollywoodland HOA, HUNC, The Oaks HOA and Lake Hollywood Estates HOA have
spent countless hours and dollars on security, cleanups, and trail head
restorations with Friends of Griffith Park and Hollywood Chamber to
preserve this iconic landmark as well as the Bronson and Lake Hollywood
Park which serves our stake holders and millions of tourists from around
the world. Please restore the southern boundary of this district back to
Franklin Avenue, east up to Western, then Los Feliz Blvd to its eastern
boundary for the Hollywood Hills. I hope the Commission can see the value
of keeping the Hollywood hillside residential areas surrounding Griffith
Park intact so that we can continue working together to "love and enjoy LA"
as our previous beloved Councilmember LaBonge always reminded us to do.
Silverlake community division in CD13/CD2 or 4 seems to be contrary to the
stated values of keeping communities intact and districts compact with
communities of interest. It appears that special dispensation was given to
where Councilmember Raman resides, which was not to play a role in the
Commission's decisions. The division of Silverlake seemed to be the cause
for the move of Los Feliz Hills, half of the Oaks HOA, pushing up the
southern boundary above Franklin. We wish to register our confusion with
this action.
-Best,
Sheila Irani
President, Hollywood United Neighborhood Council
sheila@myhunc.org
Cell: ###-####
www.myhunc.org

-Best,
Sheila Irani
President, Hollywood United Neighborhood Council
sheila@myhunc.org
Cell: ###-####
www.myhunc.org

Date
10/13/2021 14:58:35

Name
Elizabeth Davis

Testiony
I live in Larchmont, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It
places Larchmont in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong. Together!
As you heard from testimony at the last two Public Hearings, there is
great support for K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5.
At Saturday’s Public Hearing, speakers against K2.5 came from other areas
of the City and outside of Los Angeles. Once again these speakers chose to
speak of political concerns, not the redistricting process.
Please do not be distracted by political histrionics. I appreciate the
Commission following the census data, voting rights protections,
communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of
the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,

10/13/2021 15:25:39

Sam Wasserman

Elizabeth Davis
-Elizabeth Davis
elizdc@gmail.com
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
I hope you will consider the below in your meeting tonight and Saturday. I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense of any of the
maps we have seen, however I kindly ask that you keep Los Feliz whole and not split it up, which means including Griffith Park, all of the Oaks and Whitley Heights area by the rowena reservoir in District 13 under the
K2.5 map. I urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5 (with Los Feliz all together and Griffith Park all under CD13) Immediately and forward it to Council for final approval.
You have all done such a great job to separate the wishes of council members from the needs of the maps, but I strongly urge you to not slice up Los Feliz merely to fit a council members home within the boundary. As
you know, the district will far out live any council member.
Thank you again.
Sam Wasserman
Owner/Resident in Los Feliz (Lifelong 2nd generation Angeleno)

10/13/2021 15:27:34

Aaron Lerner

Sam Wasserman
EXECUTIVE PRODUCER/ DIRECTOR
###-####
sam@wassermanproductions.com <mailto:sam@rawsomeproductions.com
Dear Commissioners,
I am writing today as the Executive Director of Hillel at UCLA, which
serves more than 3,600 Jewish undergraduate and graduate students here
to ask you to please keep the historic Jewish communities together in
Council District 5.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having
at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible
is truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. Whether we
are advocating for mundane parking leniencies on Jewish holidays or
fighting new forms of Antisemitism, it is essential that we (and other
representative groups) have adequate representation which understands
our varied and rich culture and history.
Thank you,
Rabbi Aaron Lerner

Date
10/13/2021 15:31:24

Name
Andrew Colin Allen

10/13/2021 15:38:00

Todd Clemens

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Committee,
As a resident of Sherman Oaks, I'm deeply disturbed by the push to
redistrict CD4. As someone who works with The Valley of Change and is on
the street corners of Sherman Oaks trying to make sure people have
access to water and food, it's baffling that people would push to
district our community with the likes of places like Beverly Hills.
The very few people that are pushing for this redistricting are majority
white and very wealthy. They do not represent even a fraction of the people
of Sherman Oaks. They do not represent us. They do not care about
helping our community or actually improving it. They only care about
getting rid of the unhoused through inhumane practices and getting their
property values raised to push out low-income residents and communities of
color.
If you vote to redistrict Sherman Oaks, you are supporting a racist and
classist agenda. Period. Our values are much more aligned with the
communities of Studio City and North Hollywood. Not with the uber wealthy
Beverly Hills and Encino. Don't be racist. Don't be classist. Vote to keep
Sherman Oaks in CD4.
Best,
Andrew Allen
Hi,
I live in Larchmont and I know this process isn't easy, so thank you for
all your hard work.
I want to express my support for K2.5. Larchmont is a part of Greater
Wilshire and it is very logical to place them in the same district. But
more importantly placing these two areas together meets the 6 criteria
outlined on the Redistricting Commission's website. I know my neighbors
and I have voiced support for this plan, but I think it's important to note
that many (if not all) of the voices against the plan are from areas
outside of Los Angeles and are choosing to speak to advance a political
agenda which is contrary to the Commission's evaluation criteria. I hope
the commission can see through this blatant attempt at politicizing
an otherwise logical and thoughtful process.
I appreciate the Commission’s continued and mandated use of the census
data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood
council boundaries and the voices of the people in its districting
determinations.
Thanks for your time.
Todd Clemens, Los Angeles resident

Date
10/13/2021 15:45:59

Name
Nadja Sarkin

Testiony
To whom it may concern,
I have lived in Los Feliz for over 40 years just north of the Los Feliz and
N. Edgemont St. intersection so this issue is being felt very keenly in my
household and I am compelled to voice my thoughts and concerns on something
that will so drastically and acutely impact us.
The proposed plan to remove The Oaks, Waverly Heights, the Rowena
Reservoir, and part of the Los Feliz Hills north of Los Feliz Boulevard
will be a disservice to the area and the residents that call this home. The
residents in these areas deserve to be kept with the rest of the community
and not seemingly arbitrarily sectioned off.
Having Griffith Park no longer included in the district with Los Feliz is
an egregious oversight. Los Feliz shares the longest residential border
with Griffith Park and as such Los Feliz residents are the most
significantly impacted by what goes on with Griffith Park (the largest
municipal park in the US), the Greek Theater, the Observatory, and the LA
Zoo. The streets in and out of the park’s most popular venues are in Los
Feliz but the proposed map will effectively put the entrances to these
areas within Los Feliz boundaries, but then the actual venues in
another district; this doesn't make any practical sense. Los Feliz
residents are the most highly impacted by decisions made for the park and
we demand a role in those decisions.
For decades, every time redistricting has been done, the concern from
Angelenos Citywide has been that corruption is rampant. Maps were drawn
behind closed doors by incumbents or their loyal staff members and
responses to community organizing and input was seen as performative at
best to pretend that the public was being listened to. Although the
commission has stated that their work has been based on data and not to
“advantage or disadvantage particular elected officials” these issues
appear to be created solely to keep a council member’s home linked to their
new district—a terrible and frankly petty reason to throw our community
into disarray.
This year residents were told that something remarkable would be happening:
the commission was going to be following the census data, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries, and
the voices of the people. This is a milestone and HUGE progress from past
decades of shady shadow operations. Yet, looking at the proposed maps, it
feels like residents are once again being cut out of the process and we are
falling into old habits of performative posturing for the press while
behind the scenes officials are doing what they have always done and
serving their own interests regardless of their constituents and neighbors
wishes.
These officials were elected by the people for a reason: to enact the will
of the people they represent. But the proposed map appears to be doing the
opposite of that and instead is moving towards a violation of the equal
protection clause of the Fourth Amendment and the Voting Rights Act and as
a resident I have to question: *who is benefiting?* Certainly not the vast
majority of residents as we appear to be getting cut out of all future
conversations about any issues that will directly impact us from parking to
landscaping to traffic control to noise and a whole host of other issues.
What's happening is not representative democracy.
Los Feliz must not be split into separate districts, and, as the residents
most highly impacted by activities in Griffith Park, we must be included in
the decision-making process for the park and its venues now and going
forward. I implore you to please reconsider and 'go back to the drawing
board' to keep The Oaks, Waverly Heights, the Rowena Reservoir, and
Griffith Park part of our current district.
Sincerely,
Nadja K. Sarkin
Resident since 1976
-"Err on the side of awesome." ~Burning Dan###-####)

Date
10/13/2021 15:50:07

Name
Norma Sarkin

Testiony
To whom it may concern,
I have lived in Los Feliz for almost 50 years just north of the Los Feliz
and N. Edgemont St. intersection so this issue is being felt very keenly in
my household and I am compelled to voice my thoughts and concerns on
something that will so drastically and acutely impact us.
The proposed plan to remove The Oaks, Waverly Heights, the Rowena
Reservoir, and part of the Los Feliz Hills north of Los Feliz Boulevard
will be a disservice to the area and the residents that call this home. The
residents in these areas deserve to be kept with the rest of the community
and not seemingly arbitrarily sectioned off.
Having Griffith Park no longer included in the district with Los Feliz is
an egregious oversight. Los Feliz shares the longest residential border
with Griffith Park and as such Los Feliz residents are the most
significantly impacted by what goes on with Griffith Park (the largest
municipal park in the US), the Greek Theater, the Observatory, and the LA
Zoo. The streets in and out of the park’s most popular venues are in Los
Feliz but the proposed map will effectively put the entrances to these
areas within Los Feliz boundaries, but then the actual venues in another
district; this doesn't make any practical sense. Los Feliz residents are
the most highly impacted by decisions made for the park and we demand a
role in those decisions.
For decades, every time redistricting has been done, the concern from
Angelenos Citywide has been that corruption is rampant. Maps were drawn
behind closed doors by incumbents or their loyal staff members and
responses to community organizing and input was seen as performative at
best to pretend that the public was being listened to. Although the
commission has stated that their work has been based on data and not to
“advantage or disadvantage particular elected officials” these issues
appear to be created solely to keep a council member’s home linked to their
new district—a terrible and frankly petty reason to throw our community
into disarray.
This year residents were told that something remarkable would be happening:
the commission was going to be following the census data, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries, and
the voices of the people. This is a milestone and HUGE progress from past
decades of shady shadow operations. Yet, looking at the proposed maps, it
feels like residents are once again being cut out of the process and we are
falling into old habits of performative posturing for the press while
behind the scenes officials are doing what they have always done and
serving their own interests regardless of their constituents and neighbors
wishes.
These officials were elected by the people for a reason: to enact the will
of the people they represent. But the proposed map appears to be doing the
opposite of that and instead is moving towards a violation of the equal
protection clause of the Fourth Amendment and the Voting Rights Act and as
a resident I have to question: who is benefiting? Certainly not the vast
majority of residents as we appear to be getting cut out of all future
conversations about any issues that will directly impact us from parking to
landscaping to traffic control to noise and a whole host of other issues.
What's happening is not representative democracy.
Los Feliz must not be split into separate districts, and, as the residents
most highly impacted by activities in Griffith Park, we must be included in
the decision-making process for the park and its venues now and going
forward. I implore you to please reconsider and 'go back to the drawing
board' to keep The Oaks, Waverly Heights, the Rowena Reservoir, and
Griffith Park part of our current district.
Sincerely,
Norma Sarkin
Resident since 1973

Date
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Name
Edith FRERE

10/13/2021 15:59:17

Des Sedaghat

Testiony
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Hancock Park, part of Greater Wilshire..
I appreciate Plan K2.5,which places us, as well as Larchmont Boulevard, in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong. Together!
As you heard from testimony at the last two Public Hearings, there is great support for K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. At Saturday’s Public Hearing, speakers against K2.5 came from other areas of the City
and outside of Los Angeles. These speakers chose to speak of political concerns, not the redistricting process. Please do not be distracted by political posturing, especially on the part of those who have no stake in our
district, our homes or our area.
I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Sincerely yours,
Edith Frère
436 South Las Palmas Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90020
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr. Mitchell,
I am a Governing Board member of the Los Feliz Neighborhood CouncilI and I
write this in my capacity as an individual stakeholder to offer comment on
Draft Plan K2.5.
Firstly, thank you for the process which has resulted in Draft Plan K2.5
and I hope you will consider the below in your meeting tonight and
Saturday.
Draft K2.5 clearly makes the most sense of any of the maps I have seen,
however I kindly ask that you keep Los Feliz whole and not split it up,
which means including Griffith Park, all of the Oaks and Whitley Heights
area by the Rowena Reservoir in District 13 under the K2.5 map.
I urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2.5
immediately (with Los Feliz all together and Griffith Park all under CD13)
and forward it to Council for final approval.
You have all done such a great job to separate the wishes of council
members from the realistic needs of the maps, and I strongly urge you to
not slice up Los Feliz merely to fit a council member's home within the
boundary.
As you know, the district will far out live any council member.
Thank you again.

10/13/2021 16:01:11

Marianne King

10/13/2021 16:01:11

Marianne King

Desireh Sedaghat
Owner/Resident in Los Feliz
Los Feliz Neighborhood Council
District B Representative
des.sedaghat@losfeliznc.org
Good Afternoon,
Attached is a letter from the Chatsworth Neighborhood Council (CNC) in
support of proposed Map K-2.5.
Thank you,
Marianne King
CNC Boardmember
Good Afternoon,
Attached is a letter from the Chatsworth Neighborhood Council (CNC) in
support of proposed Map K-2.5.
Thank you,
Marianne King
CNC Boardmember

Date
10/13/2021 16:02:03

Name
Kelly Erickson

Testiony
My name is Kelly Erickson and I am a 16 year resident of Echo Park. I am
deeply connected to Echo Park due to the length of time I've lived here,
but also with all of the volunteering and working I've committed to in this
neighborhood.
In review of the current map, K2.5, I strongly support keeping Echo Park in
Council District 13 for the following reasons:
1. Echo Park has a shared history in terms of geographics, constituent
services needed, and shared culture with the surrounding communities of
Elysian Valley, Silver Lake and East Hollywood. We feel deeply connected to
these communities historically.
2. The neighborhood as a whole has been strongly advocating for keeping
Echo Park in CD13
3. An expansion of CD13 boundaries into Elysian Park would provide CD13
more equitable representation of public parkland, providing equitable
oversight of Elysian Park which Echo Park neighbors enjoy but are also
deeply connected to.
4. There are a myriad of constituent services being served to Echo Park
by CD13 that could severely impact the current issues and future plans of
our public spaces, business community, residential services, traffic issues
and more. Interrupting these services would be of great detriment to the
community of Echo Park.
It is for these reasons that I strongly believe Echo Park should not be
absorbed into neighboring districts like Council District 1.
I would also like to include some additional suggestions to bring more of
Elysian Park into CD13:
- Expansion of, as opposed to contraction of, CD13 boundaries into
Elysian Park is in the best interest of our public spaces and the future of
Elysian Park. It is imperative we maintain some semblance of equitable
representation from both CD1 and CD13 in Elysian Park.
Lastly, I support an expansion of the CD13 boundaries to include a small
section of Echo Park adjacent to the Angeleno Heights boundaries (as
outlined in Map L that was previously considered), located north of Sunset
and goes as far as Vin Scully Blvd (please see map with section outlined in
the red dashed line).
- This area is greatly underrepresented in terms of constituent
services. It would also complete the CD13 boundary geographically by
extending it to Vin Scully Ave, as many business owners and residents in
this small section struggle to address issues of homelessness, trash,
traffic and park access - all issues the neighborhood of Echo Park as a
whole are addressing every day. It would greatly serve that population to
be included in the CD13 boundaries.
[image: image.png]
Thank you for the opportunity to submit my testimony.
-Kelly Erickson
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Elizabeth Lovins
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October 13, 2021
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
Thank you for all the great work you have done for the benefit of the communities, instead of the council persons.
For the next two meetings, I strongly encourage you to take my below statement, into account.
I'm in strong support of the K2.5 map, as many of my Los Feliz neighbors are as well. However, I'm asking you to also add back in the crucial parts of Los Feliz, that make our community and sense of place and identity
complete, such as Griffith Park, Los Feliz Hills, the Oaks, Waverly Heights.
These areas also include our signature Los Feliz Official Los Angeles Cultural Monuments, such as: Griffith Park Observatory, the Greek Theater, LA Zoo, the Gene Autry Museum, the Merry-Go-Round, the Los Feliz
Adobe, and the Deodars LF BLVD HCM.
Please do not amputate away our cultural resources, as well as our ability to manage all and any potential fire threats from Griffith Park.
I was here for the 2007 fire and we need to be able to have the park for fire safety with all the appropriate resources. Also, all of these official Historic Cultural Monuments, in the City of Los Angeles, need to be retained
in Los Feliz, inside CD13. I also have never heard of splitting an official HCM, like the Deodar Tree HCM, that spans from Riverside to Western, along LF Blvd.
I'm a native, third generation Angeleno and my family has been here in the Hollywood/Los Feliz area, as an early Jewish family, since 1910. Los Feliz is a rare, cultural jewel, in a beautiful historic hillside community. It's
one of the last walking districts in Los Angeles and we are a village. Our identity is tied in intimately, tied into all these areas. As a community, we work closely to protect the park and wildlife and have been doing so, for
over one hundred years. It's essential to keep our community together with these areas above.
K2.5 map, clearly makes the most logical sense of any maps so far. Again, I kindly ask that you keep Los Feliz whole and not split it up. This means including Griffith Park, all of the Oaks and Whitley Heights area by
the rowena reservoir in District 13 under the K2.5 map. Please immediately forward this to Council for approval.
Again, you all have done a great job here. Any district will far outlive any council person, so please do not places thousands of lives at stake to include one council person's home address.
Thank you for your continued work and dedication!
Kind regards,
Elizabeth Lovins
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debi@nibley.com
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Barry Johnson

--Elizabeth Lovins
Director, Hollywood Art Center, est.1912
http://www.hollywoodartcenterarchive.com-Research Archivist, Art, Design & Architecture MuseumUniversity of California, Santa Barbara-Los Feliz Resident, since 2003
Dear Commissioners,
I request that this redistricting commission discuss and adopt the map below to keep Studio City in a workable CD2 district. K2.5 is a nonstarter and unacceptable to the needs and representation of Studio City.
Deborah Rachman Nibley
Christopher Nibley
12718 Valley Spring Lane
Studio City, CA 91604
| | October 13, 2021 Dear Commissioners, I request that this redistricting commission discuss and adopt the map below to keep Studio City in a workable CD2 district. K2.5 is a nonstarter and unacceptable to the needs
and representation of Studio City. Barry JohnsonStudio City Resident
Participating with the following in Studio City Studio City Residents AssociationStudio City Neighborhood CouncilStudio City Beautification Association
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Linda Abraham

Testiony
October 13, 2021
RE: Map for consideration to CD2
Dear Commissioners,
I request that this redistricting commission discuss and adopt the map below
to keep Studio City in a workable CD2 district. K2.5 is a nonstarter and
unacceptable to the needs and representation of Studio City.
Margaret M Seltzer
11076 Fruitland Drive
Studio City, CA 9###-####
https://files.constantcontact.com/f20e###-####8a4-8604-42fa-bda0-388d54
8d0fe2.png
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are admirable.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting
Coalition.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at
least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is
truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration within
CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and
18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting moved back into
CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urges the commission to
also support the needs of other communities of interests.
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Thank you,
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting
Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before
this there was none.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at
least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is
truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration within
CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and
18th Street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting moved back into
CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together, and we strongly urge the commission
to also support the needs of other communities of interest.
Thank you,
Adam Lewis
Jessica Ambinder-RojasDear Commissioners,
I request that this redistricting commission discuss and adopt the map
below to keep Studio City in a workable CD2 district. K2.5 is a nonstarter
and unacceptable to the needs and representation of Studio City.
Jessica Rojas
12045 Viewcrest Road
Studio City CA 91604
Adam Lewis
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ED CHAPMAN

Testiony
Map for consideration to CD2
Dear Commissioners,
I request that this redistricting commission discuss and adopt the map below to keep Studio City in a workable CD2 district. K2.5 is a nonstarter and unacceptable to the needs and representation of Studio City.

Edwin Chapman
3770 Pastel Place
Studio City, CA 91604
Attached map:

Sent from my iPad

10/13/2021 16:21:15

Barbara Eich

This email and any attachments thereto may contain private, confidential, and privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any review, copying, or distribution of this email (or any attached thereto) by
others is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender immediately and permanently delete the original and any copies of this email and any attachments thereto.
It's hard to tell where the latest planned borders are in the
redistricting process, but I feel that it's very important that
Spaulding Square and Sunset Square not be separated in the final plan
but remain in the same district. We are adjoining HPOZs, joined by LA
City's Historic Preservation with one HPOZboard and we often work
together, having common interests in the betterment of our whole area.
We're a very diverse area comprising renters in apartment buildings,
condos, duplexes, historic bungalows, courtyards, single family home
owners, and small businesses which have melded together into a
successful community.
Please see the attached map indicating where in Hollywood we are
located.
Sincerely,
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Stacy Sillins

Barbara Eich
Spaulding Square
1301 N. Genesee Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90046
Dear Executive Director Cardenas, Chair Ali and Commissioners,
Thank you for all of your hard work! I am in awe of your patience and the time you have put into this process.
And although I am sure there is a lot of discussions going on behind the scene, I appreciate your willingness to try and make this process
as transparent as possible.
There is something that is really disturbing that is going on that I would like to ask you not to get caught up in.
There are people and groups pitting homeowners and renters against each other. This is a false narrative that needs to stop and not be
taken seriously! I am a homeowner, I live in an area where most of us are homeowners and pretty much everyone I know fights for Renters rights!
Not only do we fight for Renters rights but we fight and stand up for the rights of all people. We just happen to live in a singe family home.
The ENEMY of Renters are developers, REITS, and corporate landlords. Not homeowners! Please do not get influenced by this ugly and disingenuous
narrative!
I was a renter for most of my life, now I am a homeowner and who knows, maybe I will be a renter again and sell my home to a current renter.
Please continue to do your work on the Districts based on the mandate that has been set before you.
Thank you!
Stacy Sillins

ps- Do I dare mention how other groups are being pitted against each other as well?! Look at what some are trying to do- turn Jews against Jews. It’s shameful!
And I am sure there is more.
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alysoun1@aol.com
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Kenneth Hackman
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Armen Makasjian
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Maria Hanulik

Testiony
DearCommissioners,
We are deeply grateful for your service and appreciate your work on behalf of all the residents across our city.
I am writing today on behalf of the Los Angeles Jewish CommunalRedistricting Coalition. CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWIIand before this there was none.
In the early 2000's a LA Councilmember condonedtrying to close down Jewish prayer services on Yom Kippur being held at aneighborhood Jewish school and to stop a neighborhood synagogue from continuingto stay
open. It was thanks to the only Jewish Councilmember and his staffat that time and a law suit that these hurtful acts were stopped.
Jews represents a very small minority of the total worldpopulation and therefore cannot ever take representative government forgranted. The American constitution gave the states the right to decide voting rightsand
many states denied Jews and other minorities the rights to vote up untilthe early 19th century. In fact, "the Jew Bill" that was argued bythe Maryland legislature for 8 years finally passed giving Jews in this statethe right
to vote in 1828. Land deeds in Los Angeles had restrictive covenantsagainst Jews and like many other minorities Jews living in a neighborhoodbrought down the federal housing designated grade of a neighborhood,
orotherwise known as redlining.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, buthaving at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possibleis truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historicJewish
neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the Map K2.5 configurationwithin CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and La Cienega Boulevards,and 18th Street and the 10 Freeway that we would greatly
appreciate gettingmoved back into CD5. Our adult children and their friends reside in thisneighborhood and they hope to retain representation under CD5.
Ourcoalition supports and thanks this commission for your consideration in keeping the historiccore of the Jewish community together, and strongly urges the commission to supportthe needs of other communities as
well within our amazing and diverse city.
With our greatest appreciation,
Donnaand Ron Bender
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all your hard work over these many months. I have lived in the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood for the last 22 years. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places us in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong.
As you heard from testimony at the last two Public Hearings, there is great support for K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. At Saturday’s Public Hearing, speakers against K2.5 came from other areas of the City
and outside of Los Angeles. These speakers chose to speak of political concerns, not the redistricting process. Thank you for putting census data, population, voting rights protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people first over sole political interest.
Respectfully,
Alysoun Higgins
Dear Commissioners, I request that this redistricting commission discuss and adopt the map below to keep Studio City in a workable CD2 district. K2.5 is a nonstarter and unacceptable to the needs and representation
of Studio City. Kenneth L Hackman3940 Sunswept DriveStudio City, CA 91604
Dear Chairperson Ali, Exec. Director Cardena, Mr. Mitchell, and Staff,
Thank you once again for your relentless efforts in working on the redistricting map. As a long-time Los Feliz resident, I fully support the K2.5 map. However, I strongly urge you to keep the Los Feliz area undivided. As
you know, Los Feliz has always had a historical background and noted for its Spanish-style and historic homes. Also, Griffith Park has also been an integral park of the area. Therefore, please include Griffith Park, the
Rowena Reservoir, Whitley Heights, and Los Feliz Oaks in the K2.5 map. I strongly urge you not to succumb to requests to redistrict based on residences of councilpersons.
Thank you for your concern and hard work!
Armen MakasjianLos Feliz residence for 57 years.
October 13, 2021
RE: Map for consideration to CD2
Dear Commissioners,
I request that this redistricting commission discuss and adopt the map below to keep Studio City in a workable CD2 district. K2.5 is a nonstarter and unacceptable to the needs and representation of Studio City.

Maria Casale
12728 Milbank street
studio City CA 91604
[https://files.constantcontact.com/f20e###-####8a4-8604-42fa-bda0-388d548d0fe2.png]
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Shayna Kasbee

Testiony
Hello My name is Ariel Jalali
I am a part of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition
Thank you for this huge task you are all undertaking.
CD5 became the first representative Jewish district in LA history after
WWII. We ask that the community remain intact with residents, business
corridors and social service infrastructure together. The current
configuration is respectful of this Jewish history, but ask that the
commission find ways to make it more equitable for other communities of
interest.
In the last redistricting portions of South Pico Robertson were removed. We
ask that the small neighborhood between south Robertson to LaCienega and
18th street to Cadillac be shifted back into CD5.
The community is not monolithic and there are diverse Jewish communities
all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where electing
representative leadership is possible is truly important to our collective
voice in Los Angeles.
Thank you for your wise consideration.
Sincerely,
Ariel Jalali
-- Ariel Jalali
###-####
ariel.jalali@gmail.com
Link to calendar <https://calendly.com/arieljalali/30min
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, a
neighborhood in Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places
Wilshire Park in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong. *Together!* As
you have heard from testimony at the last two Public Hearings, there is
great support for Plan K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. At
Saturday’s Public Hearing, speakers against K2.5 came from other areas of
the City and outside of Los Angeles. Once again these speakers chose to
speak of political concerns, not generated by this redistricting
process. Please
do not be distracted by partisan histrionics. I appreciate the Commission’s
following the facts, including the census data, voting rights protections,
communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of
the people in its determinations. Respectfully,
Marqui Hood
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Shayna Kasbee and I am a resident of Canoga Park. Thank you for
your time serving on the City's redistricting commission. We appreciate the
challenge of the task ahead of you. Please reconsider stakeholder map
#57666 as it best reflects our collective opinions and the variables that
affect your recommendation.
I am attaching in this email map #57666
<https://drive.google.com/file/d/1eYtw7rmIXEglQ-qO0fM269eeKRYw3oMY/view?usp=sharing
along with a letter written by the Woodland Hills Homeowners
<https://drive.google.com/file/d/1ONJ4_1VwS4uINGG575ZZUDHKLWAbMjfT/view?usp=sharing
Organization) that explains my plea and concerns. I hope you will take
time to understand our position and how it will impact us in Canoga Park.
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Respectfully,
Shayna Kasbee
Oct. 13, 2021
"wlapolitics@gmail.com"
Per the New York Times, in 2019, there were 12% more anti-Jewish hate based attacks than in over 40 years of record keeping and in 2020 there were even more. (See Link attached).
Given the unique nature of the Jewish Community and the vulnerability to terrorist and hate based attacks, it is important that the Jewish Community be within one Counsel district so that they can help protect and
address the unique vulnerabilities and needs of the community.
I urge you not to split up the communities and further complicate interactions between the city resources and the Jewish Community.
Thank you so much!
Victoria Frankel
Beverlywood HOA Board of Director
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/05/12/us/antisemitic-report-incidents.html?.?mc=aud_dev&adkeywords=auddevgate&gclid=CjwKCAjwh5qLBhALEiwAioods17SDFmd8erRbUBOIhyWtzVigChK02339UuiJPRvVs0Ps970zoy5lhoCi4IQAvD_BwE&gclsrc=aw.ds
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Stephanie Morehouse To All,
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, a neighborhood in Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places Wilshire Park in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong.Together!
As you have heard from testimony at the last two Public Hearings, there is great support for Plan K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. At Saturday’s Public Hearing, speakers against K2.5 came from other areas of
the City and outside of Los Angeles. Once again these speakers chose to speak of political concerns, not generated by this redistricting process. Please do not be distracted by partisan histrionics.
I appreciate the Commission’s following the facts, including the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,
Stephanie Kline Morehouse
Resident of Wilshire Park
on Bronson Ave.
Sent from my iPhone
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DONALD LOZE

October 13,2021

To the Redistricting Commission.

Make the Santa Mountains area its own District,

Despite our thanks and appreciation for your efforts, I'm here as a concerned citizen who's been through other years of this redistricting process, And I'm here for the record to preserve the fact that the commonality of
the entire area of the Santa Monica mountains once again has been ignored, divided, and used as a population balance in divers districts and should be an independent district on its own

Factually, the voter is in the Santa Monica mountains constitute the only representatives concentrating interest on the most important asset of the City of Los Angeles as stated by former City Attorney, Mayors and
recognized factually by the actions of the Department of Planning. The Santa Monica Mountains as a commonality of interest differs from any other in the City. The voters are there to inform the governmental agencies
of the need for fire safety. watershed, source of oxygen, wild animal life and significantly different planning, traffic control, police and fire protection, and other public services provided by the City. Uniquely in the Santa
Monica Mountains and should have an independent, separate voting representation.

Bel Air Beverly Crest neighborhood is both a Community Plan and a Neighborhood Council for the same reason as the the basics of Redistricting. It is a single compact area stretching East and West across the basin
which should be reflected as one council district and not chopped up as it has been the practice of this and previous redistricting commissions.

In the analysis of the current maps, the Commissions special attention is given to ethnicity, ,religious interest and similarity of economic neighborhood. In each of those subjects it is a personal interest not a civic interest
which needs the insights from the residents and voters. The identifiable area within the Santa Monica mountains is distinguished from the commonalities that are currently being judged as tying together districts. Maybe
next time a future redistricting Commission will recognize the independent significance of the Santa Monica Mountains and declare it a district to stand on its ow

Respectfully,

Donald Loze

2037 Benedict Canyon Drive
Beverly Hills, California 90210
###-#### ###-#### fax
###-#### cell
Bezoarltd@aol.com
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Lorna Hennington

Testiony
October 13, 2021
RE: Map for consideration to CD2
Dear Commissioners,
I request that this redistricting commission discuss and adopt the map
below to keep Studio City in a workable CD2 district. K2.5 is a nonstarter
and unacceptable to the needs and representation of Studio City.
I also request to have Councilwoman Ramen represent this area for Studio
City.
Patricia Kirby
4434 Carpenter Ave, Studio City, CA 91607
###-####
[image: unnamed (2).png]
-- Patty Kirby
Executive Director
Bluecanh2o / Step One Inc
###-####
patty@BlueCanH2O.com
patty.a.kirby@gmail.com
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, a neighborhood in Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places Wilshire Park in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong. Together! As
you have heard from testimony at the last two Public Hearings, there is great support for Plan K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. At Saturday’s Public Hearing, speakers against K2.5 came from other areas of the
City and outside of Los Angeles. Once again these speakers chose to speak of political concerns, not generated by this redistricting process. Please do not be distracted by partisan histrionics. I appreciate the
Commission’s following the facts, including the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,

[https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/wK0xs-mADWRlCLxdTkmf8hNA_BpmJHdvf6fVPx1BXQslHhxZNlRKcZ5oeGfxinM0uBnhW2jaqiR1_6xWY158JosbHuZe9S4NunRdpZj1H2HH2RoVt66CPJ0ff80TB_4J18i-rx45]
[https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/ZqDIpYJA9-2d6M-1GCVgK5bDL0kwNAG9_XOWYviKMagpZjyx9qWuAx5XxFSrOk4x3QjLwUMe_OtJiX0rCMiDJwHgUPxLoZjRqc7FVTst1WTJSdA_8MMgz2B4SXHo4_sJnrtMJ8Ze]
Lorna Hennington
Realtor ︳Broker ︳Attorney
KW | KELLER WILLIAMS REALTY, LARCHMONT

BRE # ###-####
###-####
lorna@bateshennington.com<mailto:lorna@bateshennington.com
www.bateshennington.com<https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.bateshennington.com&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%
7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C###-####2741&sdata=ii1%2BIUleRu4MYoCO%2BVn4Ph%2BJjNw60hLH5BivHVzuZj0%3D&reserved=0

[https://lh5.googleusercontent.com/Q11GZfUj6nYhg10euzdnmfBnAkmL_Z41nekFiWTrTUblajxifLQBaY98EGhVlGk48P4EkkSj_uDDDvC7JPTwTVTzrU0GOaMX2drPx7Bw4xKgrD1zlxn-fPtx8ohB6MkXjdE-1Xgr]<https:
//eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%
7C1%7C0%7C###-####2746&sdata=bHxn5H7k0UU9Fz%2BFb%2FIG36UXfF9kbUrdYXEHoPXAMxM%3D&reserved=0 [https://lh6.googleusercontent.
com/lXHIzDu5brNXu0NmMxbpYtqjhsp6GH6kbz2v9PHx6mH3hEbCXKCvbmvVsDIfLcpdfXf3xzndnaPDOWbB6xAa3rEm_XUvB-WQfLRrWGIZ3fkhCuRNy0Obvr6yTLPCyrPfHNtKDAYP] <https://eur04.safelinks.
protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.instagram.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C#######2746&sdata=rXUhihoV%2Fp%2FgkoR6Pjb%2BL7Lqv38TTXpSlcte7d8a3og%3D&reserved=0 [https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/wl0S09H8_aOmDuSjizypCHIcPjfhoVQyL7jHDct_6mB330X_ZpZBmg7i9tl1mVtUO2cXKLXKkMMHsDUkU7knGwTZB30OsX8Om4IcfmlYJF8evt8cCELwaxHupobcAd_XnSWNYu1] <https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.
twitter.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C###-####2754&sdata=ekg%2FLP4m%
2BpkejJd3QYOMKz%2BuopGl7YX6BV5zA1q%2B%2FZ4%3D&reserved=0
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Katharine Mullen

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting
Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before
this there was none. The community is not monolithic by any means, but
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at
least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is
truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration within
CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and
18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting moved back into
CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to
also support the needs of other communities of interests.
Thank you,
Peter Steinlauf
peter steinlauf
###-#### m
Dear Redistricting Commission,
My name is Katharine Mullen and I am a resident of Echo Park. I live
near Elysian Park and am a frequent park visitor.
In review of the current map, K2.5, I strongly support keeping Echo
Park in Council District 13 for the following reasons:
1. Echo Park has a shared history in terms of geographics, constituent
services needed, and shared culture with the surrounding communities
of Elysian Valley, Silver Lake and East Hollywood. We feel deeply
connected to these communities historically.
2. The neighborhood as a whole has been strongly advocating for
keeping Echo Park in CD13
An expansion of CD13 boundaries into Elysian Park would provide CD13
more equitable representation of public parkland, providing equitable
oversight of Elysian Park which Echo Park neighbors enjoy but are also
deeply connected to.
3. There are a myriad of constituent services being served to Echo
Park by CD13 that could severely impact the current issues and future
plans of our public spaces, business community, residential services,
traffic issues and more. Interrupting these services would be of great
detriment to the community of Echo Park.
It is for these reasons that I strongly believe Echo Park should not
be absorbed into neighboring districts like Council District 1.
Sincerely,

10/13/2021 17:08:39

NH M

Katharine Mullen
RE: Map for consideration to CD2
Dear Commissioners,
I request that this redistricting commission discuss and adopt the map
below to keep Studio City in a workable CD2 district. K2.5 is a nonstarter
and unacceptable to the needs and representation of Studio City.
N Manella
3906 Mary Ellen Ave.
Studio City 91604

Date
10/13/2021 17:09:55

Name
Liz Steinlauf

10/13/2021 17:11:52

Jon Deutsch

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting
Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before
this there was none. The community is not monolithic by any means, but
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at
least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is
truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration within
CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and
18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting moved back into
CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to
also support the needs of other communities of interests.
Thank you,
Elizabeth Steinlauf
Dear City Council Redistricting Commission,
Attached please find a letter/Community Impact Statement from the Los Feliz Neighborhood Council, opposing the adoption of proposed redistricting map K 2.5, unless amended to 1) keep the LFNC in one council
district and 2) ensure that Griffith Park remains in the same council district as Los Feilz.
The entire council thanks you for your service, and hopes that you will tae our requested amendments into consideration.
Best,
Jon Deutsch

10/13/2021 17:14:43

David Jurmain

10/13/2021 17:18:00

"Gere, David"

Jon Deutsch | President | District B Representative | Los Feliz Neighborhood Council (LFNC)
p.o. box 27003 | los angeles | california | | ###-####
Good Evening Commissioners:
My name is David Jurmain and I am a homeowner in Greater Wilshire,
specifically Wilshire Park. I chose this neighborhood for its unique,
diversified and historic qualities.
Thank you for Map K2.5. It places Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong.
Together with neighbors to the west with whom we share our schools, our
businesses, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our
historic homes, our churches and synagogues.
Thank you again for listening and placing us in a Council District where we
can receive focused attention and services.
Regards,
David Jurmain
Dear Commissioners,
I live in Wilshire Park, an HPOZ neighborhood in Greater Wilshire, and am very concerned about the prospect of our neighborhood being cut into two in the redistricting process. That’s why I am in support of Plan K2.5.
It places Wilshire Park in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong. Together! As you have heard from testimony at the last two Public Hearings, there is great support for Plan K2.5, which places us in Council District
5. At Saturday’s Public Hearing, speakers against K2.5 came from other areas of the City and outside of Los Angeles. Once again these speakers chose to speak of political concerns, not generated by this redistricting
process. Please do not be distracted by their partisan histrionics. I appreciate the Commission’s following the facts, including the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries, and the voices of the people.
Sincerely,
David Gere
844 S Bronson Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90005
Cell: ###-####

Date
10/13/2021 17:30:00

Name
Rowena Koenig

10/13/2021 17:33:53

10/13/2021 17:34:45

Steve Simonian

Testiony
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, a
neighborhood in Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places
Wilshire Park in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong. *Together!* As
you have heard from testimony at the last two Public Hearings, there is
great support for Plan K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. At
Saturday’s Public Hearing, speakers against K2.5 came from other areas of
the City and outside of Los Angeles. Once again these speakers chose to
speak of political concerns, not generated by this redistricting process.
I appreciate the Commission’s following the facts, including the census
data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood
council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Please hear and act according to the compelling reasons and strong support
in favor of adopting the plan we need -- Plan K2.5
Respectfully,
Rowena Koenig
Dear Commissioners I am part of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition and live in the
Pico-Robertson area. I just became aware that the areas of Beverlywood,
Fairfax, Pico-Robertson, Westwood, Century City, Cheviot Hills and Hancock
park which make up part of Council District 5 may be broken up into 3
different Council districts, reducing the Jewish community's ability to have
a representative voice elected to the City Council. This redistricting would
be very bad for our community and we urge the council not to break this
district up.
Our coalition supports and thanks the commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together as well as supporting the needs of
other communities Thanks you William and Sharon Azerrad
Dear Redistricting Commision I am a resident of Wilshire Park which is currently part of the Greater
Wilshire area of Los Angeles. Please keep my neighborhood intact by
enacting Plan K2.5. Our neighborhood has already spoken loud and clear by
creating an HPOZ and is on the National Register of Historical Places and
DO NOT want to be broken into pieces. Our common interests are in
preserving these historical homes and buildings - I live in a 100 year old
Dutch Colonial home that we have lovingly restored with help from our
neighbors and the Greater Wilshire community. We also share many common
interests which make this community unique and worth preserving (our
voices) intact. This includes our churches, synagogues, The Wilshire Ebel
Theater, and even our roads and trees which we have championed together to
preserve. I am an active member of the Wilshire Park association and meet
regularly with the Greater Wilshire association on these and many other
common interests. As you know the city of Los Angeles is a very large and
can be difficult to maneuver thru the various departments and bureaucracy please don't make that harder and keep Wilshire Park together with Greater
Wilshire by adopting Plan K2.5!
I do want to thank the Commission for all its hard work to-date and thanks
also for Plan K2.5. It places Wilshire Park in Greater Wilshire, exactly
where we belong. Together! As you have heard from testimony at the last
two Public Hearings, there is great support for Plan K2.5 and placing us in
Council District 5. At Saturday’s Public Hearing, speakers against K2.5
came from other areas of the City and outside of Los Angeles. Once again
these speakers chose to speak of political concerns, not generated by this
redistricting process. Please do not be distracted by partisan histrionics.
I appreciate the Commission’s following of the facts, including the census
data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood
council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Sincerely,
--Steve Simonian

Date
10/13/2021 17:34:46

Name
JOHN WALKER

Testiony
From: john walker - johnwalkerfilms@mac.com
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org <redistricting.lacity@lacity.org; fred.ali@lacity.org <fred.ali@lacity.org; david.hyun@lacity.org <david.hyun@lacity.org; sonya.diaz@lacity.org <sonya.diaz@lacity.org; richard.
polanco@lacity.org <richard.polanco@lacity.org; denis.cagna@lacity.org <denis.cagna@lacity.org; richard.katz@lacity.org <richard.katz@lacity.org; alexandra.suh@lacity.org <alexandra.suh@lacity.org; rocky.
delgadillo@lacity.org <rocky.delgadillo@lacity.org; rachel.torres@lacity.org <rachel.torres@lacity.org; wendy.mitchell@lacity.org <wendy.mitchell@lacity.org; elizabeth.saldivar@lacity.org <elizabeth.saldivar@lacity.
org; valerie.lynn.shaw@lacity.org <valerie.lynn.shaw@lacity.org; miguel.martinez@lacity.org <miguel.martinez@lacity.org; edward.anderson@lacity.org <edward.anderson@lacity.org; michele.prichard@lacity.org
<michele.prichard@lacity.org; natalie.freidberg@lacity.org <natalie.freidberg@lacity.org; nam.lee@lacity.org <nam.lee@lacity.org; elissa.barrett@lacity.org <elissa.barrett@lacity.org; maria.brenes@lacity.org <maria.
brenes@lacity.org; charisse.bremond.weaver@lacity.org <charisse.bremond.weaver@lacity.org; carlos.moreno@lacity.org <carlos.moreno@lacity.org; tammy.membreno@lacuty.org <tammy.membreno@lacuty.org
Cc: Karo Torossian <karo.torossian@lacity.org
Sent: Wednesday, October 13, 2021, 04:10:04 PM PDT
Subject: Map for consideration for CD2
October 13, 2021
Dear Commissioners,
I support and request that redistricting commission discuss and adopt the map below to keep Studio City in a workable CD2 district. This truly represents fair and equitable representation for all of us in the Valley and it
gives us, through our representative organizations, a true voice
Respectfully,
Dr John Walker
Community Activist

10/13/2021 17:43:57

Hasmik Baghdasaryan Dear Los Angeles Redistricting Commission,
As a resident of Van Nuys and an active member of the local
Armenian-American community,* I oppose the proposed district maps
<https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Plan-K2.5-1.html*
.
For decades our community has had to fight for its rightful voice in local
government and the proposed maps significantly dilute and weaken that
voice. Moreover, these proposed maps would take away the district of
Councilmember Paul Krekorian—my current representative in the city council,
and the only Armenian-American elected to public office in the City of Los
Angeles.
The Armenian neighborhoods of the East San Fernando Valley—including East
Van Nuys, Valley Glen, and North Hollywood—form a community of interest
that should not be divided, and as an active member of the local community,
I demand maps that empower our community and show respect to
Armenian-Americans and our elected representatives.

Thank you,

10/13/2021 17:52:34

Robin Podolsky

Hasmik B.
-Hasmik Baghdasaryan
Development Project Manager
Hidden Road Initiative
hb2511@columbia.edu | (###-####
*www.hiddenroadinitiative.org <http://www.hiddenroadinitiative.org/*
As a renter in Silverlake, I wish to state my firm support for retaining
the present District 4 as represented by Councilmember Raman. She was
elected by the residents of this neighborhood, because she is their choice
for the person best qualified to represent their interests.
As a Jewish Angelena, I wish to state my support for the democratic process
and my profound concern that renters and working class Latino/as be
represented by the public servants of their choice.
Please reject the proposed map and start again with a transparent process
in which the voices of the people will be heard.
-- Rabbi Robin Podolsky
###-####
she/her

Date
10/13/2021 17:57:50

Name

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr
Mitchell,

I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has
resulted in Draft Plan K2.5. Draft K2.5 makes the most
sense of any of the maps, however I earnestly ask that you
keep Los Feliz whole and not split it up, which means
including Griffith Park, all of the Oaks and Whitley Heights
area by the rowena reservoir in District 13 under the K2.5
map. I urge you to continue your good work and fully
approve Draft Plan K2.5 (with Los Feliz all together and
Griffith Park all under CD13) Immediately and forward it to
Council for final approval.

Thank you again.
Ami Adini, for

10/13/2021 18:20:18

10/13/2021 18:24:31

Sonja Diaz

Anahit Melkonyan

Ami & Rivka Adini, residents of Los Feliz since 1980
Received.
On Wed, Oct 13, 2021 at 3:10 PM Nancy Yap <nancy@hcnc-adlt.org wrote:
Dear LA City Council Redistricting Commission,
Attached is a letter from the Arts District LIttle Tokyo Neighborhood
Council regarding redistricting. We want to reiterate that we want our
neighborhood to remain whole and that Downtown LA should be in one Council
District.
Sincerely,
Nancy Yap
ADLT President
-- Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
To Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission and whomever else it may concern,<BR<BRI kindly request that the Commission keep the East San Fernando Valley communities of East Van Nuys, all of Valley Glen,
and North Hollywood together in one single Council district. The largest segments of the Armenian population in the City of Los Angeles are in the neighborhoods of the East San Fernando Valley. The Armenian
neighborhoods of the East San Fernando Valley form a Community of Interest that must not be divided. The Armenian community strongly opposes the currently proposed maps. Instead, we kindly ask for the creation
of district maps, which empower our community and show respect to Armenian Americans and our elected representatives. For Armenians in Los Angeles, the East San Fernando Valley communities are woven
together by shared social, cultural, and economic interests. Please keep the East San Fernando Valley communities of East Van Nuys, all of Valley Glen, and North Hollywood together.<BR

Date
10/13/2021 18:31:32

Name
Anna Serridge

Testiony

Dear Council members,
My name is Anna Serridge and I am a proud and VERY CONCERNED Shadow Hills resident. I’ve been living at 9823 Wornom Ave. 91040 for the past eleven years. I am deeply committed to the health of our
community- on ALL levels. The redistricting plans you are proposing are clearly not in consideration of, nor for the benefit of, our unique equestrian community. We have special needs that other parts of the City of Los
Angeles does NOT have and breaking up our district will negatively impact our community as a whole. Our community thrives BECAUSE of the unity of how we coalesce and utilize the resources we have which are
unique to our environment. THIS UNITY IS NOT BEING RESPECTED BY ANYONE WHO IS PROPOSING IT BE DIVIDED!
1. Shadow Hills cannot be divided up into different districts as is shown in the Redistricting map K2.5. Our community has been a recognized rural, horse keeping community for well over 50 years. The Shadow Hills
Property Owners Association (SHPOA) was founded in 1964. We have a recognized trail system throughout the community: our own Equestrian Trails Inc (ETI) Corral 20. There are numerous horse and rescue groups
located in our community.Shadow Hills has a K District overlay zone throughout, which gives added protections for horses and animal keeping lifestyles. All new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must provide trails in the
public access easements in lieu of sidewalks. Any new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must provide horse keeping set asides for the housing of horses along with wide access to those horse keeping areas. Our common
interests of Shadow Hills are those of a historically rural, animal oriented, horse keeping community. We are a diversified community with common objectives and goals.
The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are as follows:
The 210 Freeway on the EAST
The Ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the SOUTH
The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST
The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. This boundary does not sever off Stonehurst Ave. and the residential streets west of Stonehurst (Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Peoria,
Elinda, Hershey, and the ends of Art, Wicks, and N. Clybourne) which have historically been considered part of Shadow Hills.
2. The three (3) foothill communities (abutting the Verdugo Mountains, the Angeles National Forest and the Big Tujunga Wash) of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon must remain in one district, as
they currently are in CD7. All three rural communities have an equestrian heritage and agrarian lifestyles. All 3 communities are located in Mountain Fire districts and high fire zones. Over the years, these three
communities have developed fire protection and evacuation plans which have helped save human and animal lives and properties during our various wildfires (ie. La Tuna Canyon and Creek fires). During major floods
of the Big Tujunga Wash Lake View Terrace and Shadow Hills have worked together to provide shelter to flood victims and protect neighborhoods from flooding. There is a historical cooperation between these three
communities due to their common interests and goals. If they were to be separated into different communities, their unified voice and actions would be muted.
3. The Foothill District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) was specifically created to represent the equestrian and agrarian lifestyles of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon. If it is split up, as is shown
on Map K2.5, the FTDNC would no longer have a unified voice in its representation of these communities. It would become irrelevant. The Commission has stated that keeping Neighborhood Councils together one of
their goals.
Please heed my concerns as they are the concerns of ALL who live in this special community, regardless of the fact you may not receive correspondence from many of them. We are a passionate group, as you have
witnessed, and we will not be be dismissed in this important issue so that your own agenda’s can be furthered, with the detriment of our community being the sacrifice!
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Anna Serridge
Mark Serridge
9823 Wornom Avenue
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
###-####
10/13/2021 18:32:43

Barbara Dunn

Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring. I am Barbara Dunn a Beverlywood resident.
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City.
In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern
portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for
other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Thank you,
Barbara Dunn

Date
10/13/2021 18:41:11

Name
DPSFV
Corresponding
Secretary

Testiony
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission:
On behalf of the Democratic Party of the San Fernando Valley (DPSFV), I am
writing to urge you in the strongest possible terms to reconsider the
current proposed redistricting of the San Fernando Valley, i.e., Map K2.5.
DPSFV was founded in 1978 and is chartered by the Los Angeles County
Democratic Central Committee. Our organization is the coordinating body for
a coalition of twenty-one Democratic Clubs located in the six Assembly
Districts (38, 39, 43, 45, 46, and 50) which are wholly or partially in the
San Fernando Valley. We represent thousands of Democrats living in Los
Angeles City Council Districts 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 11 and 12.
We urge you to retain Council Districts 2, 3 and 4 more nearly in their
present configurations, conforming as nearly as possible with the
previously Proposed Map L. We further urge you to allow Council Members
elected in 2020 to complete their elected terms serving a majority of the
constituents who elected them.

Sincerely and respectfully,
Chair Sean M. Rivas
Democratic Party of the San Fernando Valley

-Please note that all position letters regarding California state
legislation are automatically submitted on the California
<https://calegislation.lc.ca.gov/Advocates/ Legislature
<https://calegislation.lc.ca.gov/Advocates/Position Letter Portal
<https://calegislation.lc.ca.gov/Advocates/. There is no need to request
that DPSFV take this action.

10/13/2021 18:48:40

Svetlana Melkonyan

10/13/2021 18:51:05

Jack Vaughn

This message (including attachments) is intended for the individual(s) or
entity named above and may contain confidential, privileged and/or private
information. If you are not the intended recipient, please reply to DPSFV's
Corresponding Secretary, Elise Moore, to be removed from our distribution
list. If you are not the intended recipient, please do not distribute or
copy the contents of this email.
To Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission and whomever else it may concern,
I kindly request that the Commission keep the East San Fernando Valley communities of East Van Nuys, all of Valley Glen, and North Hollywood together in one single Council district. The largest segments of the
Armenian population in the City of Los Angeles are in the neighborhoods of the East San Fernando Valley. The Armenian neighborhoods of the East San Fernando Valley form a Community of Interest that must not be
divided. The Armenian community strongly opposes the currently proposed maps. Instead, we kindly ask for the creation of district maps, which empower our community and show respect to Armenian Americans and
our elected representatives. For Armenians in Los Angeles, the East San Fernando Valley communities are woven together by shared social, cultural, and economic interests. Please keep the East San Fernando
Valley communities of East Van Nuys, all of Valley Glen, and North Hollywood together.
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for taking the time and effort to get this right.
I am Jack Vaughn, a Beverlywood resident of more than 20 years.
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City.
In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern
portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for
other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Thank you,
Jack Vaughn

Date
10/13/2021 18:55:13

Name
Phyllis Katzin

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting
Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before
this there was none. The community is not monolithic by any means, but
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at
least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is
truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration within
CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and
18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting moved back into
CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to
also support the needs of other communities of interests.

10/13/2021 19:03:02

Misty LeGrande

10/13/2021 19:11:15

Leslie VAUGHN

Thank you,
Dr. & Mrs. David Katzin
I'm in the webinar to speak on behalf of LFNC but didn't hear our Council
announced. Please advise.
Thank you!
*MISTY LEGRANDE*
VP Communications | DISTRICT D REPRESENTATIVE
LOS FELIZ NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
Web | www.losfeliz.org
FACEBOOK <https://www.facebook.com/losfeliznc/INSTAGRAM
<https://www.instagram.com/losfeliznc//TWITTER
<https://twitter.com/losfeliznc
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for taking the time and effort to get this right.
I am Leslie Vaughn, a Beverlywood resident of more than 20 years.
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City.
In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern
portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for
other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Thank you,

10/13/2021 19:23:31

bobstiefel@aol.com

10/13/2021 19:27:33

Fernanda Schmid

Leslie Vaughn
Dear Commissioners, I request that this redistricting commission discuss and adopt the map below to keep Studio City in a workable CD2 district. K2.5 is a nonstarter and unacceptable to the needs and representation
of Studio City. Bob Stiefel12029 Laurel LaneStudio City
Dear Sirs and Mesdames:
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, a
neighborhood in Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places
Wilshire Park in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong. *Together!* As
you have heard from testimony at the Public Hearings, there is
great support for Plan K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. Those who
have spoken against K2.5 came from other areas I'd the City and even from
outside LA. I appreciate the Commission’s following the facts, including
the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its
determinations. Respectfully, Fernanda Schmid

Date
10/13/2021 19:27:52

Name
Jan Zakowski

10/13/2021 19:28:18

Susan Fink

Testiony
Dear Members of the Los Angeles Redistricting Commission,
My name is Jan Zakowski, I have lived in CD-5 for more than 40 years, and I am part of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition.
I tremendously appreciate your devotion to our community and the very important work you are doing!
Though we Jews frequently disagree with one another, and there certainly are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, especially given the need to be able to respond to growing antisemitism and other
unique issues of concern to our community, it is critical to have at least one seat where our collective voice has a numerically meaningful impact in LA.
Because of this, I ask that you keep the historic Jewish neighborhoods of Westwood, Pico-Robertson, Beverlywood, Cheviot Hills, Beverly Fairfax and Hancock Park together.
Thank you again for everything you are doing.
Jan Zakowski
Dear Commissioner:
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting
Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before
this there was none. I have lived in CD5 for 37 years. The community is
not monolithic by any means and is diverse in body and thought. I am
writing to please keep the historic Jewish communities together in CD5.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at
least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is
truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration within
CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and
18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting moved back into
CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urges the commission to
also support the needs of other communities of interests.
Thank you,
*Susan
*
Susan Fink, NSCA-CPT, ACE-GFL

10/13/2021 19:28:45

trainwithsusan.com
###-####
Hans and Fernanda Schmid
Dear Sirs and Mesdames:

10/13/2021 19:31:50

Bob Anderson

10/13/2021 19:46:04

Hilary Swan

Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, a
neighborhood in Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5. It places
Wilshire Park in Greater Wilshire, exactly where we belong. Together! As
you have heard from testimony at the Public Hearings, there is great
support for Plan K2.5 and placing us in Council District 5. Those who have
spoken against K2.5 came from other areas I'd the City and even from
outside LA. I appreciate the Commission’s following the facts, including
the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its
determinations. Respectfully, Hans Schmid
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for the opportunity to speak at tonight’s (October 13th) public hearing. I have attached a written version of our statement for the record.
Bob Anderson
Board Member and Chair, Redistricting Committee
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA)
www.SOHA914.com
Mobile: (###-####
BobHillsideOrdinance@gmail.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the
Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Hilary Swan

Date
10/13/2021 20:04:36

Name
Ben Schwartzman

10/13/2021 20:09:43

Cathy Schwartz

10/13/2021 20:20:36

Kimberly Klein

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before this there was none. The community is not monolithic by any means, but There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but
having at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration
within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to also support the needs of other communities of interests.
Thank you,
Ben Schwartzman
317 South Rexford Drive, Apt. 204
Beverly Hills, CA 90212
October 13, 2021
RE: Map for consideration to CD2
Dear Commissioners,
I request that this redistricting commission discuss and adopt the map
below to keep Studio City in a workable CD2 district. K2.5 is a nonstarter
and unacceptable to the needs and representation of Studio City.
Cathy Schwartz
11553 Dona Cecilia Drive
Studio City, CA 91604
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be
divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and
has been our "main street" for 100 years - Wilshire Boulevard.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2.5 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood HPOZ boundaries
(including east of Cochran to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente).
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.

10/13/2021 20:38:12

a krolnik

10/13/2021 20:52:38

Jamye Waxman

10/13/2021 20:55:48

Fred Berk

Sincerely,
I called the redistricting again tonight and last week Regarding Map K 2.5 -CD12 west of the 405 Freeway Aqueduct Avenue from Lassen street to Nordhoff belong in Cd 12 west of the 405 Freeway.
Please make the corrections this is not noticed until the map is ZOOMED OUT to see the street names. Aqueduct belongs in CD 12 west of 405 Freeway the natural boundaries. This HAS NOT been corrected. Do not
leave our street to CD7 a district that we not have anything in common with.
We are the Original North Hills West!
Keep us together with CD 12.
Thank you
Sincerely
Angeline KrolnikCampos
Francisco Campos
9516 Aqueduct Avenue
North Hills West ,Ca 91343
(###-####
Famr@verizon.net
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the
Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Jamye Waxman Padow
Sent from my iPhone
Please adopt the redistricting map shown here. Including non-Valley
territory would markedly dilute the quality of representation we new have.
Thank you.
Fred A. Berk
13000 Valleyheart Dr., #1
Studio City, CA

Date
10/13/2021 21:16:18

Name
Fidelia Vargas

Testiony
Queremos que pusieran mas atención en limpiar las calles banquetas libres
de indigentes y basura y delincuencia.
Y dejaran de discutir en lugares mejor unirse en como acabar con la salud
mental y personas en la calle gracias po mi opinión y mil disculpas por la
opinión.

Date
10/13/2021 21:39:10

Name
angela joo

Testiony
Please let the commissioners know that CD 4 Raman Nithaya's recall has been
paused. I heard in yesterday's meeting commissioner Goldberg gave mis
information that that this City Council 4 member Nithaya is getting
recalled. SHE is not. The campaign stopped so it' doesn't matter. I wanted
to notify the commissioners that she is giving wrong information so
whatever you guys need to do with this district. Do it ! Thank you.
angela joo
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Recall Nithya Raman <info@recallraman.org
Date: Fri, Sep 17, 2021 at 5:39 PM
Subject: Recall of Nithya Raman Campaign Paused
To: <ange007@gmail.com

Thank you for your support
View this email in your browser
<https://mailchi.mp/15811c545dee/nithya-raman-served-today-with-notice-of-intent-to-recall-4978018?e=95c24fe4f1
*September 17th, 2021*
*IMPORTANT UPDATE:*
Re: Recall Raman Pausing Effort and Thank You!

We have accomplished so much since we first launched our campaign to
Recall Los Angeles City Councilmember Nithya Raman last spring.

*Together we’ve: *
Connected thousands of passionate supporters
Raised significant funds through 100% private donations
Developed a large grassroots team of dedicated volunteers
Formed a diverse, non-partisan committee who worked tirelessly to
ensure every member of the community receives fair and equal
representation.
Empowered community members with knowledge regarding a multitude
of policies so they can fight for the future of their neighborhoods.
Created awareness of covert political agendas that will eliminate
what was once viewed as “The American Dream”
Exposed the inequity of Nithya Raman’s policies which are aimed at
protecting a few at the expense of everyone else. These misguided policies
place all our families and our loved ones in harm’s way.

We have many reasons to be proud of what we accomplished during this Recall
campaign.
*Unfortunately, it has become clear we will not have collected the required
number of signatures within the city’s timeframe to trigger a Special
Election to recall Nithya Raman. *
The unexpected rise in COVID infection rates made the collection of
signatures significantly more difficult. Another obstacle was voter
apathy. Most Council District 4 residents don’t know who Nithya Raman is or
why they should care.
*We plan to change that.*

Date
10/13/2021 21:43:37

Name
Andrea Jane Guttag

10/13/2021 21:56:34

karyn grunfeld

10/13/2021 22:12:02

angela joo

Testiony
Hi Commission First off, thank you for your work. I can’t imagine volunteering for such a herculean task and am so grateful for the hours you are spending on this and the thought you are putting into this.
Thank you for taking the time to discuss what is happening with the splitting of Melrose. Unfortunately, I am afraid tonight’s proposed solution has done the exact opposite of what all of our testimony is trying to make
happen. I want to be perfectly clear, we are asking for the reunification of Melrose with it BEING PUT INTO COUNCIL DISTRICT 5 AND UNIFIED WITH THE REST OF MID CITY WEST. The Melrose district has
commonality with the Fairfax region, etc. NOT with east LA. I realize you have to look at population count, is it possible to remove some of CD5 from the northwest hills towards the valley? Is it possible to unify Franklin
Canyon into another district? I believe this region has less in common with CD5 than the Melrose region. The Melrose area strongly feels it belongs with Mid City West.
Thank you,
Andrea Guttag
Dear Commissioners,
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition because I didn't get called on when I prompted to speak...Maybe there were just too many other people wanting to be heard as well.
I live in 90035 area with my nearly 102 year old grandmother and the rest of our extended immigrant Jewish family - some of us are Orthodox and some of us are more Secular Jews...nonetheless, we are all living in
the same community. My parents own their home since the 1980's. Our families are comprised of LAUSD teachers and retired teachers, and security guards, and school Rabbi's. We are all educated and give back to
LA in many ways, yet we are still renters due to the astronomical housing prices in our neighborhood.
- In the last redistricting portions of South Pico Robertson were removed. We ask that the small neighborhood between south Robertson to LaCienega and 18th street to the 10 freeway be shifted back into CD5. - The
orthodox Jew
In the early 2000's a LA Councilmember condoned trying to close down Jewish prayer services on Yom Kippur being held at a neighborhood Jewish school and to stop a neighborhood synagogue from continuing to
stay open. It was thanks to the only Jewish Councilmember and his staff at that time and a law suit that these awful acts were stopped.
Jews represent a minority of less than .2% of total world population and therefore cannot ever take representative government for granted. We especially live this every day as we are reminded by the tatoo numbers on
our last living grandparent's arm from the Concentration camps.
The American constitution gave the states the right to decide voting rights and many states denied Jews and other minorities the rights to vote up until the early 19th century. In fact, "the Jew Bill" that was argued by the
Maryland legislature for 8 years finally passed giving Jews in this State the right to vote in 1828. Land deeds in Los Angeles had restrictive covenants against Jews and like many other minorities Jews living in a
neighborhood brought down the federal housing designated grade of a neighborhood, or otherwise known as redlining.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the Map K2.5 configuration within CD5. In the last redistricting portions of South Pico Robertson were removed. This one small area between Robertson and La
Cienega Boulevards and 18th street and the 10 freeway. We would appreciate getting it moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to also support the needs of other communities of interests.
Thank you,
Karyn Grunfeld

karynhi@yahoo.com
Hi I have been attending to every single redistricting meeting but I
haven't able to get into talk.
I am a long time community resident in CD 13 for 13 years. I am a homeowner
and community organizer and a president of a homwoner owner association in
CD 13. I have a Korean American and lived in LA for over 13 years.
I think Koreatown is problematic by redistricting it, it is affecting
other areas like jewish areas. I strongly suggest that koreatown goes east
and gets included in CD 13. I live right behind the shatto recreation
center although I am in CD 13 , on virgil street. This is largely a
KOreatown. Koreatown should be coupled with HIstoric Fillipino town because
the asian populations overlap. There are a lot of Koreans living in
historic filipino town. So please move koreantown east towards CD 13. Thank
you. There are large renters in this area as well and share same interest
in this area.
Angela Joo

Date
10/13/2021 22:15:36

Name
Jacqueline Zakowski

10/13/2021 22:31:51

Jennifer Levin

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting
Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before
this there was none.
In the early 2000's a LA Councilmember condoned trying to close down Jewish
prayer services on Yom Kippur being held at a neighborhood Jewish school
and to stop a neighborhood synagogue from continuing to stay open. It
was thanks to the only Jewish Councilmember and his staff at that time and
a law suit that these awful acts were stopped.
Jews represent a minority of less than .2% of total world population and
therefore cannot ever take representative government for granted. The
American constitution gave the states the right to decide voting rights and
many states denied Jews and other minorities the rights to vote up until
the early 19th century. In fact, "the Jew Bill" that was argued by the
Maryland legislature for 8 years finally passed giving Jews in this State
the right to vote in 1828. Land deeds in Los Angeles had restrictive
covenants against Jews and like many other minorities Jews living in a
neighborhood brought down the federal housing designated grade of a
neighborhood, or otherwise known as redlining.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at
least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is
truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the Map K2.5
configuration within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and
LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and the 10 freeway that we would
appreciate getting moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to
also support the needs of other communities of interests.
Thank you,
Executive Director Cardenas, Chair Ali and Commissioners,
I got on tonight's public comment call, but was not selected to make a
comment. Below is the one-minute comment I wanted you to hear, and take
into account as you finalize the districts:
*Hi. My name is Jennifer Levin. I live in Windsor Square, CD4. I’m
grateful to the commission for your transparency and level-headedness in
this process. Especially since I am so disheartened by how my own
councilperson is reacting to your findings. If Councilwoman Raman spent
half the energy on the problems facing our city that she is on getting the
map she wants -- she actually might get one of those access centers she so
excitedly promised us. This is politics pure and simple. It’s about
making sure she gets reelected -- and she’s using all the same tactics that
worked so well during her election: pitting groups against one another.
Homeowners against Renters. Jews against Jews. Then there’s the NYTimes
op-ed, now she has Jackie Goldberg representing her. She’s not lining up
Jackie to help her with homelessness. Why now? Because this is about her.
So I ask that you tune it out and do whatever you think is best for our
city. That’s why we have you -- to make political tantrums like Raman’s
moot. Thank you.*
Again, thank you for the heroic work you're doing here,
Jennifer Levin
CD 4 - 90004
###-####

Date
10/13/2021 23:10:24

Name
Garrett Lindsey

Testiony
To the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
In 2020, voters in CD4 selected Ms. Raman to make important local decisions
for the district they live in. Because of the City of Los Angeles's system
of aldermanic privilege, many local decisions are made almost entirely at
the discretion of the elected councilperson. Replacing the representation
of CD4 voters has a real material impact on how CD4 voters will experience
life in the city.
Now this commission is considering a plan such that either no or less than
a third of voters in CD4 will be represented by the person elected last
year. Please step back and assess your values. The ultimate purpose of
redistricting is to allow voters to speak, so let us have our voice.
With all due respect,

10/13/2021 23:11:28

Rachel Straus

10/13/2021 23:27:46

Baila Romm

10/14/2021 5:52:29

Rich Pinder

Garrett Lindsey
San Fernando Valley CD4 Voter
Please do NOT split Melrose Village into two separate districts. We are tight knit community working hard to make our neighborhood safer. As residents, we are working hard to support the Melrose businesses and
make the Melrose shopping area safer and more vibrant. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5.We are working hard to combat the recent crime wave on Melrose. As home owners we are raising money for LPR cameras to help
the police. We are meeting with city officials and working hand in hand with the LAPD. We are what every neighborhood should strive to be: united, active, involved. And now you want to literally tear that community in
half (correct use of the word 'literally'). This split will not help stop the crime and violence and general downturn in our beloved neighborhood. It feels like the city is working against our best interests and the best interest
of the neighborhood. Splitting us up will destroy all we have built and are working towards. I’m exhausted from fighting to pull our village back from the crime and violence. Can you please fight with us and not against
us?
*Dear Commissioners,*
*Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.I am writing today on
behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition.CD5 has been the
historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before this there was
none. The community is not monolithic by any means, but There are diverse
Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where
electing representative leadership is possible is truly important to our
collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic Jewish neighborhoods are
currently encompassed in the configuration within CD5. There is one small
area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and
Cadillac that we would appreciate getting moved back into CD5.*
*Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to
also support the needs of other communities of interests.*
Thank you,
Baila Romm
-- Baila b. Sent from Gmail Mobil IMPORTANT WARNING: This message is intended
for the use of the person or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged and confidential, the disclosure of
which is governed by applicable law. If the reader of this message is not
the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering
it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution or copying of this information is strictly
PROHIBITED. If you have received this message in error, please notify us
immediately by calling ###-#### and destroy the related message. Thank
you for your cooperation.
Good morning, Rich Pinder from 5633 Burnett here. I've been following along a bit and contributing to our areas desire to continue to be carved into the Sherman oaks part of the world, and I just wanted to say thank
you for your modifications based on our wishes, with this k2.5 map showing that it looks like we're headed that way!
Thanks so much for all you do. You probably have to take a course in 'Patience of a Saint', given some of the meetings I've listened to!
...
r

Date
10/14/2021 5:52:48

Name
Robert Schmitt

10/14/2021 5:58:46

PixTweak PixTweak

10/14/2021 7:31:51

"judywollman (null)"

10/14/2021 9:17:44

Nancy Chieu

10/14/2021 9:34:42

Elizabeth White

Testiony
October 14, 2021
RE: Map for consideration to CD2
Dear Commissioners,
After reading and seeing the plans for several proposals for redistricting
in the San Fernando Valley, I believe the best representation for Studio
City will be to keep it in CD2.
I strongly feel that K2.5 will not give our community of Studio City the
proper voice with the city of Los Angeles.
Sincerely,
Robert Schmitt
12319 Milbank St, Studio City, CA 91604
To Whom It May Concern,
I'm concerned over the proposed re redistricting of of my
neighborhood specifically the separation of Silverlake from it's
neighbor Los Feliz. I have concerns over being disenfranchised for
some political agenda.
Andres Moreta
2719 Locksley Pl, Los Angeles, CA 90039
It is very important to me and my community that you adopt the districting map K2.5 Our community has established a bond and trust in one another and that should not be dismantled WNC is an important tool for
owners and renters to be heard and represented Please don’t do anything to destroy the WNC Thank you Judy Wollman
2276 Pelham avenue 90064
Sent from my iPhone
Dear LA Redistricting office, There is a portion of Chinatown being considered to separate from the current Council District #1 to #14. It posts harder conditions and is not beneficial to those residents in the Chinatown
community. The affected area borders: Hill Street, Ord Street, Main Street and Cesar Chavez Ave. We must keep Chinatown whole and include this portion in CD #1. Sincerely,
-Nancy Chieu
Dear Commissioners,
I write again as a resident of Wilshire Park to beseech you to continue to support the map K2.5 that will maintain our great neighborhood as a whole and not allow us to be cut apart for the political interests of others
who don’t seem to value community in a city that craves it.
Thank you for your service and support.
Best regards,
Lizzie White
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/14/2021 10:05:55

Name
"A. Adler"

Testiony
*Dear Commissioners,*
*Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring. *
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting
Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before
this there was none. The community is not monolithic by any means and is
diverse in body and thought. Please keep the historic Jewish communities
together in Council District 5.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at
least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is
truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration of the
map within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega
Boulevards and 18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting
moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to
also support the needs of other communities of interests.
Thank you.
Dr and Mrs Robert Adler
Dr and Mrs. Micha Adler
Mr and Mrs, Ami and Molly Adler
Rabbi and Mrs Ari Adler

Legal Disclaimer

10/14/2021 10:31:55

Cecile Keshishian

The contents of this email and any attachments are intended solely for the
addressee(s) and may contain confidential and/or legally privileged
information. You must not use or disclose them other than for the purposes
for which they were supplied. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, or if this message has been addressed to you in error, please
immediately alert the sender by reply email and then delete or destroy all
copies of this message and any attachments. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any use, disseminationcopying, or
storage of this message or its attachments is strictly prohibited and may
be unlawful. Any privilege or confidentiality pertaining to this email and
attachments is not waived by reason of mistaken delivery to you.
October 14, 2020
Dear Commissioners,
Please consider the following and adjust your Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
Under California law, our Windsor Square neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont
Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single
district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties,
and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the
community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and fairly
represented.
Sincerely,
Cecile Keshishian
450 N. Rossmore #802 <https://www.google.com/maps/search/450+N.+Rossmore+%23802+%0D%0A+Los+Angeles,+CA+90004?entry=gmail&source=g
Los Angeles, CA 90004 <https://www.google.com/maps/search/450+N.+Rossmore+%23802+%0D%0A+Los+Angeles,+CA+90004?entry=gmail&source=g

Date
10/14/2021 11:09:58

Name
JULES FEIR

10/14/2021 11:10:06

JULES FEIR

10/14/2021 12:12:28

Michael Schneider

10/14/2021 12:13:14

Randy

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Jules feir
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Chair Ali and the Redistricting Commission,
After reading our Community Impact Statement last night and seeing Chair Ali’s memo, we were hopeful the commission would address our concerns. I was dismayed when the Commission spent over 20 minutes
agonizing over ~1,500 residents wishes in Franklin Canyon to be in CD5, and by the time you got to Melrose, what we wanted was DISMISSED and made even worse.
Mid City West doesn’t just wish for Melrose to be “unified” so both sides of the street are in the same council district. WE WANT TO REMAIN IN CD5. We have *never* been in CD13 in 22 years and we have very little
in common with the needs of Atwater Village and other places in CD13. CD5 (and CD4) have been our home and we do not wish to have a third council office to speak with.
I listened intently and understand that CD5 is “over populated” and you are trying to balance everything. However, this is a choice you are making. Franklin Canyon’s 1,500 residents desires - despite them being a
wealthy community in the hills - should not take precedence over keeping Melrose’s 7,000 residents unified in CD5. Neither should Greater Wilshire’s desire to be unified in a single council district.
I also want to point out that your decision to extend CD13 further into Mid City West to Rosewood not only makes this even worse but also puts in jeopardy the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway <https:
//ladotlivablestreets.org/projects/Mid-City-Neighborhood-Greenways - which is going to be installed along Rosewood Ave. We have spent years getting CD5 support, winning a multi million dollar grand, and new signals
and other things to calm traffic and make Rosewood more friendly to people on bikes and scooters is scheduled to go into the ground. Having done a fair amount of advocacy work, I am sure if Rosewood is now a
CD5/CD13 border, we will need to start community outreach over and also possibly have the project killed completely by a potentially unsupportive and unknown Councilmember to our area.
To conclude:
- Keep ALL of Mid City West at our northern border in CD5. You made the problem worse by moving CD13 south.
- Mid City West’s needs aren’t below Franklin Canyons’ or Greater Wilshire’s, yet you seem to keep going through great pains to please them to our detriment.
- Rebalance CD5 elsewhere outside of Mid City West or just accept that CD5 will be a bit “overpopulated” and that’s a small price we need to pay to keep everyone happy.
Lauren Nichols, Chair of Mid City West, will be making further comments on behalf of the Neighborhood Council on Saturday and we ask that you give her 2 minutes at the beginning. She will join as “Lauren Nichols Mid City West NC”
Thank you,
Michael Schneider
Vice Chair, Mid City West Neighborhood Council
Please don't change CD3. I voted for Councilman Blumenfield and want to
keep him! It's unfair to change districts as proposed! It discriminates
rich areas vs poor areas. This is not democracy!

Date
10/14/2021 12:39:54

Name
Testiony
"nancy nohoartsdistrict.com"
Redistricting Commission:

I am the publisher for www.nohoartsdistrict.com<http://www.nohoartsdistrict.com, the official site for the NoHo Arts District. As a business owner and home owner in North Hollywood, I am against this proposed
redistricting of Council District 2 which would result in having a new Council member represent CD 2.

You are taking away our vote.
You are taking away from our neighborhood.
You are taking away from our business.

We elected Councilmember Paul Krekorian to represent and serve the NoHo Arts District for four years, not one.

Our Councilmember is the best advocate the NoHo Arts District has had in the last 20 years.
He and his team know NoHo inside and out, and actually follow through to get things done in our neighborhood. They understand the needs of our theatres (12 theatres), dance studios, music recording studios,
galleries and our unique, locally owned restaurants, and creative mom and pop businesses. We make art in NoHo and Councilmember Krekorian and his team help us do this and fight to #KeepNoHoArtsy.

We cannot lose our voice on the City Council while our arts district is struggling to recover from the pandemic. That would be devastating to our neighborhood’s growth and a despicable waste of time, money and
energy. This is unfair to all the hard work our neighborhood has put in with Krekorian’s team, combined with the economic and emotional impact Covid has already had on the NoHo Arts District. We will run the risk of
losing more arts businesses because of this resdistricting and you will have to call NoHo Arts District something else as it will no longer be an arts-filled neighborhood. We don’t think you want to be responsible for more
shuttered businesses in L.A.

We’ve been working with Councilmember Krekorian on projects from theatre issues, festivals, Al Fresco dining, murals, and transportation projects since NoHo is the Metro’s terminus. These projects are necessary for
our arts district’s economic recovery and continued growth.

It is imperative that the NoHo Arts District remains within Councilmember Paul Krekorian's councilmatic area.

10/14/2021 12:49:52

Graham Taylor

Nancy Bianconi
President/CEO
NoHo Communications Group, Inc.
nohoartsdistrict.com<http://www.nohoartsdistrict.com/ | nancy@nohoartsdistrict.com<mailto:nancy@nohoartsdistrict.com
T: ###-#### | F: ###-####
<http://www.facebook.com/nohoartsdistrict Facebook<http://www.facebook.com/nohoartsdistrict | <http://twitter.com/officialnoho Twitter<http://www.twitter.com/officialnoho
October 14, 2020
Dear Commissioners,
Please consider the following and adjust your Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
Under California law, our Windsor Square neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont
Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single
district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties,
and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the
community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and fairly
represented.
Sincerely,
Lulu Nicole Keshishian
160 S. Norton Ave. (2nd St.)
Los Angeles, CA 90004

Date
10/14/2021 12:51:59

Name
Graham Taylor

10/14/2021 13:17:51

Fox Newby

10/14/2021 13:33:44

Laurie Cohn

10/14/2021 14:01:56

Gail Salem

Testiony
October 14, 2020
Dear Commissioners,
Please consider the following and adjust your Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
Under California law, our Windsor Square neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont
Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single
district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties,
and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the
community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and fairly
represented.
Sincerely,
Jesse Luckson Troyer
160 S. Norton Ave. (2nd St.)
Los Angeles, CA 90004
I attended last night’s meeting via zoom. When the translators were all being introduced and we were listening to the many languages I though how fantastic is Los Angeles! All of the different people who live here
together. Then the meeting began. And suddenly all was division. The chair was insulting and dismissive of Jackie Goldberg. People were calling progressive councilpeople socialists, sounding like the extreme right
fringe. The district divisions have created animosities between Latinx and African Americans. Chinatown was divided with the dragon gate in one district and Chinatown in another.
And it was unclear why the committee began to correct the lines before dealing with the concerns of the two districts of 2 and 4. And then started carving away at one of the 2-4 districts to “correct” Franklin Canyon
concerns and Melrose concerns. It appears that the intent is to take away NIthya Raman’s district from her, doing what the ridiculous recall cannot.
All of this was being done with inaccurate numbers as the census was conducted under the Trump administration and did not paint a complete picture.
It seems to me that when carving up a city such as Los Angeles into districts, the intent should be to unify the people of the city. Nothing about this process has done that. It seems to me that the valley and the city side
must be connected in all the districts. And that each district should be equally aligned with the next economically and inclusively. The districts should work as one city not different fiefdoms.
The chair basically said they are not paying attention to public comment. Huh?
I hope that, moving forward, Los Angeles’s redistricting will be a model for other cities not a return to the corrupt origins and past of the city of angels. Sincerely,
Erica Fox
Oct. 14, 2021
Dear Redistricting Commissioners: Please create a Studio District by linking Neighborhood Councils in the creation of that District: Studio City, Toluca Lake, Valley Village, Valley Glen, NoHo East and West, Cahuenga
Pass and Barham. Keeping these districts together gives us the Studio District (we are told is the reason for this) and allows us to FINALLY UNITE our Neighborhood Councils. Please exclude Hollywood which should
be in a Council district south of Mulholland. Please keep our valley districts together.
Thank you.
Laurie Cohn
4227 Bellaire Ave.
Studio City, CA 91604 ###-#### h
<https://imgssl.constantcontact.com/letters/images/###-####/S.gif <https://files.constantcontact.com/f20e###-####8a4-8604-42fa-bda0-388d548d0fe2.png <https://imgssl.constantcontact.com/letters/images/#######/S.gif
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Gail Salem
-- Gail Salem | Realtor®
m: ###-#### d: ###-####
e: gailmsalem@gmail.com
w: http://www.gailsalem.com/
License#: ###-####
[image: Twitter] <https://twitter.com/gail_salem[image: Facebook]
<https://www.facebook.com/GailSalemHomes/[image: Youtube]
<https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCJkpUl3hkqpqvtyw2033wpg/videos?view=0&sort=dd&flow=grid[image:
Pintrest] <https://www.pinterest.com/gailsalem/[image: Instagram]
<https://www.instagram.com/gailhomes/
Wire Fraud Disclosure: communicating through email is not secure or
confidential. Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices California Properties
(BHHSCP) will never request that you send funds or nonpublic personal
information, such as credit card or debit card numbers or bank account
and/or routing numbers, by email. If you receive an email message
concerning any transaction involving BHHSCP and the email requests that you
send funds or provide nonpublic personal information, do not respond to the
email and immediately contact Fraud@bhhscal.com
*Love where you live!Live where you love!*
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Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Laird and Vladimir Kravchinsky, address, 5805 Lemona Avenue, Sherman
Oaks
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Susan Garber
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los
Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with
your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the
405 Fwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different
issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. The
map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Alex Lee
alexlee777@gmail.com
-- Alex H. Lee
CFO
Collective Concepts
www.collectiveconcepts.net
Commissioners:

Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los
Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with
your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the
405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different
issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. The
map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.

Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.
Thank you for your attention to this!
Jeffrey Lustgarten
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Name
Mia Trudeau

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.

MIA TRUDEAU
Mia Trudeau Group

10/14/2021 14:56:10

Susan Polep

10/14/2021 14:59:14

"Schlosser, Carissa"
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8878 West Sunset Blvd. West Hollywood, CA 90069
Mobile: ###-####<tel:###-#### |
Office: ###-####<tel:###-####
www.TheBeverlyHillsEstates.com<https://www.thebeverlyhillsestates.com/
<http://www.thebeverlyhillsestates.com/
DRE# ###-####
[cidimage002.png@01D7B6D4.C53BC6B0]<https://www.instagram.com/thebeverlyhillsestates/
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Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Susan Polep
s.polep@gte.net <mailto:s.polep@gte.net
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1 which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During your entire
process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of the Valley-side, City-side, and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected - NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5-Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Carissa and Jack Schlosser
________________________________
If you would like to unsubscribe from marketing e-mails from Morgan Stanley Wealth Management, you may do so here<http://pages.msmail.morganstanley.com/page.aspx?
QS=330c754b5e92df74aafedc1c468bcd6dd814cd3df3d93894&Source=Outlook . Please note, you will still receive service e-mails from Morgan Stanley Wealth Management.
You may have certain rights regarding the information that Morgan Stanley collects about you. Please see our Privacy Pledge https://www.morganstanley.com/privacy-pledge for more information about your rights.

10/14/2021 15:00:18

Carolyn Hoffman

________________________________
To view Morgan Stanley's Client Relationship Summary and other important disclosures about our accounts and services, please visit www.morganstanley.com/disclosures/account-disclosures
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los
Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with
your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually
your entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland
and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the
different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach
communities. The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing
ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the
MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Carolyn Hoffman
res06atk@verizon.net
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10/14/2021 15:03:16

Name
Evan Pozarny

Testiony
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected - NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Evan Pozarny

[cid:image003.jpg@01D7C10C.9D367880]
Evan Pozarny
Executive Vice President
Muselli Commercial Realtors
1513 6th Street Suite 201 A
Santa Monica, CA 90401
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"Spiller, Michael"
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Judith Brown

Phone: ###-#### ext 221
Cell:
###-####
Email: epozarny@muselli.net<mailto:epozarny@muselli.net
Web:
www.muselli.net<http://www.muselli.net/
BRE # ###-####
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Michael Spiller
Michael Spiller
Executive Producer/Director
Firefly Lane Season 2
spiller@mspiller.com
(###-#### cell
Instagram: @itsspillertime
IMDb
Assistant: Rachel Knapp
Rachelvknapp@gmail.com
(###-####
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Judith Summers Brown
jlsummersb@gmail.com
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Andrea Barnow

Testiony
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles
communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405
Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different
issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. The
map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental
identities and must be rejected - NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Terry Tegnazian
terrteg@outlook.com <mailto:terrteg@outlook.com
Dear Commissioners:

Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los
Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with
your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the
405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different
issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. The
map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.

Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.

Thank you, Andrea Barnow

10/14/2021 15:40:59

Miriam Alexander

abarnow@gmail.com
Dear Commissioners:

Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.

Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.

Thank you,

Miriam Alexander

10/14/2021 15:42:04

Ashok Mukhey

ma@miriamalexander.com
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Ashok Mukhey
amukhey@outlook.com

Date
10/14/2021 15:42:12

Name
Aaron Zakowski

Testiony
Dear City Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting
Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before
this there was none. The community is not monolithic by any means and is
diverse in body and thought. Please keep the historic Jewish communities
together in Council District 5.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at
least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is
truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration of the
map within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega
Boulevards and 18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting
moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to
also support the needs of other communities of interests.
Thank you,

10/14/2021 15:53:22

Lisa Lee

Aaron Zakowski
Resident Faircrest Heights Neighborhood
--Aaron Zakowski
###-####
Dear Commissioners:

Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.
PLEASE Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1

Thank you,
Lisa Tauber & Marion Tauber

10/14/2021 16:03:16

Joe Nagengast

Email: iamlistedhere@yahoo.com
Hello Members of the Redistricting CommitteeI'm writing to point out a possible oversight in your planned redistricting for City Council District 11.We have become aware of a plan to move the small neighborhood of LA
Ladera into City Council District 8.
This neighborhood is in the northeast part of Westchester, and is a natural, coherent fit with CD 11. It is not historically connected with CD 8. It is a small neighborhood and keeping it in CD 11 cannot have much impact
on your overall strategy to rebalance districts. I am a friend and supporter of LA Ladera remaining in our district, CD11. We ask that you keep the neighborhood in CD11.Thank you.
Joe Nagengast15 Driftwood St.

Date
10/14/2021 16:04:43

Name
Ellen Ceaser

Testiony
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 Amendment !, which maintains the West Los Angeles
communities of interest as one cohesive area according to your
redistricting guidelines (District 5, at page 13). During virtually the
entire process and prior proposed maps, Mulhulland and the 405 Freeway have
been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and
interests of the valley side and beach communities. The map proposed by
MALDEF at the October 13 hearing ignores these fundamental identities and
must be rejected. NO ON the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map k-2.5-Amendment 1.
Thank you,

10/14/2021 16:24:20

Samantha Weiss

Ellen Ceaser
ejceaser@gmail.com
Barlock Avenue
Good afternoon Commissioners,
I am writing to you today to express my disapproval of the proposed
redistricting plan for CD4. I am a resident of Studio City in CD2, however
I have many close friends, family, and acquaintances that are residents of
different neighborhoods in CD4, some of which would be removed from it, and
there is community consensus that this proposed redistricting plan is
unacceptable. I DO NOT support this plan on their behalf.
We want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA, and supports
diversity and equity. The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate
power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of
color. We need diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in
CD4! Please don't wipe out the current District 4.
Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a
platform of helping renters. This draft map is a racist and classist plot
to disenfranchise her district and remove a Woman of Color from office.
This is wrong on many levels.
Please reconsider this proposed map and plan, before submitting to the
City Council. Thank you.

10/14/2021 16:25:34

Daniel Giesberg

Sincerely,
Samantha Weiss
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13).
During virtually your entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and
beach communities. The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected - NO on the MALDEF map.

Best regards,
Daniel Giesberg
E: giesberg@amdtechnologies.com<mailto:giesberg@amdtechnologies.com
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Name
Lynne Bassey

Testiony
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5-Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles
communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines (District 5 at p. 13) During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps. Mulholland and the
405 freeway have been recognized as natural borders identifying the
different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach
communities. The map proposed by MALDEF at the Oct. 13th hearing ignores
these fundamental identities and must be rejected. NO on the MALDEF map!!

Vote YES on Map K-2.5 Amendment 1
Thank you,
Lynne Bassey
lynnebassey@gmail.com
Lisa Vidikan
Hello My name is lisa Vidikan
I am part of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition
Thank you for this huge task you are all undertaking.
CD5 became the first representative Jewish district in LA history after WWII. We ask that the community remain intact with residents, business corridors and social service infrastructure together. While the current
configuration is respectful of this Jewish history in the last redistricting, portions of South Pico Robertson were removed. We ask that the small neighborhood between south Robertson to LaCienega and 18th street to
Cadillac be shifted back into CD5.
The community is not monolithic and there are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is truly important to our collective voice
in Los Angeles. Thank you for your wise consideration. Lisa Vidikan
June Perlovich
Hi,
I am a resident of Tarzana. I think the new map presented makes sense.
I am assuming that the New Census Data was the basis of this redistricting,
and it was adhering to the Voting Rights Act.
I am a bit confused on the numerous amount of opposition and the basis
behind their opposition.
If the new map is based on the facts and follows the guidelines that
pre-existed, with violating any Acts put into play, then the new map should
be put into play as the new district.
Thank you,
Tapin Perlovich
JUDITH ANN STEIN Please approve map K-2.5- Amendment 1 which maintains the West Los Angeles
community as a cohesive unit. We reject the MALDEF map which splits up our
community and doesn't represent our interests.
Thank you,
Judith Stein
Irwin Stein
Marjorie Gross
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Marjorie Gross
marjiegross@gmail.com
ELLEN CASTLEMAN As a long time resident of The Westwood Hills area of Los Angeles snd member of the WHHOA I strongly object to any redistribution that would move us up to the valley or any area other than West Los Angeles. We
are strongly tied to the city, UCLA Brentwood and other areas south of here
Please do not attach us to an area to which we are not associated nor do we often frequent their businesses.
We should not be placed in an alien district

Thank you,
Ellen Castleman
S . Glenroy
LA 90049’
ELLEN CASTLEMAN As a long time resident of The Westwood Hills area of Los Angeles snd member of the WHHOA I strongly object to any redistribution that would move us up to the valley or any area other than West Los Angeles. We
are strongly tied to the city, UCLA Brentwood and other areas south of here
Please do not attach us to an area to which we are not associated nor do we often frequent their businesses. We should not be placed in an alien district Thank you,
Ellen Castleman
S . Glenroy
LA 90049’
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10/14/2021 21:42:46

Name
Ruth Silveira

10/14/2021 22:16:24

Angela Saborio

Testiony
Commissioners,
I was not called to speak on Wednesday the 13th so here are my comments:
I live in St Andrews Square which is in the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area,
on its eastern border.
Map K2.5 works for me with one important stipulation—That the official boundaries of
the GWNC are accepted and applied to the map. Specifically that the boundary between
Wilshire Center/Koreatown and the GWNC is recognized as being behind the western side
of Western Avenue. This is a little hard to describe. The eastern boundary of GWNC is
the alley between Western Avenue and Manhattan Place. So both sides of Western Ave. are
in WC/K and both sides of Manhattan Place are in GWNC, and this line should also be the City
District boundary. The last map that was presented showed the boundary in the middle of Manhattan Place, that is, right down the middle of the street.
I am sure this was an error as it makes no sense to separate St Brendan’s school
from St Brendan’s church 3 short blocks away, which a boundary down the middle of Manhattan Place would do. Also it makes no sense to have neighbors facing each other
across Manhattan Place, and it is primarily a residential street, in two different City Council
Districts and two different neighborhood councils.
I am sure that the GWNC has sent you a description of our official boundaries, official
since day 1 of the Neighborhood Councils.
We in the GWNC are sensitive about such errors because of the moves to
encroach upon our area. I believe these moves have been made by spreading mis-information
and because of simple ignorance of the facts. I cannot support the new map that was presented that night as it carves up GWNC.
I am ok with St Andrews Square and the GWNC being in District 5 although I had been
very happy in the past with David Ryu and Tom LaBonge in District 4. Thank you for your work,
Respectfully,
Ruth Silveira
To whom this may concern:
I'm a Reseda resident and I strongly oppose the proposed map K2.5 that
assigns my community to a new council district. I do not agree with us
being assigned to district 2 or 4. The communities of Canoga Park, Winnetka
and Reseda make up a big percentage of the population that resides in
(current) CD3 and should therefore stay as CD3. Why are the communities
that make up the majority of the population in a district being reassigned?
Shouldn't it be the other way around? Also the proposed K2.5 map included
the Lake Balboa Park which I recently learned is being claimed by the new
CD3. How can a park that is called Lake Balboa Park not be part of Lake
Balboa? The park (and Sepulveda Basin) must stay with the community of Lake
Balboa. The communities of Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda and Lake Balboa
should not be further stripped of any remaining assets and should be the
new CD3.
Don't take away our 2022 vote. Don't take our assets. Make this fair.
Angela Saborio
Reseda resident

Date
10/14/2021 22:47:34

Name
Delphine Lee

Testiony
Dear Commissioners:
I am writing to express my strong support and request that you would please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with
your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different
issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – I absolutely do NOT
support the MALDEF map.

Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.
NO on MALDEF map
Thank you,
Delphine Lee
DLee6@dhs.lacounty.gov

-Delphine J. Lee, MD, PHD, FAAD
She/her
Chief and Residency Program Director
Division of Dermatology, Department of Medicine
Harbor-UCLA Medical Center
Director of Dermatology
Los Angeles County Department of Health Services
Health Sciences Clinical Professor
David Geffen School of Medicine at UCLA
For assistance and calendar issues please contact Paige Kobayashi pkobayashi@dhs.lacounty.gov

Date
10/14/2021 23:34:39

Name
Clara Solis

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,

I think Maria Brenes has a conflict in being the Executive Director of Inner
City Struggle and a Redistricting Commissioner. Holding both positions, by
itself, would not be a conflict, but, when one considers Inner City
Struggle’s obvious and carefully planned, prepared and orchestrated
mobilization of its members to make the same statements, that “Boyle
Heights, Lincoln Heights and El Sereno should be together, it gives the
appearance of what we in the Latino community would call a “movida.”
Further, at the October 13th hearing, four of the six speakers who were
advocating that Lincoln Heights, Boyle Heights and El Sereno be together
actually work for Inner City Struggle.* So as a director, Ms. Brenes has
the power to hire and fire workers and direct them to organize callers and
ask them to call in to push this agenda, then as a commissioner she has the
power to advocate and vote to make this happen. Something does not smell
right about this to me. Am I being naïve in thinking this isn’t the way
this should work? Didn’t Mr. Cardenas and Mr. Ali say at the beginning of
this process that the Commission was basing its maps on public testimony.
But if the Commission itself is directing or manipulating the testimony, is
it really the public’s testimony?

Further, I am concerned that our community of Highland Park is being used as
a pawn in a high stakes game of redistricting chess.

Move one, Inner City Struggle, a group whose executive director, Maria
Brenes is a City of Los Angeles Redistricting Commissioner, pushes an agenda
that Lincoln Heights, El Sereno and Boyle Heights should be together.

Move two, on September 13th, Region 2 headed by CD 1 Commissioner Richard
Polanco on which Commissioner Brenes sits, votes that Lincoln Heights, Boyle
Heights and El Sereno should be united in Council District 14 and that DTLA
should be in CD 14 to the extent possible.

Move three, on September 30th, the Commission, upon urging by Commissioner
Freidberg, changes the Elysian Valley boundaries and without any explanation
the CD 1 boundary is pushed north into CD 14. They do that leaving the CD
14 portion of Highland Park with only 25 percent of Highland Park’s
population and diminishing a Latinx majority community’s influence to
insignificant. Further, it removes this community’s major business district
on York leaving it with only 41 businesses, including 1 paycheck loan
business, 3 coin laundries, 1 recycling center, 6 auto repair, 1 used auto,
2 gas stations, 1 auto part store, 6 restaurants, 3 small markets, 1
pharmacy, 1 discount store, 2 miscellaneous repair shops, 1 alteration shop,
1 flower shop, 4 barber shop/hair salon, 2 chiropractors, 1 realtor, 1 shoe
store,1 sporting goods and other miscellaneous businesses.

Checkmate ?: Saturday, October 16th, Commission disregards testimony from
every Highland Park resident (except Rob Q.), and Eagle Rock resident
requesting to remain in CD 14 and every El Sereno resident who asked to
remain with Highland Park and adopts a new map that excludes Highland Park
and Eagle Rock from CD 14. CD 14 is now DTLA, Boyle Heights, Lincoln
Heights and El Sereno. CD 1 is now barely a Latinx majority community.
Where the Latinx population had two opportunities to elect a representative,
they now have one safe seat.

Many Highland Park residents would love to have Lincoln Heights in CD 14 and
have strong connections to Lincoln Heights. We too have an affinity to our
neighbor and have historic Chicano roots. Just this year, we had two
Historic Cultural Monuments designated in Highland Park that honor Chicano
institutions - Mechicano Art and Centro de Arte Publico. The artists from

Date
10/15/2021 5:46:59

Name
Anthony Bethel

Testiony
Hello Commission,
First of all, I request time to speak during you Special Meeting scheduled
for 10/16/2021 at 10:00am on behalf of this official position of the GVGC.
The Greater Valley Glen Neighborhood Council voted unanimously to oppose
the configuration of Greater Valley Glen on Map K 2.5 and asks that the
Commission support the GVG placement for City Council representation as an
identified Community and with its natural extensions to its neighboring
Communities of Interest. The GVGC authorizes the following statement to the
Redistricting Commission both in writing and condensed wording for a verbal
presentation as attached.
*Statement*
The proposed map, designed to be solely data driven from the 2020 census
ignores the core sense of Community for Greater Valley Glen, its
Neighborhood Council, and the Distinct Community of Valley Glen as
recognized by the City of Los Angeles and State of California. This
proposed map violates the City redistricting ordinance 204(d) ensuring that
such redistricting “shall keep neighborhoods and communities intact”.
Greater Valley Glen would be one of the only Communities in the Valley to
have its City Council representation trisected between 3 different Council
Districts, disregarding the very acknowledgment of it being a Distinct
Community and disenfranchising thousands of constituents by leaving them
with three different City Councilmembers they may have never had the option
to vote for.
This would severely hinder our ability as a Neighborhood Council to
adequately represent these constituents, our Stakeholders, while further
complicating Los Angeles City governance of and service to the Valley.
As an example, the dividing line between proposed District 6 and proposed
District 2-or-4 is the Tujunga Wash, which traverses the center of Greater
Valley Glen. It is a US Army Corp of Engineers man-made Flood Channel. It
includes a 2 mile long Greenway, with over $30MM of landscape improvements
completed by the Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority. The
community of Valley Glen worked very hard with this agency on the landscape
plans for the Greenway. Within the Greenway and Flood Control Channel, lies
the Great Wall of Los Angeles, the longest Mural in the World.
Valley Glen takes pride in the man-made wonders located in our community.
But with these wonders chopped up into three Council Districts, it becomes
significantly more difficult for our community to simply remember which
Council Office to reach out to when there is a maintenance issue along
these improvements. What of all of the countless other needs of our
Stakeholders that would be split between 3 different Councilmembers? The
fact is that the mapping creates non-compact boundaries for the Valley Glen
community.
In addition, we cooperate with and share both demographic and commercial,
residential, educational, arts, and recreation values with our neighboring
communities of North Hollywood and Valley Village significantly more than
we do with Canoga Park or Hollywood Hills. It was with great and collective
effort from our Neighborhood Council and our neighboring Communities of
Interest that we drafted and submitted to Councilmember Krekorian just this
year a comprehensive Community Benefit Agreement regarding homelessness in
the area and management of the Tiny Homes Village project in Alexandria
Park. We need representation indicative of our existing community bonds.
It is especially disappointing that this proposed mapping disregards all
the effort by the Valley Glen community to benefit from its diversity.
Ethnically, Valley Glen is a “highly diverse” and moderate income
community. Its diversity comes with Latinos at 45%, Whites at 40%, Asians
at 5%, African-Americans at 4% and others at 6%. It is also high within the
City for the percentage of foreign born (49%), with Mexico (27%) and
Armenia (14%) being the most common foreign places of birth. The effect of
trisecting Valley Glen splits up Latino and Armenian Stakeholders, giving
this proposed map an unintended and unfortunate negative racial impact. The
City Council must be inclusive and not divisive.
Based on these issues and to maintain the diversity integrity of the
Community of Valley Glen and to preserve our area’s compact borders, we ask
that you consider our recommendation on your proposed map as follows:
On the west, the boundary runs along Hazeltine Avenue from Burbank
Boulevard to Vanowen Street. At Vanowen Street, the boundary runs east to
Woodman Avenue, then north to Sherman Way. At Sherman Way, the boundary
runs east to the Tujunga Wash, then south along the Tujunga Wash to Vanowen
Street. At Vanowen Street, the boundary runs east to Hollywood Freeway. The
boundary then runs south along the Hollywood Freeway (170) to Burbank Blvd.
At Burbank Boulevard, the boundary runs west to Hazeltine Avenue.
Since addition of this area over-populates the District by 10,000 to 15,000
people, please consider elimination of the Shadow Hills and nearby areas
that meander southwest of Shadow Hills in the proposed Council District 2

Date
10/15/2021 6:06:52

Name
SLB

Testiony
*
Subject: Urgent: Please Move Melrose Area to CD5
Commissioners,
My name isSHELBY BLECKERand I live in the MELROSE NEIGHBORHOOD - 1 block
north of Melrose. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider
the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose
district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping
district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it
joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose
unified in Council District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together.
Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose
residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you
move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of
volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific
concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of
comradely amongst stakeholders. The Mid-City West Neighborhood Council
has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood
Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working
as a liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the
board to work with an additional council office where they make up a
very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood
Council does.
2. Combating the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult.The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime
rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with
numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative
Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct,
coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off
into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work
would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising
would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire
Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to
while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall
district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off
from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices
of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small
population minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being
thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike
of anti-Semitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever
to make sure that the Jewish People are given the same consideration.
Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in
the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum and so
many other Jewish cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid-City
and very little in common with East L.A. As the city begins its
rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners and patrons want
to have their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character
consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly
Grove, Carthay and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid- City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the
specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the
residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and
lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the

Date
10/15/2021 8:16:14

Name
Matt K

Testiony
Good Morning Commissioners,
As an Armenian American and a descendant of survivors of the Armenian
Genocide, any effort to take away representation from the Armenian
community in Los Angeles, whether it be intentional or not, does not align
with the ideals of this great country. Our ancestors fled the Genocide to
neighboring countries only to face further harassment and persecution for
generations. Some of us were lucky enough to come to the United States in
the hope to have a safe place for our families and have a voice as members
of the community.
The Commission’s proposal to move Councilmember Krekorian’s district to an
entirely new area with very few Armenian-American residents. This would
make it significantly more difficult to elect an Armenian-American
candidate for at least a decade. As mentioned, intentional or not, the
impact is the dilution of the Armenian-American voice in Los Angeles.
- *The Armenian community strongly opposes the proposed maps;*
- *The Armenian neighborhoods of the East San Fernando Valley form a
community of interest that must not be divided including East Van Nuys,
Valley Glen and North Hollywood; and*
- *We demand district maps that empower our community and show respect
to Armenian-Americans and our elected representatives.*

10/15/2021 8:40:43

10/15/2021 8:55:17

10/15/2021 9:23:04

Thank you,
Matthew Kiaman
Jill Seidel
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring. Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City. In addition, Beverlywood has long
worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern portion of Map L was constructed it
separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West. The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs
more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Thank you,
Jill Seidel Beverlywood resident for over 20 years Sent from my iPhone
"anngernert@aol.com" Redistricting Commission,
I was shocked and angered to learn that I could lose my elected representative Paul Krekorian and that you have the power to do it. How is that? How is it that you can essentially remove someone from their elected
position? How is it that you can replace him with someone I don't know and haven't voted for?
That does not sound like democracy to me but then again the whole idea of redistricting does not sound like democracy. I'm sure you can espouse the benefits of this idea to change district lines but the harm done by
invalidating my vote is immeasurable.
I stringently object to your changing my district and its elected representative and hope outcries like mine will be heard and followed. That is democracy.
NO TO CHANGING DISTRICT 2!!
Sincerely,Ann GernertNorth Hollywood
h schpak
Dear Commissioners,
I was told that one of you mentioned the lack of community comments coming from Glassell Park. As president of the Glassell Park Improvement Association we have taken a survey of community members and
included that input on our position letter sent to the commission. A number of us have waited to make our one minute comments during the hearings.
It’s true that we are not as organized as our neighboring communities who have been very vocal at the hearings. But that might be expected of a small community that is divided into multiple districts. Glassell Park has
geographical challenges that divide us. Our greatest division being the Glendale freeway. This is a scar that will never heal so long as it’s used as a community dividing line.
Glassell Park deserves to have the strength and attention that only a community working within a single council district can expect to achieve. We need all disparate areas of our community unified with one voice.
Please, don’t keep this community divided any longer.
If given the opportunity, I would like to speak at tomorrow’s hearing.
Sincerely,
Helene Schpak

Date
10/15/2021 9:23:04

Name
h schpak

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I was told that one of you mentioned the lack of community comments coming from Glassell Park. As president of the Glassell Park Improvement Association we have taken a survey of community members and
included that input on our position letter sent to the commission. A number of us have waited to make our one minute comments during the hearings.
It’s true that we are not as organized as our neighboring communities who have been very vocal at the hearings. But that might be expected of a small community that is divided into multiple districts. Glassell Park has
geographical challenges that divide us. Our greatest division being the Glendale freeway. This is a scar that will never heal so long as it’s used as a community dividing line.
Glassell Park deserves to have the strength and attention that only a community working within a single council district can expect to achieve. We need all disparate areas of our community unified with one voice.
Please, don’t keep this community divided any longer.
If given the opportunity, I would like to speak at tomorrow’s hearing.
Sincerely,

10/15/2021 9:40:58

Chaim

10/15/2021 9:47:49

Tom Barron

Helene Schpak
Good Morning,
This new draft plan to add the Melrose District into CD13 makes no sense
for the stakeholders and Homeowners that live in the Melrose district. We
do not have much in common with the neighborhoods in CD13 and the most
recent concerns of the crime and violence that plague the Melrose District
will not be addressed by CD13 which Hollywood to worry about. We will
simply be a "afterthought" and not receive the attention this area sorely
needs.
In addition, There already has been a tremendous amount of time and effort
already spent with CD5 and they are aware of the issues and concerns that
need to be addressed.
Melrose needs to stay united and it needs to stay in CD5!!!
Please take our concerns seriously, we live in this area and we would be
affected the most!
Thank You
Chaim Wolmark
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Margot Barron

Date
10/15/2021 9:50:35

Name
Glenn Bailey

Testiony
Hi Elise,
Regarding tonight's special Board meeting of the Reseda NC, I wanted to be
certain you were aware of these two agenda items (full agenda is attached):
IV New Business
D. Discussion and possible action; *a vote of no confidence *for the Los
Angeles Redistricting Commission
E. 1.Discussion and possible action, *filing a Brown Act complaint against
the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission *for failure to
agendize featured speakers and their presentations at the October 13, 2021
meeting
2. Discussion and possible action, if a motion to file the Brown Act
complaint is passed, then possible action to *send a cease and desist
letter to the Los Angeles Redistricting Commission*.

Do Neighborhood Councils even have the authority to file complaints and
cease and desist letters against a City entity?
Thank you.
Cordially,

*Glenn Bailey*
*Executive Committee Member**
*Valley Alliance of Neighborhood Councils (VANC)*
*Twitter: @ValleyNCs*
*-*
*Treasurer**
*Los Angeles Neighborhood Council Coalition (LANCC)*
www.LANCC.org

*Office/Voicemail/Text: ###-####*
**Affiliations are for identification purposes only*

Date
10/15/2021 9:53:47

Name
Shek Kablan

Testiony
The current proposed plan
- Splits a sizable Jewish community into 2 districts
- Splits (and severely weakens) the Mid City West neighborhood council into 3 districts.
- Split a region that shares common challenges (For example, the Melrose and Fairfax Districts share the same challenges)
You need to accept that CD 5 is populated, and allow this block to remain. The challenges in this region are worsening, and the progress made are too great to be disrupted now.
The Melrose Corridor has nothing in common with Los Feliz / At Water Village.
Thank you,
Shek Kablan
Resident

On Oct 6, 2021, at 16:09, Shek Kablan <shek.kablan@gmail.com wrote:
My name is Shek Kablan
I reside on the 700 block of Melrose Avenue
The blocks north and south of Melrose Avenue currently constitute a single coherent neighborhood, with aligned interests, shared values and challenges. We have very active neighborhood associations and a BID
currently in place to help tackle some very difficult and complex issues, and having to deal with 2 council offices will make our task impossible.
As you probably know, crime has increased in this quiet neighborhood. A few months ago, there was a dead body on my street for all to see, including the 15 children living on this single block. We have actively
working with Koretz’s office to implement a number of short and long-term changes to make the neighborhood safer. Dividing our neighborhood would seriously harm the progress we have made.
The current draft is clearly an error, especially if you understand the stakes in this particular neighborhood, so I implore you to remedy this quickly, so we can move on to pressing issues.

10/15/2021 10:16:29

Owen Smith

10/15/2021 10:20:42

Lindsay Turk

Thank you.
Shek Kablan
My name is Owen Smith and I live in the Brookside area of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for all of your hard work and thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment
1. Greater Wilshire remains together and with our neighbors to the west.
United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated
testimony given by some at last Wednesday' hearing. I reject their
dismissive tone toward the Commission's hard work .I appreciate the
Commission's following the census data, voting rights protections,
communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries, and the voices of
the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,
Owen Smith
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for your service to our community, your patience and hard work
and much appreciated by all.
I write to you today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting
Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII. The
community is not monolithic by any means, and there are diverse Jewish
communities all over Los Angeles, but having representation in the council
is an important part of the safety and support of our community and ensure
ing we have a voice and representation.
The historic Jewish neighborhoods of Los Angeles are currently encompassed
in the configuration within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson
and LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and Cadillac that we would
appreciate getting moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together, while strongly urging the commission
to also support the needs of other communities of interest.
Thank you,
Lindsay

Date
10/15/2021 10:22:22

Name
Maria Sosyan

Testiony
TO: Members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
FROM: NoHo Neighborhood Council
SUBJECT: City of Los Angeles Draft Plan K 2.5
The NoHo Neighborhood Council opposes Map K 2.5 as drafted.
NoHo is a community of renters (according to data on EmpowerLA, 74% of the
units in NoHo NC’s service area are renter occupied) and we face particular
challenges around housing instability because of this. K 2.5 ignores this
fact and shoehorns our NC into an alliance with other NCs such as Foothill
Trails (23% renter occupied) and Bel Air-Beverly Crest (16% owner
occupied). It raises the question of whether a Councilmember will be able
to adequately and properly represent any of their constituents with such
wildly varying interests. NoHo deserves to be connected to communities of
interest, not sandwiched between districts of homeowners whose interests do
not align with ours.
NoHo Neighborhood Council also recognizes what appears to be a deliberate
attempt to divide the largely Armenian communities within Council District
2 into different council districts. These communities are represented by
the City’s first Armenian-American ever elected to public office,
Councilmember Paul Krekorian. Splitting them up would dilute the collective
political power of this minority group and ultimately, silence their voices
at City Hall.
Further, we recognize our neighbors in the Reseda Neighborhood Council and
their concerns about disenfranchisement. NoHo will get to vote in 2024; in
contrast, large swaths of Reseda have been shifted from an even numbered
district into an odd numbered district; with the change to move municipal
elections to coincide with federal elections and now the shift to a new
Councilmember whose term will not expire until 2024, this means large
swaths of their constituents will go for seven full years with no
opportunity to vote for a new Councilmember. This is not only fatally
flawed but also undemocratic at its core. Reseda and the entire city
deserve better than this.
Next, NoHo NC agrees with the concerns of many stakeholders and neighbors
who have lifted their voices to ask whether this map was designed to
specifically attack Nithya Raman and invalidate the outcome of the 2020
election. It is no secret that Ms. Raman’s ascent to the council was
surprising and has shaken many people at City Hall. The carving up of her
power base and decision to shunt her either a) into an East Valley district
that is mostly new and unfamiliar to her or b) into a West Valley district
that is wholly outside her electoral base is rank politics at its worst.
Once again, we view this as deeply undemocratic. We all see what the
Commission is choosing to do, so let’s call it what it is: the Commission
has chosen to protect other incumbents while steamrolling the most
progressive voice on the council. This kind of partisan gerrymandering has
no place in Los Angeles or in the state of California.
Moreover, we raise broad concerns about process. Many commissioners have
appeared to be confused about the content of certain motions. Ex parte
communications over hot mics have been documented by Twitter users. To
address the procedural concerns, we support Commissioner Goldberg’s call
for a special meeting to address the deficiencies of Map K 2.5 before it is
submitted to the City Council.
In total, the map as drawn will disempower NoHo by potentially forcing us
to create new relationships with a Councilmember who has been explicitly
cut off by the commission from her electoral base, pushing us into a new
district that does not reflect the shared interests of our community, and
dividing the significant Armenian American community of the San Fernando
Valley. The map will disenfranchise our neighbors by breaking up existing
electoral coalitions in CD4 and by forcing current residents in CD3 to wait
three more years before they can vote in a Municipal Election.
NoHo NC is under no illusions that our statement matters to the commission
or to the Councilmembers who appointed them. We expect that K 2.5 will
become the new City Council map, but we will not stand idly by while the
City Council and their appointees disempower us and our neighbors, and we
will remember who stood in favor of this Faustian map that preserves
existing power bases for Councilmembers while gutting representation for

Date
10/15/2021 10:28:11

Name
Testiony
"staciatthepark@yaho Hello. My name is Staci Park. I am a business owner working with businesses in Sherman Oaks. I am concerned about the redistricting efforts being made in the Sherman Oaks community. Sherman Oaks needs
o.com"
representation from ALL constituents, not just rich white people. The attempts at the segregation is shameful and sickening. Sherman Oaks has been taking a powerful stance on electing POC leaders and having daily
protests for ending police brutality. Not to mention helping the homeless with food and water!
The Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council and Sherman Oak HOA do NOT represent ALL in Sherman Oaks. This attempt to redistrict is just another form of voter suppression by gerrymandering and back door
dealing.
PLEASE DO NOT REDISTRICT SHERMAN OAKS.
Thank you,
Staci Park

Date
10/15/2021 10:30:28

Name
Joubin Eshaghian

Testiony
*Reg: Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition*

Dear Commissioners and Redistricting Staff,

Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting
Coalition.

CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before
this there was none due to official attempts to divide communities of
interest. The community is not monolithic by any means and is diverse in
body and thought. Please keep the historic Jewish communities together in
Council District 5.

There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at
least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is
truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. With rising
anti-Semitism and the economic difficulties of this pandemic the community
being able to keep historic social service infrastructure and communal
cohesion is critical. These historic Jewish neighborhoods are currently
encompassed in the configuration of the map within CD5. There is one small
area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and
Cadillac that we would appreciate getting moved back into CD5.

Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic
core of the Jewish community together in CD5. We strongly urge the
commission to also support the needs of other communities of interests.
May this map find its way to equity for all communities.
Thank you,

Sincerely,
*Joubin Eshaghian*
*Life Insurance, Long Term Care, Retirement and Group Benefits *
16200 Ventura Blvd Suite 228 , Encino, Ca 91436
Tel: ###-####, Fax: ###-####
Email: Info@1800Life.com Website: www.1800Life.com

Date
10/15/2021 10:36:31

Name
Clara Solis

Testiony
Commissioners,

I am providing below proof that the staff of Inter City Struggle and
Community Coalition called in on your October 13th Hearing. Having staff of
a Commissioner's organization call in is a slippery slope and can lead to
corruption.

Find below, the staff directories and links to video for October 13th.

See Transcript or zoom video at:
https://laccrc2021.org/past-meetings/
For Staff Inner City Struggle:
https://www.innercitystruggle.org/our_team
See October 13th 2021 Zoom
Inner City Struggle Staff:

https://cocosouthla.org/our-staff/

Speakers who were staff.

Speaker:

Time

Waldo Gonzalez

1:22:10

Ana Godoy

1:55:30

Daniel Jimenez
Daniela Hernandez

2:20:33
2:28:51

For Staff Community Coalition:
Community Coalition Staff:

https://cocosouthla.org/our-staff/

Belen Flores

2:15:18

Sade Elhawary

2:03:26

While these organizations have done some good works for example community
coalition's Covid 19 Community survey, I have a problem with them setting
the agenda for a community, using that staff to promote the agenda, having a
Commissioner who is the leader of that organization possibly setting that
agenda and then advocating for it as if it is the voice of the community and
not just the voice of her organization. It is unfair to the voice of
residents in the community. For example on October 13th, a number of CD 9
residents called in complaining of the Community Coalition agenda to move
assets out of CD 9. Likewise, Highland Park residents called in asking that
they not be placed in CD 1 and that they wanted to remain in CD 14. This is
obviously in contradiction to the so-called People's Block agenda map
presented on Saturday, October 9, 2021. The people's block map excludes
Highland Park from CD 14. Inner City Struggle is constantly doing this at
hearings before governmental agencies. They present themselves as the
community's voice and with zoom, often callers who are impacted and have a
different voice are not allowed to speak. Regular folk wanting to call in
and speak don't stand a chance of being called upon. This is dangerous,
especially with the corruption we have seen lately in our City.

People's Bloc Map:

Date
10/15/2021 10:57:34

Name
Steven Baker

Testiony
Subject: Urgent: Please Move Melrose Area to CD5
Commissioners,
Though I did not write this letter, please understand that it addresses my
beliefs and my firm desire to keep the Melrose neighborhood unified and
within the CD5 boundaries.
My name is Steven Baker and I live in the Melrose Neighborhood,
specifically on the 700 block of North Genesee Avenue. I’m writing to you
today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent
meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district
should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council
District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together.
Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose
residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move
the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of
volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific
concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of
comradely amongst stakeholders. The Mid-City West Neighborhood Council has
one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils
and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to
work with an additional council office where they make up a very small
minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. Combating the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates
in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business Improvement
District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community
stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been
working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to
combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this
work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as
the region where crime is rising would be spread between two council
districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council
district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a
small portion of the overall district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off
from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of
an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered
in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of anti-Semitism here in
Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the
historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The
Federation, the Holocaust Museum and so many other Jewish cultural
institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid-City and
very little in common with East L.A. As the city begins its rezoning
process, Melrose’s residents, business owners and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated
into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay
and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid- City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the
specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the
residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying
will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area
will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but
dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population
count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their
neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Steven Baker
North Genesee Avenue
90046

Date
10/15/2021 11:01:45

Name
Steven Baker

Testiony
Subject: Urgent: Please Move Melrose Area to CD5
Commissioners,
Though I did not write this letter, please understand that it addresses my
beliefs and my firm desire to keep the Melrose neighborhood unified and
within the CD5 boundaries.
My name is Paula Baker and I live in the Melrose Neighborhood, specifically
on the 700 block of North Genesee Avenue. I’m writing to you today to urge
you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about
the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district
should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council
District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together.
Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose
residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move
the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of
volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific
concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of
comradely amongst stakeholders. The Mid-City West Neighborhood Council has
one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils
and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to
work with an additional council office where they make up a very small
minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. Combating the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates
in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business Improvement
District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community
stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been
working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to
combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this
work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as
the region where crime is rising would be spread between two council
districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council
district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a
small portion of the overall district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off
from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of
an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered
in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of anti-Semitism here in
Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the
historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The
Federation, the Holocaust Museum and so many other Jewish cultural
institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid-City and
very little in common with East L.A. As the city begins its rezoning
process, Melrose’s residents, business owners and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated
into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay
and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid- City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the
specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the
residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying
will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area
will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but
dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population
count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their
neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Paula Baker
North Genesee Avenue
90046

Date
10/15/2021 11:27:55

Name
Jane Goichman

Testiony
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
I live in Lake Hollywood Estates, (adjacent to the western end of Grifffith
Park and the location of Lake Hollywood Park and a starting route for many
tourists who want to hike part or all the way to the Hollywood sign,
including many who join profit- making tour groups that gather in our
neighborhood), where I have lived for 42 years. I urge the Commission to
keep together and within CD 4 all the hillside districts identified below.
The proposed K-2.5 map suggests splitting neighborhoods surrounding Griffith
Park and the Hollywood sign, all of which are geographically contiguous and
all of which have similar concerns relating to:
1. Huge and ever growing numbers of tourists coming to our neighborhoods to
go to Griffith Park for recreation, including biking, hiking, picnicking,
to visit the world famous Observatory or to look at and photograph the
Hollywood sign; many tourists engage in more than one of these activities;
2. The need to have a council member who is highly familiar with these
issues that are unique and require a council office that can represent these
overlapping interests and work with mayor's office and a variety of
departments within the city to help address the impacts on these
neighborhood. These impacts include horrendous traffic issues due to volume
and the unique character of these hillside streets, built in the 1920s, that
are narrow, curvy and treacherous when serving huge volumes of traffic for
which they were never intended, fire danger associated with visitors who are
careless and homeless and others who wander into these areas and start fires
in areas that can impact not only the hillside residents but the entire
communications system of the city that is situated atop the hillside;
3. Limited ingress and egress to these areas, all of which on the city side
flow onto Franklin Ave as the first major cross-street.
The neighborhoods of the Los Feliz hills, The Oaks, Beachwood Canyon, Lake
Hollywood Estates, the Dell should all be in a single council district,
because they are geographically contiguous, are neighborhoods whose
geographic integrity should be preserved and are neighborhoods linked by
their association with the eastern portion of the Hollywood Hills and
Griffith Park/the Hollywood sign. For anyone, who is familiar with the
area, Franklin Blvd is a clear demarcation of neighborhoods. No
neighborhoods north of Franklin and west of Western should be separated from
the remainder of these hillside areas. The current proposed map would split
portions of the Oaks from the rest of that neighborhood. Moving east from
western, the southern boundary of the district should move east on Los Feliz
Blvd to Crystal Springs. Likewise, the hillside areas currently within the
Hollywood Hills West NC (Runyon, Laurel, Nichols, Benedict and Coldwater
Canyons along Mulholland) should also remain in CD 4. These hillside
communities, like ours on the east side of the Hollywood freeway, all have
unique problems, which it is best for a single council member to address and
represent, because the issues associated with all of our hillside
communities are often distinct from those of other areas in the city.
Any consideration of separating any portion of Griffith Park/Hollywood sign
(assets of the city) from the neighborhoods impacted by these assets should
be rejected.
We love the beauty of the Hollywood Hills and need a single council member
who can familiarize herself with and represent the unique interests of these
residential areas so that the interests of residents and visitors can be
balanced and addressed in a coordinated fashion by the city. Several of the
redistricting criteria, mentioned above, call for keeping these
neighborhoods together within a single council district.
Thanks for your consideration.
Best regards,
Jane Goichman

Date
10/15/2021 11:27:55

Name
Jane Goichman

10/15/2021 11:32:29

nancy Clark

Testiony
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
I live in Lake Hollywood Estates, (adjacent to the western end of Grifffith
Park and the location of Lake Hollywood Park and a starting route for many
tourists who want to hike part or all the way to the Hollywood sign,
including many who join profit- making tour groups that gather in our
neighborhood), where I have lived for 42 years. I urge the Commission to
keep together and within CD 4 all the hillside districts identified below.
The proposed K-2.5 map suggests splitting neighborhoods surrounding Griffith
Park and the Hollywood sign, all of which are geographically contiguous and
all of which have similar concerns relating to:
1. Huge and ever growing numbers of tourists coming to our neighborhoods to
go to Griffith Park for recreation, including biking, hiking, picnicking,
to visit the world famous Observatory or to look at and photograph the
Hollywood sign; many tourists engage in more than one of these activities;
2. The need to have a council member who is highly familiar with these
issues that are unique and require a council office that can represent these
overlapping interests and work with mayor's office and a variety of
departments within the city to help address the impacts on these
neighborhood. These impacts include horrendous traffic issues due to volume
and the unique character of these hillside streets, built in the 1920s, that
are narrow, curvy and treacherous when serving huge volumes of traffic for
which they were never intended, fire danger associated with visitors who are
careless and homeless and others who wander into these areas and start fires
in areas that can impact not only the hillside residents but the entire
communications system of the city that is situated atop the hillside;
3. Limited ingress and egress to these areas, all of which on the city side
flow onto Franklin Ave as the first major cross-street.
The neighborhoods of the Los Feliz hills, The Oaks, Beachwood Canyon, Lake
Hollywood Estates, the Dell should all be in a single council district,
because they are geographically contiguous, are neighborhoods whose
geographic integrity should be preserved and are neighborhoods linked by
their association with the eastern portion of the Hollywood Hills and
Griffith Park/the Hollywood sign. For anyone, who is familiar with the
area, Franklin Blvd is a clear demarcation of neighborhoods. No
neighborhoods north of Franklin and west of Western should be separated from
the remainder of these hillside areas. The current proposed map would split
portions of the Oaks from the rest of that neighborhood. Moving east from
western, the southern boundary of the district should move east on Los Feliz
Blvd to Crystal Springs. Likewise, the hillside areas currently within the
Hollywood Hills West NC (Runyon, Laurel, Nichols, Benedict and Coldwater
Canyons along Mulholland) should also remain in CD 4. These hillside
communities, like ours on the east side of the Hollywood freeway, all have
unique problems, which it is best for a single council member to address and
represent, because the issues associated with all of our hillside
communities are often distinct from those of other areas in the city.
Any consideration of separating any portion of Griffith Park/Hollywood sign
(assets of the city) from the neighborhoods impacted by these assets should
be rejected.
We love the beauty of the Hollywood Hills and need a single council member
who can familiarize herself with and represent the unique interests of these
residential areas so that the interests of residents and visitors can be
balanced and addressed in a coordinated fashion by the city. Several of the
redistricting criteria, mentioned above, call for keeping these
neighborhoods together within a single council district.
Thanks for your consideration.
Best regards,
Jane Goichman
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sent from my iPad

Date
10/15/2021 11:34:02

10/15/2021 11:34:23

10/15/2021 11:35:38

10/15/2021 11:43:10

Name
Testiony
David Marshall Grant I want to thank everyone on the Commission for your hard work. I live
in Larchmont
Village, part of Greater Wilshire. It's where our family's lived for more
than a decade. I am so happy and grateful for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1 where
Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our neighborhoods to the west,
in District 5. I totally reject the divisive, politically motivated
testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I was appalled by
their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. Thank you for
following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of
interest, neighborhood council boundaries and listening to the voices of
the people who live there.
Thanks again for all your work,
David Marshall Grant
Pamela Saxton
Hello I want to thank the Commission for all their hard work. I live
in Larchmont, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment
1. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our neighborhoods to the
west, in District 5. United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive
politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing.
I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I
appreciate the Commission following the census data, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,
Pamela Saxton
-- Pamela Saxton
###-####
Michael Avery
Thanks for all the Commission's hard work. We live in Hancock Park, we are park of the part of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. We remain together and with our
neighborhoods to the west. United with my neighbors, we reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday's hearing. We reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission's hard
work. We appreciate the Commission's following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,
Michael & Kelley Avery
613 N. June Street
Los Angeles, 90004
Please let me know if you would like any information regarding Health Insurance, Life Insurance, Disability Insurance, Long Term Care Insurance or Annuities.
Michael C. Avery, CLU, ChFC
President
The Muirfield Financial Group, Inc.
4601 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 215
Los Angeles, CA 90010
mavery@muirfieldfinancial.com<mailto:mavery@muirfieldfinancial.com
Phone: (###-####
Cell Phone: (###-####
Fax: (###-####
CA Insurance License #0671650
BENJAMIN BRIGGS Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5.
The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the
Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Thank you,
Ben Briggs5711 Saloma Ave.Sherman Oaks, CA 91411

Date
10/15/2021 11:46:52

Name
Karen Gilman

Testiony
Dear Commissioners and staff,
My name is Karen Gilman and I live in Larchmont, part of Greater Wilshire.
I am writing to thank you for your work and to express support for map Plan
K 2.5 Amendment 1. Greater Wilshire remains together and sits with the
neighborhoods to the West, in District 5.
United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive, politically motivated
testimony shared by some at the Wednesday night, October 13 hearing. I
reject their dismissive tone towards the commission's hard work. I
appreciate the Commission's following census data, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voices of the people in its determinations.

10/15/2021 11:47:35

Lee Turner

10/15/2021 11:50:17

Vince Klaseus

10/15/2021 11:58:17

Michael Gilman

10/15/2021 12:02:04

zack oldenburg

Thank you very much.
Sincerely,
Karen Gilman
4941 Elmwood Avenue
Los Angeles 90004
Attached is a community impact stammer from the Hermon Neighborhood Council
to oppose the dividing of the Hermon Neighborhood between Council Districts
1 and 14 as proposed in the latest Map K2.5 (revised).
If you have any questions please let me know. I can be reached by email or
at ###-####.
Thank you,
Lee Turner
Hermon Neighborhood Council Chairperson
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Hancock Park at 564 Wilcox ave and we are park of the part of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. We remain together
and with our neighborhoods to the west. United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s
hard work. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,
Vince Klaseus
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I have lived in Larchmont
Village(part of the Greater Wilshire area) for almost 35 years, and am on
the Board of the Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association (LVNA), where I
was an original member of the Board. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1.
Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our neighborhoods to the west,
in District 5. United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically
motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject
their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I appreciate the
Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections,
communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of
the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,
Michael Gilman
again, pls keep CD4. The constituents of CD4, myself included, elected Nithya and to subvert that election by eliminating the district would be a subversion of democratic practice. Thank you.
Zack Oldenburg

Date
10/15/2021 12:02:07

Name
Steven V

10/15/2021 12:09:19

C Mehta

Testiony
Hello,
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. We live in Larchmont, part of
Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. Greater Wilshire
remains together, and with our neighborhoods to the west, in District 5.
United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated
testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing.
We reject their dismissive tone of the likely paid disruptors toward the
Commission’s hard work. We appreciate the Commission’s following the
census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its
determinations.
Please be very wary of Nithya Raman's and other radical tactics deployed by
others to organize political decent against the collective work of the
citizens and the commission. Mrs. Raman actually serves only her own and a
larger Democrat Socialist of America agenda funded by outsider interests.
Don't let the truth of the demographics in various districts be
"race-washed" "race-guilted" and "renter vs homeowner - washed" by
desperate radical agendas using slanderous name calling at the commission
and people that don't fit their idealic prototype of young, renter and POC.
As you have set forth, this process is to serve all citizens and align
communities of interest. The "opposition" doesnt like rules and believe
they don't apply to their motives and desires.
Mrs. Raman is a local politician who has barely lived in LA for any period
of time and has in a local pursuit of office sought national and celebrity
sponsorship and exposure and who ran on a city-wide platform when she was
supposed to be running to represent CD-4 whose constiuents became so
desperate for her to do her job, they organized a recall against her due to
her neglect of the district she was elected to serve. She's perverted the
office of a council-person to serve her's and her national handlers
agenda. Her City council seat is just a means to a higher policitical
avarice and office. She knows how to organize "voices" to create false
perceptions and play into emotive themes for some that bring divisiveness
to your unifying process. Many of these people now engaged are paid
agitators.
Keeping K2.5 in tact after your rigorous process including maintaining
Larchmont, Hancock Park and Windsor Square together and aligned with our
neighbors in CD-5 makes the most sense. Thank you.
Respectfully,
Steven & Cocoe Voci, Larchmont Heights
-- "Have a great day"
To the Redistricting CommissionAs an Urban Studies major in college, I understand the difficulties of
making positive (or any!) change in government and neighborhoods. I know
you do not take your mandate lightly and I thank the commission for its
hard work.
I also know that good government entities should listen to their
constituents and lead from a position of trying to build and maintain
strong communities. I hope you hear loud and clear my desire, as a resident
in Hancock Park, to keep the strong Greater Wilshire Neighborhood intact by
approving the Redistricting Plan K2.5, Amendment 1.
This would allow our neighborhood to remain together and with our
neighborhoods to the west. United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive
politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing.
I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I
appreciate the Commission’s following of the census data, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,
Christopher Mehta

Date
10/15/2021 12:20:41

Name
Batsheva Kasdan

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII. The community is not monolithic by any means, but does have specific concerns and priorities that unite us.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting
moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to also support the needs of other communities of interests.
Thank you,
| Batsheva and Sheldon Kasdan |
| |

10/15/2021 12:20:59

Elizabeth Lovins

10/15/2021 12:21:53

Rudolph Gintel

10/15/2021 12:24:12

Batsheva Kasdan

| |
| |
Dear All,
Thank you again for the community process you are engaging regarding the redistricting process.
But I wanted to write specifically about the disturbing, ignorant and unprofessional conduct of Commissioner Goldberg. It was very concerning to witness the hostile way, in which she conducted herself throughout the
entire public meeting on October 13, 2021.
I would hope that anyone engaging in this professional, public process, would be professional and respectful toward the other commissioners, as well as conduct herself appropriately, for the sake of the public process.
Additionally, I'm extremely dismayed that someone, who is participating in such an important process, that affects thousands of people, be allowed to engage, without fully knowing the rules or parameters of
engagement, prior to the meeting.
After watching and listening, to the entire meeting, it's evident, that she is extremely biased, is advocating for the CD4 council person person only and the DSA-LA, instead of fully advocating for the good of all
stakeholders and the people who have lived here for years, like myself.
I would hope and recommend, that she recuse herself from this process, as her mode of engagement and personal interests, appear to be a severe conflict of interest. Her behavior was unacceptable, inappropriate and
abhorrent.
If I were to conduct myself like that in a professional setting, I would be written up for creating a hostile work environment or worse -- fired.
Thank you for reviewing this and I hope you take my concerns seriously, as I'm not the only one who was upset with Commissioner Goldberg's behavior. Please replace her with someone who is more able to do the job
at hand.
Kind regards,
Elizabeth Lovins
--Elizabeth Lovins
Director, Hollywood Art Center, est.1912
http://www.hollywoodartcenterarchive.com-Research Archivist, Art, Design & Architecture MuseumUniversity of California, Santa Barbara-Los Feliz Resident, since 2003
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work.
I have lived in our home in Hancock Park for over 35 years. I was a representative in the GWNC for 5 years, a member of its Land Use Committee, and a board member of the Hancock Park Homeowners Association,
est.1948, for over 15 years. We are still part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council, and wish to so remain.
Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. We remain together and with our neighborhoods to the west. United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive, politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s
hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work.
I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations. Please institute Plan K2.
5, Amendment 1.
Respectfully,
RUDOLPH GINTEL
334 S. Rimpau Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA, 90020
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII. The community is not monolithic by any means, but does have specific concerns and priorities that unite us.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently encompassed in the configuration within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting
moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic core of the Jewish community together, but strongly urge the commission to also support the needs of other communities of interests.
Thank you,
Richard and Bevery Horowitz

Date
10/15/2021 12:28:39

Name
JUDI G FARKAS

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commission,
Thank you for all your hard work on what I know is a complex process.
I am a resident of Brookside, part of Greater Wilshire. I am in full support of Plan K2.5, Amendment 1 which keeps Greater Wilshire together and keeps Brookside with our neighborhoods to the west. We have
everything in common with our Greater Wilshire neighbors. We share community, schools, medical facilities, parks, neighborhood centers, and all else with them. Our representation needs are fully aligned.
I am completely against the divisive and politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work and to our communities’ own
wishes. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
I appreciate the Commission understanding that neighborhoods matter and that residents’ understanding of their own interests should matter. Please support the K2.5, Amendment 1, plan and keep Brookside as part of
Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for your consideration.
Best,

10/15/2021 12:35:29

Patrick Loo

Judi Farkas
926 S. Longwood Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90019
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.

10/15/2021 12:36:04

John Gresham

Thank you,
Patrick Loo
Ptloo@yahoo.com
Sent from my iPhone
Commissioners,
My name is John Gresham. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ, which is part of
Greater Wilshire. Thank you, Commissioners, for all of your hard work. Thank
you also for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. It keeps Greater Wilshire exactly
where we belong. Together with our community of interest neighbors to the
west, where we share our extended families, our historic homes, our
schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our businesses, and our churches
and synagogues.
I appreciate that the Commission continues to follow census data, voting
rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations. Thank you
again for honoring Greater Wilshire by placing us in Council District 5
where we can receive the focused attention and services we need.
I cannot end this email without mentioning that it is also important to us
that the Commission continues to avoid being distracted by organized
political interference aimed at derailing or delegitimizing your efforts.
Respectfully,
John Gresham
-John Gresham

Date
10/15/2021 12:49:42

Name
Tony Gittelson

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commission,
Thank you for your hard work on rethinking LA's City Council districts, and
while much of the map makes sense, as a resident of CD4 (zipcode 90036), I
can say what has happened to CD4 makes no sense.
I wish to raise the following objections and concerns:
1) While I am Jewish, I completely *disagree* with the presentation of the
Jewish Federation: Jewish voters are not a monolithic voting block, we
actually have quite different priorities for our city. Indeed, living in
CD4 I feel that I am very much in the *heart of Hollywood* and in the
*epicenter
of the City;* and I have deep concern for the issues this neighborhood
faces, especially housing and the homeless crisis. Properly, CD4 should be
a *diverse*, vibrant neighborhood of homeowners, renters and workers--a
true mid-city neighborhood--*that includes Hollywood, with either Western
or Vermont as our eastern boundary*.
2) *Merging CD4 & CD5 into one district is not a good map*. The
neighborhoods to the west--Cheviot Hills, Beverlywood, West LA, Century
City, Westwood--actually are quite distinct and separate from our mid-city,
mid-Wilshire, greater Hollywood neighborhood. Having lived in CD4 for 25
years, I can tell you, I have no emotional, physical or geographic
connection to those neighborhoods--while I have a very deep connection to
our diverse mid-city neighborhood, that includes Hollywood.
3) Most disturbingly, clearly backroom politics is afoot when Nithya Raman,
my Councilmember, is relegated to a district in the Valley, representing
voters who did not vote for her. In fact, while I did not vote for Ms.
Raman in the last election, she now represents *me* and my family and I
would like it to remain that way. It is very disturbing to see a
Councilmember's District be redrawn out from under them--at the beginning
of their term--as well, *CD4 should remain in the heart of Hollywood and in
the heart of LA.*
For these reasons I urge this map NOT be adopted.
Thank you very much,
Tony Gittelson & Amy Lemisch
Tony Gittelson
922 S. Highland Ave.
Los Angeles, CA
Tel. (###-####
Cell (###-####
TonyGittelson@gmail.com

Date
10/15/2021 12:50:38

Name
Elizabeth Lovins

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Hope you are all having a nice day.
As a long-time Los Feliz resident and third generation Angeleno, I am very concerned about the redistricting process and the interference of the radicalized DSA-LA group, who are a very small, but loud group within
Los Feliz, who also rally many in their group here in LA and beyond, to call in and write into your office to try and interfere with this process. And we in Los Feliz, are especially not in support of this DSA-LA group, who
call each other "comrades."
As I'm a research archivist, I was able to locate how this group is telling people what to say, and to the many who don't even live here in our community. This was information all available on their google drive and public
channels. Please see below.
This is about redistricting and not about CD4 Raman. Please keep the honest course, and do not be influenced on the basis of accommodating the home address of CD4 Raman, when thousands of lives are at stake.
This group is radical, aggressive and dangerous. I'm sad to see our community being represented by this group, because they are highly organized. But I assure you, that as a long time resident, and community
member, my neighbors are not in support regarding anything this group represents.
Thank you for reviewing this and please do not be swayed by this one small group. Please keep this public process clean.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Lovins
--Elizabeth Lovins
Director, Hollywood Art Center, est.1912
http://www.hollywoodartcenterarchive.com-Research Archivist, Art, Design & Architecture MuseumUniversity of California, Santa Barbara-Los Feliz Resident, since 2003
***
www.dsa-la.org
DSA 101 Redistricting Toolshttps://www.youtube.com/watch?v=j64oRze7LJs&t=1050s

https://docs.google.com/document/d/14F9Su39nbQfeMg22HVh40WYdi6JmXC208bvCBl-bMSc/edit

The upcoming hearings will be held on:
October 6 at 6 PM – 10 PM
October 9 at 10 AM – 2 PM
October 13 at 6 PM – 10 PM
October 16 at 10am until end of testimony

TO ATTEND THE HEARINGS:
To attend or participate via zoom: Click Here or go to http://bit.ly/LACCRCZoom
To call into the meeting: Dial 1-###-####, enter ###-#####
You can also watch these hearings by going to LA CITYVIEW 35 on cable Channel 35 (in the City of LA) or the website at lacityview.org/live and on YouTube at @laccrc2021.

TO SUBMIT PUBLIC COMMENT TO THE COMMISSION: The Commission is looking for feedback on certain aspects of the Draft Map - to see the requested feedback, please click here. Please note, this is not an
exhaustive list and the Commission wants to hear all of your feedback. To provide feedback on the draft map, please fill out the form here. This form will ensure that your comment is quickly provided to the Commission
prior to the Public Hearings.

Additional way to comment: https://laccrc2021.org/community-of-interest-form/

Call/email your Councilmember *and* Council President Nury Martinez.

Find your councilmember here:
neighborhoodinfo.lacity.org

Suggested subject line: “Public Comment on the Redistricting Plan for CD4"

If you live in Council District 4 -- especially in Larchmont, Windsor Square, Hancock Park, Los Feliz or the northern part of Silver Lake -- please write/say something along the lines of:

I'm a resident of (neighborhood) in Council District 4, and I do not support the proposed map, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to
cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable.

If you could put your call or email in your own words as much as possible, that would be great. Other talking points:

Date
10/15/2021 12:51:51

Name
Mary Streit

10/15/2021 12:52:03

Tim Paulson

Testiony
Dear Commissioners and Redistricting Staff,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before this there was none due to official attempts to divide communities of interest. The community is not monolithic by any means and is diverse in
body and thought. Please keep the historic Jewish communities together in Council District 5.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. With rising antiSemitism and the economic difficulties of this pandemic the community being able to keep historic social service infrastructure and communal cohesion is critical. These historic Jewish neighborhoods are currently
encompassed in the configuration of the map within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic core of the Jewish community together in CD5. We strongly urge the commission to also support the needs of other communities of interests.
May this map find its way to equity for all communities.
Thank you,
Mary Streit
Thank you for all the Commission's hard work. I live in Hancock Park. We
are part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. We appreciate Plan
K2.5, Amendment 1. It was strange in the past how gerrymandered District 4
was. When our grandson was a Cub Scout at St. Brendan he had one City
Commissioner visit his pack, and when he moved down the street to join
Troop 10 Boy Scouts at St. James, he had a different Commissioner.
We are grateful for the possibility to have all of GWNC in District 5. In
addition, we welcome the opportunity to be united with our neighbors to the
west, which is where our focus is naturally directed. While I am not
Jewish, I love sharing our neighborhood with our Orthodox neighbors, and I
appreciate that the Jewish community will now be part of their communities
to the West.
I hope you will be able to stay true to your goals of following the census
data and neighborhood council boundaries, and not cave in to special
interest groups who are politically motivated.
I am proud to be a citizen of LA! Thank you for all your work.

10/15/2021 12:56:21

Larry Eisenberg

10/15/2021 13:01:01

Jane Paulson

Tim Paulson
Good morning,
My name is Larry Eisenberg, and I am a 25 year resident of Hancock Park. I spoke at the last meeting about how our community of interest is to the west and therefore the plan to combine Hancock Park into CD5 is
ideal for our neighborhood and is supported by the Hancock Park Homeowners Association. I was distressed to hear some speakers from outside my neighborhood imply that this is somehow undoing a democratic
election for the City Council member of CD4. The mandated every 10 year redistricting is part of the democratic process, and almost always includes some changes that have an impact on politics. Being able to
express our opinions and advocate for our needs, is the way democracy should work, and being told that we don’t have such a right represents the real threat to democracy. I appreciate that the commission is following
guidelines beyond divisive politics, and commend you for your work.
Larry Eisenberg MD
Dear Commissioners,
My family lives in Hancock Park. We love being part of the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council. We are excited at the prospect of being
part of District 5 with our own GWNC, and also to becoming part of our
neighborhoods to the west. Traditionally we have been more active with
businesses to our west, all the way to the Beverly Center. It will be
wonderful to have one City Council Commissioner instead of having our
neighborhood split into different districts.
Please ignore the politically motivated testimony of people who want to
take LA back to the days of Districts spread all over the place that make
no demographic sense.
Thank you for all your hard work.
Jane Hughes Paulson

Date
10/15/2021 13:23:49

Name
Eric Cohn

10/15/2021 13:24:02

Stephen Graham

10/15/2021 13:39:34

Judy Leventhal

Testiony
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
Firstly, I'd like to thank you for this huge task you are all undertaking.
I am part of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition. CD5 became the
first representative Jewish district in LA history after WWII. The current
configuration of CD5 is respectful of and maintains this Jewish history. I
ask that the commission keep our Community of Interest intact.
Furthermore, in the last redistricting portions of South Pico Robertson
were removed from CD5. We ask that the small neighborhood between south
Robertson to LaCienega and 18th street to Cadillac be shifted back into CD5
to better support our Community of Interest in one district.
The community is not monolithic by any means and there are diverse Jewish
communities all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where our
Community of Interest is better able to collectively work with
representative leadership is extremely important to our collective voice in
the City (and in the process maintaining a showing that all collective
voices are heard in the City).
Thank you for your consideration; and please feel free to contact me if you
would like to discuss further.
Thanks,
Eric Cohn
I am very concerned as I watch the Commission do its work that you may not
remember your commitment to maintain communities of interest in what
appears to be the ongoing political pressure from certain Council members.
I believe that the current boundaries in K 2.5 Amendment 1 fulfil the
requirements of maintaining those communities of interest. I appreciate
your allowing community comments and I attended the Zoom meetings in the
past although with a silent voice. I will look forward to your
deliberations after tomorrow's Zoom meeting.
Stephen L. Graham, M.D.
Hancock Park resident for 35+ years
Good Afternoon Arianna Jukes,
First, I want to thank you for your services in redrawing Los Angeles City
Council District Maps based on the 2020 Census.
I am a lifelong resident of the City of Los Angeles. For 6 years now, with
funding from the Department of Cultural Affairs, I have had the pleasure of
working as an Artist in Residence in collaboration with Paul Krekorian,
Council Member CD 2 . He is incredibly dedicated in providing innovative
services to constituents in every part of CD 2 and his services are vitally
important during the Pandemic.
I urge you to keep CD 2 more nearly in its present configuration with Paul
Krekorian as the CD2 Councilmember, recently re-elected, to serve out his
current full term.

10/15/2021 13:39:44

Keith Johnson

Thank you for your consideration.
Judy Leventhal LCSW - Artist in Residence
judyleventhalarts@gmail.com
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in the Larchmont area,
part of the Greater Wilshire neighborhood. Thank you for Plan K2.5,
Amendment 1. so our Greater Wilshire area remains together, and with our
neighborhoods to the west, in District 5.
I appreciate the Commission following the census data, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voices of the people in its determinations.
Thank you, Keith Johnson

Date
10/15/2021 13:43:01

Name
Scott Seidel

10/15/2021 13:50:53

Andrea Guttag

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
Beverlywood and its surrounding neighborhoods are a community of interest with unique needs for service from the City.
In addition, Beverlywood has long worked with the business and social service institutions on Pico-Blvd, which under the discussed Map L would separate us into a different district. Based on the way the southern
portion of Map L was constructed it separates our neighborhood and those communities of interest surrounding us to the East and West.
The configuration in Map K2.5 keeps our neighborhood and business district whole. We know the maps needs more work and urge the commission to keep developing this map to find the most equitable options for
other communities of interest while keeping our community intact.
Thank you to this commission for your efforts and willingness to hear our community request to remain intact within Council District 5.
Thank you,
Scott Seidel
Beverlywood resident for over 20 years
Scott Seidel | WME
SSeidel@WMEAgency.com
###-####
Hello Commissioners,
I write to you today as a member of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. We are one of the largest Neighborhood Council’s in Los Angeles and thanks to the hard work we do to better our community, we have one
of the highest voter turn outs.
That work would be severely undermined if you were to split us across two City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out more of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and share little in common with.
We have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid City West is districted under a singular council office. Please respect this request, and the countless testimony given to us by
stakeholders, and reunite the Melrose District with the rest of Mid City West under Council District 5.
Feel free to reach out to me if you need further clarity or have any questions.
Thank you,

10/15/2021 13:53:40

helen eigenberg

10/15/2021 13:53:46

Sheilah Miller

Andrea Guttag
Chair Outreach and Civic Engagement
*Dear Redistricting Commission, *
*I live in Hancock Park in CD4. I’m grateful to the commission for your
transparency and level-headedness in this process. Especially since I am so
disheartened by how my own councilperson is reacting to your findings. If
Councilwoman Raman spent half the energy on the problems facing our city
that she is on getting the map she wants -- she actually might get one of
those access centers she so excitedly promised us. This is politics pure
and simple. It’s about making sure she gets reelected -- and she’s using
all the same tactics that worked so well during her election: pitting
groups against one another. Homeowners against Renters. Jews against
Jews. Then there’s the NYTimes op-ed, now she has Jackie Goldberg
representing her. I was dismayed by Jackie's tantrum Wednesday night.
She’s not lining up Jackie to help her with homelessness. Why now? Because
this is about her. So I ask that you tune it out and do whatever you think
is best for our city. That’s why we have you -- to make political tantrums
like Raman’s moot. *
United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated
testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing, a lot not residing or
working in CD4. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s
hard work. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data,
voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,
Helen Eigenberg
CD4
###-####
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Sheilah Miller
SheilahRmiller@gmail.com

Date
10/15/2021 13:54:16

Name
Andrea Jane Guttag

10/15/2021 14:02:57

Nancy Cantwell

Testiony
Commissioners, My name is Andrea Gutta and I live in the Beverly Grove area of LA. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s
placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council
does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct,
coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising
would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall
district. 3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small
population minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure
that the Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other
Jewish cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Andrea Guttag
6200 Block 5th Street
90048
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Hancock Park, we are park of the part of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. We remain together and with our
neighborhoods to the west. United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I
appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,Nancy Cantwell.
______________
Nancy Cantwell
nancycantwell.com <https://www.nancycantwell.com/
nancy@cantwellstudio.com
Los Angeles, CA 90004
###-####

Date
10/15/2021 14:16:41

Name
"Samuel J. Uretsky"

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Commission and Staff:
I am a resident of Greater Wilshire, having lived in Larchmont for 22 years. I am a member of the board of the Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association.
Thanks for all your tireless efforts to redistrict the Los Angeles City Council in such a transparent and inclusive process Thanks for continuing this process with K2.5 Amendment 1.
I’d like to point out there was a misrepresentation made to the Commission and public attendees during Commission discussions at Wednesday’s Public Hearing. It was stated by Councilmember Raman’s newly
appointed Commissioner that there is an on-going recall of Councilmember Raman. That is not true.
Wednesday night's Public Hearing spotlighted your measured, considerate, and thoughtful way of conducting deliberations with the first amending of K2.5 into K2.5 Amendment 1. You acknowledged the public
feedback you received. Where proper and allowable under your mandate, you made reasoned adjustments to council district boundaries.

As you move forward through your process, I have two concerns that I want to raise with you:
1.
A separate, destructive narrative continues to be woven by the supporters of Councilmember Raman, with the goal of derailing your work. Their narrative is one of disenfranchisement; that “her” council district
has become a victim to gerrymandering and back room political machinations. Speakers continue to challenge you to make "her" whole. By my count, most of these speakers come from outside of her current District 4,
and few, if any, come from the proposed District 5.
As an example, one individual speaking at last Saturday’s Public Hearing said she lived in Hancock Park. Then she launched into a Pro-Raman rant. That person did grow up in Hancock Park, but currently is a resident
of West Hollywood. I am not aware that West Hollywood residents’ political opinions are appropriate to consider for the redistricting of Los Angeles. I hope you agree.
The motivations of these speakers and their organizations are political, grounded in protecting the re-election of a particular candidate. Their remarks continue to ignore the fundamental issues and practicalities of
redistricting. As expected, these voices continue to surface irrespective of what is best for the redistricting process as a whole or for any individual district.
2.
Throughout all the Meetings and Public Hearings I have watched, the discussion among the Commissioners has been thoughtful, focused on the task at hand, and respectful to each other. This collegial,
productive atmosphere was challenged at Wednesday night’s Public Hearing by Councilmember Raman’s latest appointee, whose overt statement of political bias and disrespectful treatment of the Commission and the
Chair was aimed at bogging down the Commission’s work, leading it into politics, and away from the process of redistricting. Chair Ali’s firm hand and the other Commissioner’s forbearance were admirable. I expect
this behavior will be on display again. It’s an insult to the Commission’s months of hard work.
Greater Wilshire is united behind K2.5 Amendment 1 with us in District 5. Greater Wilshire constituents are clearly grateful that our Community of Interest, including our Orthodox Jewish Community of Interest, will be
joined with like-minded neighbors in the new District 5.
We continue to watch in admiration as the Commission has deflected political pressure and stuck by following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voices of the people in its determinations.
Thank you again for this approach. As you reach your finish line, please do not be swayed by partisan political outcry.
Respectfully,

10/15/2021 14:17:55

Syuzanna Petrosyan

10/15/2021 14:27:35

Don Kossman

Sam Uretsky
Dear Members of the Los Angeles Redistricting Commission,
I am very concerned to hear about the proposed changes to the boundaries of the Los Angeles City Council districts. The proposed redistricting significantly threatens the representation of the Armenian community in
local government. As one of the oldest and largest communities in the area, one that needs its many issues voiced, it is imperative to have proper representation. The division of the East San Fernando Valley into
different Council districts is damaging and a step back for a representative democratic process.
I strongly oppose the proposal.
-- Syuzanna
[signature_###-####]
Syuzanna Petrosyan
Associate Director
Institute of Armenian Studies
University of Southern California
3518 Trousdale Parkway
CPA 351; MC 0043
Los Angeles, CA 90089
Office: ###-####
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. We live in Hancock Park, and are part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. We remain together and with our
neighborhoods to the west. United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive, politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I
appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations. Respectfully, Don
Kossman Sylvia Rotfleisch June St, Hancock Park

Date
10/15/2021 14:39:18

Name
Alison Lani

10/15/2021 14:40:11

justsave1

10/15/2021 14:40:37

James Repking

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission,
My name is Alison Lani and I live in the 600-700 N. block of La Jolla Avenue. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
Unifying the area along Melrose under one Council District is the right decision. However, the Melrose district should also be unified with the rest of its community of interest, which is the Fairfax area, Hancock Park,
Carthay, Park La Brea, Beverly Grove and its other surrounding neighborhoods.
Please move the Melrose district back into CD5 where it belongs and stop trying to pry it off into the completely dissimilar CD13.
Thank you,
Alison Lani
600-700 N. La Jolla Avenue
ALI S O N LAN I
M: +1 ###-####
O: +1 ###-####
Greetings,
My name is Ann Masterson and I am a proud and VERY CONCERNED Shadow Hills resident. I’ve been living at 9906 Wornom Ave. 91040 for the past 21 years. I am deeply committed to the health of our communityon ALL levels. The redistricting plans you are proposing are clearly not in consideration of, nor for the benefit of, our unique equestrian community. We have special needs that other parts of the City of Los Angeles
does NOT have and breaking up our district will negatively impact our community as a whole. Our community thrives BECAUSE of the unity of how we coalesce and utilize the resources we have which are unique to
our environment. THIS UNITY IS NOT BEING RESPECTED BY ANYONE WHO IS PROPOSING IT BE DIVIDED!
The K2.5 Map will break my community apart and place it into three different City Council districts, even though a stated goal of the Commission was to keep neighborhoods together. It has also been ripped away from
other equestrian neighborhoods in our current district - communities that we work with to help solve our similar problems. Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon would like to stay in CD7.
1. Shadow Hills has distinct geographic, topographic and physical boundaries. The natural border lines for the Shadow Hills community, are as follows: —The 210 Freeway on the EAST
—The Verdugo Mountains on the SOUTH.
—The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST. Currently Map K2.5 has severed the following streets from the rest of Shadow Hills: The west side of Stonehurst from Art Street to Clyborne Ave., both
sides of Stonehurst north of Clyborne Ave., Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Hershey, Stonehurst Place, the north side of the west end of Art St. west of Stonehurst, both sides of McBroom from the
tunnel to Sheldon, the north side of McBroom from 10875 Wheatland (house on the corner of Wheatland and Wentworth) back along McBroom going west to the tunnel, including the streets off Wheatland north of
McBroom: Mahoney off of Wheatland, North Horse Creek Avenue, Lost Trail, N. Lost Trail Ave., W. Meadow Ridge St., W. Oak Mountain Place, Coal Canyon Road, and W. Shadow Hills Ave. The new lines in Shadow
Hills would also physically chop up the City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone and its Recreation Area -leaving our historic district in 2 different districts. This shows a basic lack of
understanding of our community elements. This carve-out also physically chopped up the City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone and its Recreation Area, leaving our historic district in 2
different city council districts. REUNITE THE REST OF SHADOW HILLS WITH THESE STREETS AND RETURN THEM TO CD7. —The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. Currently, Map K2.5 has
severed the following streets: the west side of Stonehurst Ave. south of Clybourne and the residential streets of Peoria, Elinda, Hershey, and the south side of the west ends of Art St., and N. Clybourne). The K2.5 map
has irrationally placed these few streets in District 6. All of these carved out streets dead end into the landfills or the Big Tujunga Wash. In fact there is no other residential neighborhoods in any district besides CD7 that
residents of these streets can walk to. The one road (western end of Sunland Blvd) connecting these streets to the parts of Sun Valley in CD 6 is a steep curved road, with hills on either side and no sidewalks or even
shoulders to walk on. This carve-out also physically chops up the City's designated Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone and its Recreation Area, leaving our historic district in 2 different city council districts.
REUNITE THESE STREETS WITH THE REST OF SHADOW HILLS AND RETURN THEM TO CD7. 2. The entire Shadow Hills Community needs to stay with the rest of the Foothill Communities of Lake View Terrace,
La Tuna Canyon, and Sylmar as they currently are in CD7. All the streets in the above boundaries of Shadow Hills as well as Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon share common interests, history, an equestrian
heritage, agrarian lifestyles, and share the common concerns of living in high fire zones, equestrian and equine safety, evacuation plans, and traffic issues. We would all like to remain in CD-7.
3. If most of Shadow Hills is moved out of CD-7, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) will be split up. The people living on the cut away streets would no longer be stakeholders in their own
community. We would like to remain in CD-7 so we can continue represented by our own neighborhood council. 4. By returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon back to CD7, this would add approximately 7400
people to CD7, which would not exceed the maximum population allowed per district.
PLEASE REUNITE ALL OF SHADOW HILLS AND RETURN IT AND LA TUNA CANYON TO CD7. Thank you in advance for your consideration.
Ann Masterson
###-####
Until one has loved an animal, a part of one's soul remains unawakened.
~ Anatole France
Dear Commissioners,
Thanks again for all the Commission’s hard work.
I live at 507 Wilcox in Hancock Park, and we are park of the part of
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment
1. We remain together and with our neighborhoods to the west. United with
my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given
by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward
the Commission’s hard work. I appreciate the Commission’s following the
census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its
determinations.
Respectfully,
James Repking

Date
10/15/2021 14:45:26

Name
Valerie Washburn

10/15/2021 14:45:48

Andrew Werner

10/15/2021 14:46:59

Peggy Horowitz

10/15/2021 14:53:12

Renee Rousselot

10/15/2021 14:55:01

susan rosen

Testiony
Hello Commissioners,
I write to you today as a member and Committee Chair of the Mid City West
Neighborhood Council. We are one of the largest NCs in the City. Thanks to
the hard work we do to better our community, we have some of the highest
voter turnout.
That work would be severely undermined if you were to split us across two
City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our
concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out *more* of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and
share little in common with.
We have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid
City West be placed under a singular council office. The current map is so
close to doing so! Please respect this request, and the countless testimony
given to us by stakeholders, and reunite the Melrose District with the rest
of Mid City West under Council District 5.
Thank you,
-- Valerie Washburn
Chair, Economic Development Committee
Mid-City West Neighborhood Council
Hello Commissioners,
I write to you today as a member of the Mid City West Neighborhood
Council. We are one of the largest Neighborhood Council’s in Los Angeles
and thanks to the hard work we do to better our community, we have one of
the highest voter turnouts.
That work would be severely undermined if you were to split us across two
City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our
concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out *more* of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and
share little in common.
We have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid
City West is districted under a singular council office. Please respect
this request, and the countless testimony given to us by stakeholders, and
reunite the Melrose District with the rest of Mid City West under Council
District 5.
Thank you,
-- Andrew Werner
Mid City West Community Council Board Member
Transportation & Sustainability Committee Secretary
Thank you for this important job you are doing. Having lived and provided public service in area I concur that the k2.5 #1 boundaries do make for the best city council district for appropriate representation of those
special communities. It is important that this maintain a goal for community good and not political advantage of a current elected official. Thanks again. Dr. Thomas Horowitz, M.P.A.
Hello,
I live in Windsor Square where we are part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I am writing to strongly give my support to Plan K2.5, Amendment 1, District 5. I appreciate the hard work of the commission
and the respect it has for keeping our neighborhood together with our neighbors to the west in which we have strong community ties and shared interests. I appreciate your consideration of census data, voting rights
protections, neighborhood council boundaries, and voices of the people. I reject the dismissive, political and divisive comments toward the commission at last Wednesday's hearing. Thank you for your hard work.
Respectfully,
Renee Rousselot
Dear Commissioners,
Yours is, no doubt, not an easy job, but some of the boundaries I see on the maps look unduly complicated and nonsensical. One of these areas is that in which I reside, Valley Glen, in the San Fernando Valley. I
urgently request that you consider the proposal offered by the Greater Valley Glen Council, dated 10/14/21, and act upon the suggestions contained therein. They seem eminently reasonable to me as a lay person,
which would be the case for most of the population this will affect.

10/15/2021 15:03:27

susan rosen

Respectfully,
Susan G Rosen
Dear Commissioners,
Yours is, no doubt, not an easy job, but some of the boundaries I see on the maps look unduly complicated and nonsensical. One of these areas is that in which I reside, Valley Glen, in the San Fernando Valley. I
urgently request that you consider the proposal offered by the Greater Valley Glen Council, dated 10/14/21, and act upon the suggestions contained therein. They seem eminently reasonable to me as a lay person,
which would be the case for most of the population this will affect. Respectfully,
Susan G Rosen

Date
10/15/2021 15:04:04

Name
Harrison Ryoo

Testiony
My name is Harrison Ryoo and I am the Civic Engagement Intern at the Korean
American Coalition (KAC)
I wanted to thank the Commission for your continued efforts of keeping
Koreatown whole in one district in this complicated process.
The DRAFT Map K2.5 serves the purpose of unifying the Koreatown community
under one council district, and I want to urge the Commission to maintain
the Koreatown boundaries adopted within this map. Please do not take away
from the boundaries of Koreatown as presented.
We ask the Commission to continue to heed our voices, keep Koreatown
borders as reflected in K 2.5 in one district by honoring the census data
and our testimonies in the final map.

10/15/2021 15:05:22

Taylor Holland

Harrison Ryoo
Hello Commissioners,
I write to you today as a member of the Mid City West Neighborhood
Council. We are one of the largest Neighborhood Council’s in Los Angeles
and thanks to the hard work we do to better our community, we have one of
the highest voter turnouts.
That work would be* severely undermined* if you were to split us across two
City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our
concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out *more *of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and
share little in common with. The important work our neighborhood council
does will be severely undermined if we have yet another council district to
coordinate with.
As the Chair of the neighborhood council's Social and Racial Equity
Committee, I am extremely *concerned about the impact the proposed map will
have on our historic Jewish community*. The map divides the Jewish
community. In addition, the small portion of the Jewish community that are
included within the proposed CD 13 boundaries will be separated from where
important cultural resources, including the Federation, are located. This
puts our Jewish community in a position where that small group of people
will feel disenfranchised and unheard because they make up such a small
portion of the proposed district 13. Given the recent spike in appalling
antisemitism in Los Angeles, including *another* vehicular manslaughter
attempt in our neighborhood council area at Fairfax Synagogue a few weeks
ago during the High Holidays, it is now more important than ever that the
Jewish community feels like we have a strong ally on City Council who is
willing to take action on our behalf. Years of relationship building with
Council District 5 are at stake.
We have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid
City West is districted under a singular council office. Please respect
this request, and the countless testimony given to us by stakeholders, and
reunite the Melrose District with the rest of Mid City West under Council
District 5.
Thank you,
*Taylor Holland*
Mid City West Neighborhood Council
At-Large Representative
Chair, Social and Racial Equity Committee
Member, Planning and Land Use Committee

Date
10/15/2021 15:09:14

Name
Margret

Testiony
To: Redistricting Commission City of Los Angeles
Please adopt K2.5 for Council District 5. for the following reasons:
*K2.5 maintains our our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single district.
* K2.5 also keeps the boundaries of our Homeowners Associations within a single district.
* K2.5 will preserve the cohesive nature and interconnectedness of communities that make up our area.
I have been a member of of both an HOA and the Neighborhood Council for many years and have volunteered and seen neighbors invest hours of their time working in block captain programs, helping needy
neighbors, ensuring that community members are informed about disaster preparedness, encouraging support for local businesses, and organizing annual meetings where City officials can address issues common
concern to the neighborhood.
Adoption of Map K2.5 will help us to maintain ongoing efforts in the above areas.
Thank you in advance for allowing me to give input on this important issue.
Best,
Margaret Healy

10/15/2021 15:10:09

Ireh Yoon

Sent from my iPad
Hello
My name is Ireh Yoon and I work at a non-profit organization located in the
heart of Koreatown.
I wanted to thank the Commission for your continued efforts of keeping
Koreatown whole in one district in this complicated process.
The DRAFT Map K2.5 serves the purpose of unifying the Koreatown community
under one council district, and I want to urge the Commission to maintain
the Koreatown boundaries adopted within this map. Please do not take away
from the boundaries of Koreatown as presented.
We ask the Commission to continue to heed our voices, keep Koreatown
borders as reflected in K 2.5 in one district by honoring the census data
and our testimonies in the final map.
Thank you so much for your sincere efforts to hear each and every voice
of our community.

10/15/2021 15:11:23

Todd Clemens

Best regards,
Ireh Yoon
Hi,
I live in Larchmont and want to say thank you for all your hard work.
I'd also like to express my support for K2.5 Amendment 1. Larchmont as
part of Greater Wilshire is very logical so putting them in the same
district makes sense. Additionally, placing these two areas together meets
the 6 criteria outlined on the Redistricting Commission's website. I know
my people have voiced support for this plan, but I would like to note that
many (if not all) of the voices against the plan are from areas outside of
Los Angeles and are choosing to speak to advance a political agenda. This
is contrary to the Commission's evaluation criteria. It is my hope that
the commission can see through this blatant attempt at politicizing an
otherwise logical and thoughtful process.
Once again I appreciate the Commission’s continued and mandated use of the
census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its
districting determinations.
Thanks for your time.
Todd Clemens, Hancock Park resident

Date
10/15/2021 15:14:25

Name
David Karchem

Testiony
you are intent on placing Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda and Lake Balboa
into either CD4 or CD2, AND they just took one of the ONLY assets the
district would have, Lake Balboa Park and Sepulveda Basin and including it
in the redesigned CD3 which would ALREADY have Warner Center, Pierce
College, the Ventura Boulevard Corridor, Sherman Oaks Galleria, Encino
Reservoir, leaving chatsworth with only the Van Nuys airport. And I guess
the Budweiser Plant. We will get a Councilperson we did NOT vote for, and
won't be able to vote again until 2024! We will have had NO SAY in our
representation for SEVEN YEARS by that point!
David Karchem*******
*============*
* dkarchem@gmail.com *
* ###-####

Date
10/15/2021 15:19:49

Name
Taylor Holland

Testiony
Commissioners,
My name is Taylor Holland and I live in the Beverly Grove neighborhood. I’m
writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at
your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.
*While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping
district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it
joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified
in Council District 5.*
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together.
Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose
residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move
the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. *You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council*, a group of
volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific
concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of
comradely amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has
one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils
and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to
work with an additional council office where they make up a very small
minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does. The
Neighborhood Council has spent years building support in CD 5 for the Mid
City West Neighborhood Greenway
<https://ladotlivablestreets.org/projects/Mid-City-Neighborhood-Greenways
- which is going to be installed along Rosewood Ave. We have won a multi
million dollar grant, and new signals and other things to calm traffic and
make Rosewood more friendly to people on bikes and scooters that are
scheduled to go into the ground. If Rosewood is now a CD5/CD13 border, we
will need to start community outreach over and also possibly have the
project killed completely by a potentially unsupportive and unknown
Councilmember to our area.
2. *Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult.* The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime
rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with
numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood
Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and
deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not
only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in
duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread between two
council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional
council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood
represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. *A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off
from the rest of the Jewish community.* This will drown out the voices of
an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered
in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los
Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the Jewish
People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the
historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The
Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish cultural
institutions.
4.* Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and
very little in common with East LA. * As the city begins its rezoning
process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated
into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay,
and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. *The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored.* Beyond the
specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the
residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying
will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area
will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but
dissimilar from the Melrose area.
*Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance
population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as
zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.*

Date
10/15/2021 15:23:30

Name
Jasmin Niku

Testiony
Dear Commissioners and Staff,

As an Iranian-American Jew, my family fled Iran for the freedom to practice
Judaism and now with rising anti-Semitism all over America including Los
Angeles, I am concerned for representation and communal cohesion.

I am part of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition for this
reason. I strongly urge this commission to keep the historic Jewish
neighborhoods, including Pico Robertson, Westwood, Beverlywood and Century
City, together in CD5 as configured in the current map.

My family left Iran to seek a more equitable life, so the power of
democracy and the need for representative government is something I know first
hand cannot be taken for granted.
Please keep the historic Jewish District whole in CD5 as it is currently
represented in the commissions map. It is crucial that the Jewish
community have the opportunity to have its voice heard in a united
fashion. We deserve leadership just like every other community.
May this map find its way to equity for all communities.

Thank you for your consideration,

10/15/2021 15:27:27

jb

Jasmin Niku
-Jasmin Niku
jniku13@gmail.com
(###-####
Redistricting Commissioners,
My name is Jeff Belmont and I am a lifelong resident of North Hills East. I sent an email earlier this week including over 40 public comment cards that I gathered from community members who cannot easily submit an
electronic comment. Today, I am including additional comment cards that I gathered.
North Hills is a community that is already split into 3 areas and represented by three Councilmembers. Therefore, we have historically been neglected and seen an underinvestment in our community. In the last 4 years,
we have worked closely with our Councilmember and seen positive and important projects materialized and we do not want to take a step back. Proposed map K2.5 maintains the district neighborhoods that have much
in common together, however, it eliminates a critical block Rayen St. where North Valley Caring Services is located and that our Mission Mile project includes. Please keep North Hills east intact and extend it in your
proposed district boundaries all the way to Rayen St.
Thank you,
Jeff Belmont North Hills resident Phone # ###-####

Date
10/15/2021 15:45:11

Name
Dominique Genest

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission,

My name is Dominique Genest and I live in the 600-700 N. block of La Jolla
Avenue. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you
made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.

I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community. Unifying the area along Melrose under one Council District is
the right decision. However, the Melrose district should also be unified
with the rest of its community of interest, which is the Fairfax area,
Hancock Park, Carthay, Park La Brea, Beverly Grove and its other
surrounding neighborhoods.

Please move the Melrose district back into CD5 where it belongs. The
general public is better served that way.

Thank you,
Dominique Genest
600-700 N. La Jolla Avenue

Date
10/15/2021 15:53:11

Name
Joyce Fletcher

Testiony
The RedistrictingCommission

Sent viaemail: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org

Executive Director:FrankCardenas
DeputyDirector:Arianna Bankler-Jukes

frank.cardenas@lacity.org
arianna.jukes@lacity.org

RE:Redistricting – Woodland Hills, California
TheBoard of the Woodland Hills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council (WHWCNC) met ata publicly held Board Meeting on October 13, 2021. The Board voted to approvethe (2) attached motions, the letter and the
detailed report which contains theentire WHWCNC approved motion and Stakeholder Map 57666.
TheBoard strongly opposes any plan or map that divides and separates WoodlandHills.
The WHWCNCBoard supports “Using Stakeholder Map 57666” submitted to the Commission
The WHWCNC Board is“Against Using Redistricting Commission Proposed Map K 2.5”
The WHWCNC Board is“Against Using Redistricting Commission Proposed Map L”
Themotions and vote are as follows. Also see attached documents.

Thankyou for your help with this matter.

Bestregards,
WoodlandHills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council
JoyceFletcher, President

Cc:

CouncilmemberBob Blumenfield and TriciaRobbins, Councilmember Bob Blumenfield

Commissioners: Fred Ali, David Hyun,Sonja F. Diaz, Richard Polanco, Denis Cagna,Richard Katz, Jackie Goldberg, Rocky
Delgadillo, Valerie Lynne Shaw, Migual Martinez, Rev. Edward L. Anderson,
Michele Prichard, Natalie Friedberg, Nam Le,
Ellisa Barrett, Maria Brenes, CharisseBremond Weaver, Hon. Carlos R. Moreno, Rachel Torres, Wendy Mitchell, Tammy
Membreno

SENT VIA EMAIL ONLY
Email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org and ExecutiveDirector | Frank Cardenas | Email: frank.cardenas@lacity.org and CouncilmemberBlumenfield bob.blumenfield@lacity,org
LOSANGELES CITY COUNCILREDISTRICTING COMMISSION
CouncilFile: 20-0668
RE:Woodland Hills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council Recommendation
On October 13, 2021 the board of the WoodlandHills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council approved this letter to be sent to theLos Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission to oppose any redistricting planor
map which divides Woodland Hills in to two separate Council districts whichwill greatly affect Neighborhood Council overall interaction and recommendationwith the City of Los Angeles on matters that affect Woodland
Hills as a whole,as the WHWCNC will have to advise and seek action from two different counciloffices on matters that affect all stakeholders in Woodland Hills such astraffic, safety, homelessness, environmental
concerns, Ventura Blvd. upgradesand development projects.
Themassive development of Warner Center, which sits in the center of WoodlandHills is an issue that affects all residents of Woodland Hills and needsundivided Councilmember attention and resources, as the
development of WarnerCenter affects many things including the 101 Freeway off/on ramps, neighborhoodstreets and intersections, infrastructure concerns, the bases of our localeconomy and environmental and safety
issues. Multiple councilmembers who may ormay not agree on these issues or fully understand the Warner Center SpecificPlan and the affected neighbors/neighborhoods will be disastrous for WoodlandHills as a
whole.
VenturaBlvd., the main street of Woodland Hills can’t be effectively divided inWoodland Hills.
Smallbusinesses are the heart of Woodland Hills and won’t survive division betweenpossible opposing Council members with different agendas who may or not supportthe current low density on Ventura Blvd and the
protection of small businessand mom and pop businesses.
WoodlandHills residents should not be divided. We have always been united in our loveof Woodland Hills and for all our neighborhoods and neighbors. Creatingarbitrary borders, division and separation among our
residents pulls apart ourneighbors and neighborhoods creating invisible fences that divides anddiminishes the strength of our united voice.
WoodlandHills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council
JoyceFletcher, President j.fletcher@whcouncil.org
October13, 2021 - Vote of the Board: Yes 17
No1

Abstain 0

Ineligible 1

Date
10/15/2021 16:00:04

Name
Paula Yerman

10/15/2021 16:02:48

James Wolf

10/15/2021 16:02:58

Ben Handzo

10/15/2021 16:11:42

Maria Sosyan

Testiony
I'd like you to combine the small area (about 1700 residents) from Cochran
Avenue to La Brea Avenue and from Olympic Blvd to San Vicente Blvd
together with the rest of the Miracle Mile HPOZ whose borders are from
Fairfax to La Brea Avenue and from Wilshire to San Vicente Blvd which under
Plan K2.5 Amendment #1 is placed in District 5 together with other HPOZs in
the greater Wilshire area. This will enable the Miracle Mile Residential
Association to deal with only
one City Councilperson/staff (instead of two) in implementing changes to
improve the Miracle Mile community of some 16,000 residents, of which
approximately 65% are renters.
Thanks,
Paula Yerman
Board Member Miracle Mile Residential Association
Dear Honorable Commissioners,Please allow me to start by thanking you for all the Commission’s hard work. My family and I have lived in Hancock Park since 1983. I am a past President of the Hancock Park
Homeowners Association, est. 1948 and former GWNC Vice President, so obviously, we are part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council both in body and mind. I encourage your continued support for Plan K2.5,
Amendment 1 with is believed to be in the best interest for our local and diverse community. We remain together and with our neighborhoods to the west of Hancock Park. I have read about the divisive politically
motivated testimony by some at last Wednesday's hearing. United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard
work. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.Thanking you in
advance for your deliberations and favorable outcome for Hancock Park as represented in the Plan K2.5, Amendment 1 Respectfully,James Wolf and family
I'm a resident of Wilshire Park in Council District 4, and I do not support
the proposed map, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts
it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out
70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable.
I live in Los Angeles because i love the diversity of people who are part
of this city. Removing my neighborhood from CD4 and putting it with CD5
creates a district that doesn't actually represent my part of Los Angeles.
*Please Keep GWNC with Mid City and Koreatown!*
Hello,
I hope this message finds you well. I'm writing to you on behalf of the
NoHo Neighborhood Council. We would like to request 2 minutes during
tomorrow’s Public Comment period to provide verbal feedback about draft map
K 2.5.
Please let me know if you can accommodate this request.
Thank you,
Maria Sosyan

10/15/2021 16:17:37

mark meyerson

-Maria Sosyan
President | District 1 At-Large Representative
*NoHo Neighborhood Council*
for NoHo NC related inquiries: mariasosyan@nohonc.org
p: (###-####
Hi - I’m a resident of CD13 and I’m emailing to voice my concerns about
dividing Beverly Blvd between two council districts and pushing all the
Latino shop owners on Beverly into a Korean district. I understand the idea
to keep Koreatown together but north of 3rd street is entirely Latino not
Korean. Pushing our Latino residents into a new district takes away their
power to have their needs met especially around Beverly Blvd which is a
dangerous street that cars race down. The entire south side of Beverly east
of Normandy is Latino.
Please keep the original border at 3rd street so that the Latino residents
can work safely on Beverly and have their needs met alongside the vendors
at the metro at Vermont and Beverly.
Thank you,
Mark Meyerson
###-####

Date
10/15/2021 16:19:58

Name
Jeany Choi

Testiony
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission:

My name is Jean Choi and I serve as Operations and Program Manager at the
Korean American Coalition (KAC).
I wanted to thank the Commission for your continued efforts of keeping
Koreatown whole in one district in this complicated process.
The DRAFT Map K2.5 serves the purpose of unifying the Koreatown community
under one council district, and *I want to urge the Commission to maintain
the Koreatown boundaries adopted within this map*.* Please do not take away
from the boundaries of Koreatown as presented. *
We ask the Commission to continue to heed our voices, keep Koreatown
borders as reflected in K 2.5 in one district by honoring the census data
and our testimonies in the final map.

Thank you once again.

Best regards,

10/15/2021 16:51:46

Patricia Carroll

10/15/2021 17:05:00

sfunsten@aol.com

Jeany Choi
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you all for your hard work.It has been fascinating watching your process.
I live in St. Andrews Square, the Eastern Border of the Greater Wilshire NC between Beverly and Third Streets.I represent my area along with Ridgewood Wilton on the GWNC (though I am writing as an individual) and
I am on the Board of the St. Andrews Square Neighborhood Association (SASNA). I am also a long time resident of St Andrews Square. My parents bought their first home here in the early 50's. My grandparents and
Aunts and Uncles lived here. I love our historic neighborhood.
Thank you for Plan K2.5 Amendment 1. Please be sure to include the Eastern side of Manhattan Place when you redraw your next amendment. The boundary of the GWNC is the alley behind Western Ave.This
boundary is so important to us for many reasons, but also because it keeps St. Brendan's School and Church united . We are hoping the separation was a map drawing oversight. Changing this keeps us right where
we belong. Together with the GWNC...and united with our COI neighbors to the West. - with whom we share schools, historic neighborhoods, parks, churches and synagogues. . Thank you again for honoring our
request by placing all of us in Council District 5 where we can receive focused attention and services.It is so important that the Commission will not be distracted by organized political interference aimed at derailing or
delegitimizing your efforts.
You have been doing an amazing job and I thank you!
Kind regards, Patricia CarrollSt. Andrews Square
Dear All:Thanks for all your ( the Commission’s) hard work.
I live in Hancock Park, we are park of the part of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. We remain together and with our neighborhoods to the west. United with my
neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s work. I also very much appreciate the Commission’s
adherence to the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully, Susana and Peter Funsten333 So. McCadden Place

Date
10/15/2021 17:06:34

Name
Brooke Wirtschafter

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for service to the people of the City of Los Angeles in this vital role that is the foundation of our local democracy. I waited over two hours at Wednesday's commission meeting, but I did not get a chance to
give public comment. I sincerely hope you will read this email and the many hundreds of others you receive with equal weight alongside those public comments, which require a time commitment that most people
simply cannot make.
I'm writing to you today to express my serious concern over map K 2.5, especially the two district 2-4s, and what that change means for the people of this city. There is a narrative being promoted by some that the
Jewish community of Los Angeles desires to be consolidated into two districts, 5 and 3. As a community organizer in the Jewish community, I would like to share with you that this view is not universally held by civically
engaged Jews. Many Jewish community members were part of a wave of activism that just elected a new councilmember to the existing CD 4. I am disheartened to see that the proposed map would disenfranchise
many CD 4 residents. As a Jewish resident of LA who believes in a free and fair democracy, I urge you to keep CD 4 as intact as possible. The Jewish community, while a small minority, is diverse and contains multiple
interests in civic life. This map would ensure that the wealthier homeowners within our community have the maximum ability to choose two representatives, while dispersing the votes and voices of younger and less
affluent Jews.
The current proposed map from the Redistricting Commission would remove half a million Angelenos from the districts of councilmembers whom they elected to represent them just ten months ago, using an
undemocratic process to deny an enormous number of voters the representation they chose. This map forces either CM Raman or CM Krekorian to lose 100 percent of their current district, and all of the folks who voted
for them ten months ago. 100% of the working-class, heavily Latinx part of the West Valley that one of these CMs would be shifted to would also lose their current CM, to be replaced by Raman or Krekorian.
This map would also create a deeply segregated district in CD 3, a district that would be 70 % white in a city that is the most diverse in the country. While supported by some powerful and often reactionary homeowners'
associations, this map is strongly objected to by tenants' organizations, like the Park La Brea Residents Association and ACCE.
I urge you to restore the existing CD 4 to the greatest extent possible.
Sincerely,
Brooke Wirtschafter
[cid:image001.png@01D7C1E7.7F679560]
Brooke Wirtschafter (She/Her)
Director of Community Organizing, IKAR
brooke@ikar.org<mailto:jess@ikar.org
M: ###-####
Office/Mailing: 1737 S. La Cienega Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90035
Find a time to meet with me on my calendar<https://calendly.com/ikar-brooke/30.
Calendar<http://www.ikar.org/calendar + Newsletter<https://ikar.org/email-list/ + Join/Renew<https://ikar.org/join/
[https://lh5.googleusercontent.com/GWJus24XO-7u0xeqi6k62wx3cLafNySi0Dd5bHOwquqyFn0CrnpQeGJ0SdSfz5hGKFiFFGkxi7HznGVCu4TaY4iiHT2uV89yLOqZ7Tcu-MAKZU9BG-z4uERw7ROLXqvanGJ_9cRJ]
<https://www.facebook.com/IKARLosAngeles [https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/7rTYUtxgyKN2_AX_mXLZYcT6eLKJY6jtv3s8cSqoasTZIdDikspUGvdrRVOkkBDDX2h1iZ_q2_G0I17onqtUOg8jlpovcufxPhlqaXOIclIyJpb2zT7CdX7PhQSvvVJzTIXT5dT] <https://twitter.com/IKAR_LA [https://lh3.googleusercontent.
com/nzC6AWbVPr2WBUsDD5h5vt7jpi6z5I0TDF_Ud3Gy-7qMEZDJNRqHOxukLDI-MgszersdGbLghOU7xQqU7tzWVBIsc4NxEuhjmm5TVTtZ-zazvz2U_7COC_-Hn127Kuu_xwNOP200] <https://www.instagram.
com/ikar_losangeles/ [https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/BBg1AfQ-tNG9WO12iANvGQw2kL91p7oFNgiYCZg1Hz44Nz8fIXXoeoznpxoC9HiSQLaM8s4LIIXfcsNB8sIwtZtCVlHLSayyGOxJkzwbapSNSJjz5c81EwDPW5L0X_zhuyP6s3Z] <https://www.youtube.com/channel/UC_yOC3DuER6h5cJMDnUQLBw

Date
10/15/2021 17:07:51

Name
Everett Wise

Testiony
Commissioners,
My name is Everett Wise, and I am a resident and homeowner in Melrose Village. I am writing to you today to express that you all have made a tremendous mistake in annexing Melrose Ave and the adjacent blocks
into the spalling DC13.
I greatly appreciate your efforts to discuss the Melrose reunification; however, I feel that you have misunderstood and wrongly advocated the request of our community.
I am proud to see that you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district belong in a single city council district; however, I emphatically oppose the Melrose being annexed to Council District 13 and strongly
recommend that you leave Melrose unified in Council District 5.
I am taking the time to compose this email to elucidate some of the complexities of the Melrose District that you have either overlooked, undervalued, or disregarded. Like other cultural and historic neighborhoods
throughout Los Angeles, Melrose Village is distinct in its character and its problems. Moreover, over the past two years, I have witnessed this neighborhood struggle with an local economic crisis, rising gun and knife
violence, staggering homeless encampments, increased residential break-ins, and targeted harassment and violence. Living through all of this has made me realize how important it is that we try to build a better
community here in Melrose. One of the steps in doing this is making sure that our district level representation stays with CD5.

If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid-City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council
does.
2. Combating the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct,
coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising
would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall
district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of anti-Semitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid-City and very little in common with East L.A. As the city begins its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid- City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.

Thank you,
Everett Wise
700 Alta Vista Blvd

10/15/2021 17:17:47

Gloria Spungin

90046
I want to thank the Commission for all your hard work. I am a resident of Hancock Park and strongly support the Plan K2.5 Amendment and appreciate that the Commission is following the census data and listening to
the concerns and voices of the community. Again, thank you for work and placing us in Council District 5, where we belong!
Sincerely,
Gloria Spungin Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/15/2021 17:27:46

Name
Susan Du Brin

Testiony
West Valley Medical Partners LLC (West Valley Medical Center located at 5353 - 5363 Balboa Blvd., Encino, CA), approves the K2.5 map.
Thank you.
Susan Du Brin

10/15/2021 17:29:51

Alan Bernstein

Susan Du Brin
Ethan Christopher, LLC
Vice President
Director of Property Management
5363 Balboa Blvd., Suite 227
Encino, CA 91316
Office: (###-#### x 5
Cell: (###-####
Fax: (###-####
sdubrin@ethanchristopher.com
I support plan K2-5 which puts Hancock park in our community of interest in CD 5. This was an appropriate and wise decision from the commission and it is the plan which the council must adapt. The arguments
against this map reflect the political interests of some Councilmembers. That is not a valid criteria for map decision making.
Hancock Park looks forward to joining with its community of interest in CD 5.

10/15/2021 18:00:54

Marcia Lewis Smith

Sincerely,
Alan Bernstein
Rimpau Blvd. Hancock Park
Thank you for taking the time to listen and understand what the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont/Hazen to Briarcrest district has been saying. We are a community of interest with CD5 and you've taken the time to
make that right.
You have a very difficult task and while not everyone is going to come away happy, it is clear from having watched almost all of the meetings for the past weeks, you are working hard to keep neighborhoods and
communities of interest together.
As this map moves forward, please, please do not forget why you made this adjustment to CD5. It was the right thing to do and remains so.

10/15/2021 18:11:50

Gmail

Best regards,
Marcia Smith
Meredith Place
To the redistricting committee:
I am emailing about Map K2.5 which divides Beverly between two council districts. This makes no sense. Beverly is Latino, not Korean esp east of Normandy. Dividing the street and pushing half into Koreatown will
hijack the Latino shop owners who dominate both sides of the street esp Kenmore and Beverly.
The boundary should stay north of 3rd as it originally was and not create a Koreatown north of 3rd when there are few Korean residents in this area. Our neighbors are all Latino. ,
Plus Beverly is a dangerous street and needs to be in one district as cars race down the street making it dangerous for bikers and the Latino vendors who sell food on the streets at Beverly and Kenmore on the south
side of the street.
Thank you
Christian
First and Kenmore
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/15/2021 18:14:58

Name
Dominic Pietrangelo

Testiony
To the redistricting committee:
I am voicing my concerns over dividing Beverly Blvd into two districts and
pushing the latino community who lives in the area and runs the shops
on Beverly into “Koreatown”. All the apartments north of 3rd are Latino not
Korean. Dividing this by only a few streets would greatly impact the Latino
tenants who currently are in CD13.
I strongly advocate keeping the border at 3rd east of Normandy to Vermont
as there are street vendors who are Latino and will get lost when these
streets are redistricted into “Koreatown”
Thank you,
Dominic
-Dominic Pietrangelo
REAL ESTATE AGENT
###-####
DRE ####-####
dominic@landonpacific.com
*landonpacific.com* <https://landonpacific.com/
<https://landonpacific.com/

10/15/2021 18:15:01

10/15/2021 18:16:35

Claudia Sloan

Isack Fadlon

“I have not verified any of the information contained in those documents
that were prepared by other people. You will never receive wire
instructions or changes to previously provided wire instructions from
myself or my team. NEVER WIRE FUNDS PRIOR TO CALLING THE ESCROW OFFICER AT
THE PHONE NUMBER PREVIOUSLY PROVIDED TO YOU."
Thank you so much for for including Franklin Canyon, Coldwater and Bowmont, Hazen to Briarcrest in CD 5. We really appreciate it. And we really appreciate all of you for your hard work. I don’t think you realize how
much it means to us.
Thank you, again,
Claudia Sloan
Hello Commissioners,
I write to you today as a member of the Mid City West Neighborhood
Council. We are one of the largest Neighborhood Council’s in Los Angeles
and thanks to the hard work we do to better our community, we have one of
the highest voter turn outs.
That work would be severely undermined if you were to split us across two
City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our
concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out *more* of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and
share little in common with.
We have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid
City West is districted under a singular council office. Please respect
this request, and the countless testimony given to us by stakeholders, and
reunite the Melrose District with the rest of Mid City West under Council
District 5.
Thank you,
Isack Fadlon
Board Member, Mid City West Neighborhood Council

Date
10/15/2021 18:20:53

Name
Larry

Testiony
I have lived at 6158 Oakwood Ave in Hancock Park since 1987. Many things in our neighborhood have changed, many have not. Some for the better, some not.
Certainly, the population and voters in our District 4 is more diverse, geographically, ethnically, racially, and economically. It is unreasonable to assume that a single City Council person can adequately and fairly
represent all of the included constituencies and competing factions.
This is a once in a decade opportunity to realign our boundaries to fit this reality and permit our Council members the opportunity to better represent common interests within their District.
Hancock Park has more in common with District 5 to the west, than the adjacent areas to the north and east.
Please act accordingly

Lawrence D. Spungin
6158 Oakwood Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90004
###-####

10/15/2021 18:23:39

Isack Fadlon

LDS
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Isack Fadlon and I am a longtime stakeholder in the Melrose area. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s
placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council
does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct,
coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising
would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall
district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Isack Fadlon
7###-#### & 7100 blocks of Melrose Avenue
90046

Date
10/15/2021 18:32:43

Name
Carmela Fadlon

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Carmela Fadlon and I am a longtime resident in the Melrose
area. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you
made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.
*While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping
district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it
joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified
in Council District 5.*
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together.
Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose
residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move
the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. *You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council*, a group of
volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific
concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of
comradely amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has
one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils
and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to
work with an additional council office where they make up a very small
minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. *Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult.* The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime
rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with
numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood
Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and
deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not
only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in
duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread between two
council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional
council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood
represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. *A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off
from the rest of the Jewish community.* This will drown out the voices of
an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered
in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los
Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the Jewish
People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the
historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The
Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish cultural
institutions.
4.* Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and
very little in common with East LA. * As the city beings its rezoning
process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated
into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay,
and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. *The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored.* Beyond the
specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the
residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying
will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area
will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but
dissimilar from the Melrose area.
*Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance
population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as
zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.*
Thank you,
Carmela Fadlon
700 block of Curson Avenue (Melrose)
90046

Date
10/15/2021 18:40:51

Name
David Donley

10/15/2021 19:16:23

janeen pedersen

10/15/2021 19:25:20

Amy Adelson

10/15/2021 19:59:24

Tomi More

10/15/2021 20:01:33

Tomi Sher

Testiony
Thank you Commissioners for all of your hard work. My name is David Donley. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council Community of Interest. Thank you for Plan
K2.5, Amendment 1. HOWEVER: I would like to request that the small finger of CD10, between: West 6th St on the north, West 7th St on the south and South Wilton Place on the east, REMAIN included in CD5. This
will assure that Wilshire Park remains intact.
I appreciate that the Commission continues to follow census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations. I stand united
with my neighbors in that I reject the critical, divisive, politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work.
Respectfully, David
David Donley
cell/text ###-####
daviddonley213@gmail.com
I am a stakeholder in CD3
WE do not want to leave CD 3. We voted for our district, we work in our district and have
been part of the community and have invested in our district.
Stop this now
Janeen Pedersen
7333 Sylvia av
Reseda, 91335
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:As a representative of the Bowmont-Hazen-Briarcrest Coalition and a resident of the Coldwater Canyon District, I am writing to thank you and to express our enthusiastic
support of the Map K2.5 Amendment that extends the boundaries of CD5 to the Coldwater District and Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest. We understand the difficulty of your task, and we are very grateful to you for
hearing our plea and placing us in CD5 with hillside neighborhoods to the west that share the same concerns and public safety issues and that require the same specialized knowledge from our representatives.
Again, many many thanks for your responsiveness. We passionately support this amendment.
Amy Adelson
amyadelson1@aol.com
Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Neighborhood Coalition
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Ridgewood Wilton, part of the part of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. Please include the Eastern side of Manhattan
Place in the revised map so the neighborhoods that share a community of interest are togeher United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I
reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the
voices of the people in its determinations. Please look after us. This is what the neighborhood wants. Please.
Respectfully, Tomi and Paul More
Sent from my iPhone
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Ridgewood Wilton, part of the part of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. Please include the Eastern side of Manhattan
Place in the revised map so the neighborhoods that share a community of interest are togeher United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing.
I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the
voices of the people in its determinations.
Best,
Ms. Hurtado Sher

10/15/2021 20:06:17

Tomi Hurtado More

10/15/2021 20:12:11

Thomas Whalley

10/15/2021 20:13:28

Paul More

Sent from my iPhone
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Ridgewood Wilton, part of the part of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. Please include the Eastern side of Manhattan
Place in the revised map so the neighborhoods that share a community of interest are togeher United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I
reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the
voices of the people in its determinations. Respectfully,
Ms. Sher
Sent from my iPhone
Thank you foe your support on bringing Hazen Dr into CD5. I appreciate how difficult your job can be, but you have done the right thing. Thank you for making the future quality of my family life better . Tom Whalley
9228 Hazen Dr
Sent from my iPhone
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Ridgewood Wilton,
part of the part of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for
Plan K2.5, Amendment 1.
Please include the Eastern side of Manhattan Place in the revised map so
the neighborhoods that share a community of interest are togeher United
with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony
given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone
toward the Commission’s hard work.
I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voices of the people in its determinations. Respectfully, Paul More.
-- __
Ⓜ

Date
10/15/2021 20:33:21

Name
Stacy Klines

10/15/2021 20:34:45

jay marks

10/15/2021 20:34:51

Fiona Kennedy

10/15/2021 20:35:26

"Gladys & Mike"

10/15/2021 20:36:02

TODD GOODRICH

10/15/2021 21:34:59

"ldc97@aol.com"

Testiony
for redistricting our area (Bowmont/Hazen) to include us in CD 5.
We all understand that your job is not easy and we appreciate you
hearing our concerns.
Thank you for all you do,
Stacy Klines
2400 Bowmont Dr.
Sent from Stacy's iPad
To the Redistricting Commission:
As residents of the Oaks neighborhood, our area has always been within one
council district so communication was direct and easy. The Oaks have shared
similar issues and problems, and there is a strong sense of collaboration in
working together to solve them. Why would the Oaks be divided? Also why
would half of the Oaks be severed from the Los Feliz community??
Historically the whole area was thought of as the Los Feliz Oaks.
We request that you keep Griffith Park in our district. The Oaks and Loz
Feliz have a strong connection to Griffith Park as supporters and activists
to preserve the park and support improvements in safety and public access.
Please keep our community of the Oaks, Los Feliz and Griffith Park as part
of one council district as it has always been. We have an impressive
history of shared interests, neighborhood activism, and holding community
activities open to all.
Sincerely,
Marilyn and Jay Marks
Dear Redistricting Commissioners
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map
includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3
under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other
communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland
Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved
fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City
population. Thank you.
-- *Fiona Kennedy*
*Executive Producer*
c: ###-####
fiona.kennedy1@gmail.com
This e-mail and any attachments are strictly confidential and exclusively
intended for the addressee(s). If you are not the addressee or have
received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender and delete it and
any attachments from your system. Any use, dissemination, distribution or
reproduction of this message by unintended recipients is not authorized and
may be unlawful. All rights reserved.
Greetings. Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. We appreciate all the tireless efforts being made with regard to this endeavor. My husband and I live in Hancock Park, and we are park of the part of Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. We thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. We remain together with our neighborhoods to the west. United with my neighbors, we wholeheartedly reject the
divisive and politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. We reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. We appreciate the Commission’s following the census data,
voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations. Respectfully,
Gladys & Michael Sandoval
Sent from my iPad
Dear Redistricting Commissioners
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map
includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3
under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other
communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland
Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved
fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City
population.
Thank you.
Todd Goodrich
c: *###-####*
Greetings:
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives
the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Thank you,
Lee Charnelle

Date
10/15/2021 21:48:25

Name
Latora Green

Testiony
Hello,
I have been listening to some of the redistricting calls and I am very concerned that many of you are listening to the Sherman Oaks residents that are bitter, complain and only want to recall Nithya Raman as they feel
that she is allowing our city to turn into Skid Row. I can assure you, that I, and MANY residents of Sherman Oaks feel supported and heard when it comes to our many initiatives for social justice and building up
communities.
We hold a daily protest on Sepulveda Blvd/Ventura Blvd which is currently on day 503. We have been protesting and bringing awareness to our community to bring change, hope and let people know that Black Lives
Matter. We do other initiatives such as Back To School Giveaways, Feed the unhoused, distribute hygiene kits, work with schools throughout the city of LA and much more. I assure you that majority of the residents in
Sherman Oaks want to stay in CD4. Many are not able to call to voice their concerns, but rest assured, we want to stay in CD4. Sherman Oaks has common interest with Studio City, North Hollywood and Hollywood.
We do NOT want to be with Encino, Tarzana and Woodland Hills as we have absolutely no common interest with those cities.
We need to feel supported and heard! Please keep Sherman Oaks (91403) with CD4!!!
Please note that the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association and the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council do not represent nor speak for majority of the residents in Sherman Oaks.
Thank you,

10/15/2021 21:58:42

Lena A

10/15/2021 22:24:16

Debbie Skilken

10/15/2021 22:26:56

Mitzi Spallas

10/15/2021 22:52:52

Beth Corets

Latora Green
The Valley of Change
Executive Director
Dear Commissioners, My name is Lena Ayvazian and I am a resident of five (“5”) years in Canoga Park under current council district 3. I want to thank you all for your time in serving on the City's redistricting
commission. I appreciate the challenge of the task ahead of you and can not thank you enough for reconsidering stakeholder map #57666 as it best reflects our collective opinions while taking account of all the
variables that affect your recommendation. I am attaching in this email map #57666 along with a letter written by the Woodland Hills Homeowners Organization) (WHHO) that I support the residents of Canoga Park.
Again, thank you for your time and your service to our communities. Lena Ayvazian 10/15/2021
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Deborah Skilken and I have been a resident of Canoga Park for 34 years and under current council district 3 since 2013 when Bob Blumenfield took office. Blumenfield and his team are strongly connected
and have invested years of service to Canoga Park. I want to thank you all for your time serving on the City's redistricting commission. We appreciate the challenge of the task ahead of you and cannot thank you
enough for reconsidering stakeholder map #57666 as it best reflects our collective opinions while taking account of all the variables that affect your recommendation.
I am attaching in this email map #57666 along with a letter written by the Woodland Hills Homeowners Organization (WHHO) that I support as a resident of Canoga Park.
Again, thank you for time and your service to our communities.
Deborah Skilken
10-15-2021
Hello:
I’m emailing to express my concern about dividing Beverly Blvd between two Council districts in an attempt to include north of 3rd Street, between Normandy and Vermont in Koreatown. As a long time resident of this
area who bikes everywhere, it is a grave mistake to both divide Beverly Blvd and include it in Koreatown when the majority of the residents north of 3rd street are Latino not Korean
If this community gets pushed into Koreatown their needs will be lost. Moreover, Beverly Blvd requires attention in order to keep the Latino shop owners safe from speeding cars (me too as a bike rider on Beverly Blvd).
We believe that Beverly Blvd., especially east of Normandy and around the metro, is a Latino district and not part of Koreatown. Please keep the original boundary at 3rd or 2nd Street for Council District 13 (if the wish
is to keep 3rd Street intact). There IS a community of Latino vendors on 3rd and Kenmore…this area is not Korean, it is Latino and not recognizing that, is not good for the constituents. Thank you.
Mitzi Spallas
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I arrived in Los Angeles in 1991 and have been a resident of Hancock Park since 1999.
I have lived on Lillian Way and on Wilcox, and presently serve as my street's block captain. I support the Hancock Park Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map
includes all of Hancock Park, GWNC and communities of interest to the west together in CD5! These communities share historical designations, religious affiliations and institutions, similar zoning issues, as well as
numerous parks.
Thank you for all your work and your diligence in ensuring this process is data-driven and not politically gerrymandered.
Best,
Beth
BETH A. CORETS, ESQ.
CEO & FOUNDER
BACOR, INC. | 137 N. LARCHMONT BLVD. #219 | LOS ANGELES, CA 90004
C (###-#### | O (###-#### | F (###-####
HANDBAGHANDCUFF.COM <https://www.handbaghandcuff.com/ | FACEBOOK <https://www.facebook.com/HandbagHandcuff | INSTAGRAM <https://www.instagram.com/handbaghandcuff/

Date
10/15/2021 23:46:23

Name
YAIR GREENBERG

10/16/2021 0:26:36

sheri gasche

10/16/2021 2:00:32

Ernest and Tan-Lee

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Yair Greenberg and I am a business owner in Canoga Park for over
40 years and employing 36 wonderful employees and under
current council district 3 .
I would like to thank you all for your time serving on the city
redistricting commission
and appreciate the challenges of the task ahead of you.
PLEASE RECONSIDER STAKEHOLDER MAP #57666 as it is the best to reflect our
collective opinions while taking into account all the variables that affect
your recommendation.
We support Map #57666.
Thank you for your service and your time .
Yair Greenberg
October-15-2021

With My Best Regards,
Yair (Jerry)Greenberg
Founder & CEO
YAFA BRANDS
21306 Gault Street
Canoga Park,California 91303 USA
Tel +1+###-####
Mobile+1+###-####
www.yafa <http://www.yafa.combrands.com
Creating New Ideas From The Inside Out TM.
[image: Facebook] <http://www.facebook.com/monteverdepens[image: Twitter]
<http://www.twitter.com/monteverdepens[image: YouTube Channel]
<http://www.youtube.com/monteverdepens[image: Yafa.com]
<http://www.yafa.com/
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work - I have sat in on most of the meetings and am aware of the challenges. I live in SOHO, part of Greater Wilshire - Barton Ave is part of our SOHO neighborhood Association
and am hoping that the south side of it can be included in this plan (there are sturdios and businesses with different interests from residents on the north side). Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. Greater Wilshire
remains together, and with our neighborhoods to the west, in District 5. United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive
tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its
determinations. Respectfully, Sheri Gasche
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
We had a signature drive at Cathay Manor (600 N. Broadway, LA 90012) and
the surrounding apartments and small business owners and workers, collected
246 signatures (signature records attached). All are urging the
commissioners to consider keeping the section of Hill St/Caesar
Chavez/Ord/Alameda in City Council District 1 thus keeping Chinatown whole.
Thank you very much for your consideration.
Regards,
Ernest Lee
Vice President
Chinese Consolidated Benevolent Association (CCBA)
Cathay Manor and Surrouding Signature Drive Rec...
<https://drive.google.com/file/d/1yBFbIIDdcVkw4MxQ33RdM_V4jbwOwusV/view?usp=drive_web

Date
10/16/2021 2:13:35

Name
Susan Craig
Winsberg

Testiony
Members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,

Franklin Corridor Communities is a group of residents living in the various
neighborhoods along and around Franklin Avenue in Los Angeles.
We are writing to express our strong conviction that the Hollywood Hills
communities between Laurel Canyon and Griffith Park should remain in the
same council district. These communities were all established around the
same time, they all grew out of the film and music industries that are
central to Hollywood’s history, they’re all directly impacted by what
happens in Hollywood’s commercial districts, and they all share similar
environmental concerns related to the urban forest and wildlife
communities. We urge you to keep these communities in a single council
district.

Thank you for your time.

Susan Winsberg, President

10/16/2021 2:20:44

Jeanette Dunn

Franklin Corridor Communities
The prospect of no longer being part of the West Valley's Council District
3 is disheartening.
A district is much more than an assembly of people who elect a
councilperson to represent them. It is a collection of cultural and
economic assets that enrich the community and sustain it.
I think most of the cultural and economic assets in our existing District
3, such as Pierce College and Warner Center, are being gerrymandered away
from us and awarded to a new District 3.
Currently, the Canoga Park, Winnetka and Reseda areas are part of a
vibrant, diverse district that includes wealthy, middle class, lower middle
class and poor people. It is a combination that uplifts the whole district.
Separating people into rich areas in the hills (new District 3) and into a
district 4-or-2 with wide swaths of poor people does nothing to uplift
people and make their lives better. The building blocks are simply not
there.
Please keep Canoga Park, Winnetka and Reseda as part of a vibrant, diverse
District 3.
Sincerely,
Jeanette Dunn

Date
10/16/2021 5:35:23

Name
Melissa Algaze

Testiony
Hello Commissioners,
I write to you today as a member of the Mid City West Neighborhood
Council. We are one of the largest Neighborhood Council’s in Los Angeles
and thanks to the hard work we do to better our community, we have one of
the highest voter turnouts.
That work would be severely undermined if you were to split us across two
City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our
concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out *more* of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and
share little in common with.
We have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid
City West is restricted under a singular council office. Please respect
this request, and the countless testimony given to us by stakeholders, and
reunite the Melrose District with the rest of Mid City West under Council
District 5.
Thank you,
-*Melissa Algaze*
Mid City West Neighborhood Council
At Large Representative
Board Secretary
Outreach and Civic Engagement Committee Member

Date
10/16/2021 5:56:47

Name
Melissa Algaze

Testiony
Commissioners,
My name is *MELISSA ALGAZE *and I live in the* BEVERLY GROVE.* I’m writing
to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most
recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.
*While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping
district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose Melrose
joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified
in Council District 5.*
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together.
Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose
residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move
the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. *You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council*, a group of
volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific
concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of
comradely amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has
one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils
and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to
work with an additional council office where they make up a very small
minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. *Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult.* The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime
rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with
numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood
Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and
deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not
only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in
duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread between two
council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional
council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood
represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. *A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off
from the rest of the Jewish community.* This will drown out the voices of
an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered
in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los
Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the Jewish
People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the
historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The
Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish cultural
institutions.
4.* Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and
very little in common with East LA. * As the city begins its rezoning
process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated
into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay,
and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. *The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored.* Beyond the
specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the
residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying
will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area
will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but
dissimilar from the Melrose area.
*Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance
population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as
zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.*
Thank you,
*Melissa Algaze*
*116 N. Wetherly Drive #301*
*Los Angeles, CA 90048*
--

Date
10/16/2021 6:25:21

Name
Diane Fine

10/16/2021 6:46:03

KATIE LABARGE

10/16/2021 7:08:24

Anita Goldbaum

10/16/2021 7:14:33

Michael Gazin

10/16/2021 7:17:10

Fonda Berosini

Testiony
Thank you for all the hard work the Commission has been doing on this issue. I live in Ridgewood Wilton, part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. Please include the
Eastern side of Manhattan Place in the revised map so the neighborhoods that share a community of interest remain together. United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive, politically motivated testimony given by
some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations. Respectfully, Diane Fine
Owner, 132 S. Wilton Pl.
LA, CA 90004
dfine12@me.com
Sent from my ℹ☎
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Ridgewood Wilton, part of the part of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. Please include the Eastern side of Manhattan
Place in the revised map so the neighborhoods that share a community of interest are togeher United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I
reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the
voices of the people in its determinations. Respectfully,
Katie Grosvenor
112 South Wilton Place
To the Redistricting Commission Members,
First a BIG “Thank You” for your dedication, time, and patience during this process of redistricting Los Angeles and the diverse population who make up the communities and neighborhoods. I have written before and
am writing again to voice my point of view of the need to keep the San Fernando Valley communities joined geographically. I 100% support the map K2.5 which gives the Valley its share of districts that is critical as a
voice of the residents. There have been rumbles about the loss of “community assets” what ever that means. The community assets are the people who live and participate in the conversation and issues that concern a
neighborhood. People live in communities where they are comfortable financially, socially, and commonly.
That some districts have more multi family dwellings, others single family homes, some with manufacturing, a few with retail complexes, many with neighborhood and family businesses, should have no bearing on how
districts are formed. Geographical boundaries are cleaner, clear cut, and not bureaucratic or political.
That a new representative for the people of a district and the residents and businesses of said district would have to work together to get to know each other is a refreshing benefit for honest open discussions for a
better future for all.
Please keep the San Fernando Valley concentrated with geographic districts and a fair share of voices on the Los Angeles City Council as you have in the K2.5 map. It is the best map presented where the Valley is
almost whole and not diluted as has been in the past and what we have at present.
Again, “Thank You” for your commitment and service to the people of Los Angeles. Stay strong and committed to Map K2.5.
Anita Goldbaum North Hills West Neighborhood Council
Planning/Land Use Committee
Outreach Committee Sent from my iPad
Commissioners,
My name is Michael Gazin and I am a property owner at 6711 Melrose Ave. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council
does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct,
coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising
would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall
district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Michael Gazin
6711 Melrose Ave
Los Angeles
Sent from my iPad
I’m writing out of deep concern that Whitley Heights neighborhood remain in the CD 4 District. Most significantly, we are in a Very High Fire Severity zone and with the increase in fires we need to be with other hilltop
communities. Also: •we are an early Hollywood HPOZ and should be kept with the Hollywood community
•this community grew up around the film, TV and music industries that are vital to Hollywood's history
•we share environmental concerns moreso with Hollywood communities than Valley communities.
•keeping us together will help protect and maintain a historic Hollywood resource.
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/16/2021 7:23:18

Name
Denise Nicholas

10/16/2021 7:25:22

Felice Pappas

10/16/2021 8:00:00

Victoria Sabonjohn

10/16/2021 8:24:27

Patricia Casado

Testiony
Thank you for the Commission’s hard work. I live on Longwood Ave. in Greater Wilshire and thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. Greater Wilshire remains together and with our neighbors to the West. I appreciate
the Commission following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its areas. I stand with my Longwood Ave. neighbors Owen
Smith, Judi Farkas, Leon Kaplan, Erika Larsen, etc.
Best,
Denise Nicholas
www.denisenicholas.net
Thank you Commissioners for all of your hard work. My name is Felice Pappas and I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council Community of Interest. Thank you for
Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. Greater Wilshire remains together with our neighborhoods to the west. I appreciate that the Commission continues to follow census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations. I stand united with my neighbors in that I reject the critical, divisive, politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s
hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. Sincerely
Felice Pappas
Regarding the LACCRC proposed new maps:
I have serious concerns about how the new district lines separate half of
Shadow hills and La Tuna from the rest of the equestrian minded foothill
district. I understand the use of census data to make the numbers more even
but our rural concerns will be lost when dealing with Hollywood hills or
Toluca Lake residents.
I just moved to La Tuna Canyon from Burbank to pursue the kind of lifestyle
that this equestrian foothill community provides.
1. I believe Shadow Hills should stay in ONE Council District, not divided
up. Our historically rural community has unique interests that must be
protected.
2. I believe all horsekeeping/animalkeeping and High-Fire-Mountain Fire
District communities (Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Shadow Hills, La Tuna
Canyon) should be in the same ONE district (as they currently are in CD7).
This allows our communities to advocate for our common interests as one
united voice.
Thank you in advance for listening to my concerns and considering our needs
as the redistricting moves forward.
Victoria Sabonjohn
10423 Tuxford Street
Sun Valley, CA 91352
victoria@sabonjohn.com
###-####
<https://drive.google.com/u/0/settings/storage?hl=en&utm_medium=web&utm_source=gmail&utm_campaign=storage_meter&utm_content=storage_normal
<https://www.google.com/gmail/about/policy/
<https://www.google.com/
Thank you Commissioners for all of your hard work. My name is Patricia Casado. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council Community of Interest. Thank you for Plan
K2.5, Amendment 1. Greater Wilshire remains together with our neighborhoods to the west. I appreciate that the Commission continues to follow census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
I stand united with my neighbors in that I reject the critical, divisive, politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work.
I have lived in this neighborhood since the early 1960’s. I have witnessed the growth
& changes, good & bad, throughout the years. Please don’t make us disappear as so many neighborhoods have, this is not progress.
Respectfully,
Patricia Casado
814 5th Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90005

Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/16/2021 8:29:58

Name

Testiony
Commissioners, My name is Richard Pink, Co-Owner of Pink's Hot Dogs, and I have a business
in the CD 5. I'm writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the
decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district's
placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.
While I'm glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district
should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council
District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together.
Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose
residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move
the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of
volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns
including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the
highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA's Neighborhood Councils and the
board has a strong track record of successfully working as a liaison between
these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an
additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters
would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates
in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business Improvement
District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community
stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been
working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to
combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work
to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the
region where crime is rising would be spread between two council districts.
Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district
(CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small
portion of the overall district. 3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from
the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an
ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered
in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los
Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the Jewish
People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the
historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The
Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish cultural
institutions.
4. Melrose's buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and
very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning
process, Melrose's residents, business owners, and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood's unique character consolidated
into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay,
and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents and businesses along Melrose will be ignored.
Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of
the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying
will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area
will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but
dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population
count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their
neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Richard Pink
Pink's Hot Dogs, Inc.
709 N. La Brea Ave., just north of Melrose Avenue.
Los Angeles 90038
Richard Pink, President
Pink's Hot Dogs, Inc.
709 N. La Brea Ave.
Los Angeles, California 90038
###-####
RichardPink@RPinkAssociates.com

Date
10/16/2021 8:37:04

Name
bird sizelove

10/16/2021 8:42:44

Jeanne M

Testiony
Sat, Oct 16 at 8:28 AMDear committee:
I am emailing to strongly oppose dividing Beverly Blvd between two districts and pushing the south side of our street into Koreatown the new line for CD10. This part of our city is not Korean, it is entirely Latino. All the
shop keepers from the bakeries to the street vendors - all Latino owned and catering to a Latino community who lives here.
We in the neighborhood believe the boundary should be restored to 3rd street. We are rallying to send you emails as we feel pushing the Latino community into Koreatown is not fair nor represents us. Additionally
dividing Beverly Blvd is a huge mistake for safety.
Thank you,
Bird
Kenmore and Beverly
To Whom It May Concern:
Regarding the proposed redistricting, the San Fernando Valley has always be underserved. I live in Encino and we do not have good representation. Our voices go unheard. To me the better redistricting should be to
separate the Valley from the Westside. Having Encino as part of the Westside doesn’t work.
Please consider putting Encino with another representative that is part of the San Fernando Valley.
Thank you,
Jeanne Morales

10/16/2021 8:50:44

Armenian Bar

Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows
Dear Commissioners:
Please see the attached letter of the Armenian Bar Association in
opposition to Agenda Item No. 1: Commission Draft Map for the Commission's
Special Meeting of October 16, 2021. We request that this letter be
submitted as part of the written record of this agenda item and be read
into the record at the appropriate time during the meeting.

10/16/2021 8:51:13

Reuben Ramirez

10/16/2021 9:13:07

Vartoushik

Thank you for your consideration.
Lucy Varpetian
Chairperson
Thank you Commissioners for all of your hard work. My name is Reuben Ramirez. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council Community of Interest. Thank you for
Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. Greater Wilshire remains together with our neighborhoods to the west. I appreciate that the Commission continues to follow census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
I stand united with my neighbors in that I reject the critical, divisive, politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. Thank
you again for your time and attention.
Sincerely, Reuben Ramirez
Leave Paul Krekorian

10/16/2021 9:20:32

Ron Moon

Sent from my iPhone
Dear Committee:
I am part of the neighborhood south of Beverly north of 3rd and east of
Normandy. We are organizing to protest putting us into Koreatown by pushing
the line for CD13 to the north side of Beverly. This neighborhood is not
Korean but Latino and the shop owners on Beverly our all Latino and
catering to a Latino community like the vendors around the Metro and City
College.
We believe this is a huge mistake and will minimize the voices of the
Latino community. We see this as an easy fix simply by moving the line
back too 3rd street where it is now.
Please don’t lump in our community with Koreatown. We are not K-town for
all. We are Latino neighbors and street vendors and we need Beverly Blvd
protected in one district. CD13
Thank you
Ron M.

--

RM

Date
10/16/2021 9:39:48

Name
Ani Khachoyan

Testiony
To LA City,
I vehemently oppose the re-drawing of Councilman Paul Krekorians’ district.
Paul Krekorians district should stay as is. He currently serves a very large Armenian community within his district. The Armenian community would be widely effected by this change. Our voices need to be continued to
be represented appropriately.
At today’s meeting, please know that I, along with the rest of the Armenian community, oppose re-districting of Paul Krekorians area.
Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to reach out.

10/16/2021 9:41:14

shwinett@aol.com

Best,
Ani Khachoyan
Resident of Van Nuys, CA
Commissioners,
My name is Stacy Winett and my family has owned property on both the north and south sides of Melrose Avenue for over 60 years. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your
most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council
does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to
construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is
rising would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall
district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city begins its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Stacy Winett7500 block and 7300 block of Melrose Avenue90046

Date
10/16/2021 9:46:42

Name
Adriana Palomares

10/16/2021 9:47:15

Donald Duckworth

10/16/2021 9:52:09

Denis Weintraub

10/16/2021 9:55:40

"Gary O'Brien"

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commission:
As a resident the City of Los Angeles, I write in strong support of Map K
2.5 Amendment I. The 2020 U.S. Census clearly illustrates the significance
of the San Fernando Valley’s diverse Latino residents. The data finds that
Latinos represent a majority of the San Fernando Valley’s population, and
are driving the population gains in the region. In the face of widespread
population growth between 2000 and 2010 in the region, and again over the
last ten years, Latinos have been curbed of an opportunity to elect a
candidate of choice. The Commission must preserve communities of interest,
and this includes the City of Los Angeles’ and San Fernando Valley’s
majority population—Latinos.
Map K 2.5 Amendment I creates a new opportunity district that combines the
communities of Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda that can afford Latinos
equal opportunity to the political process. This district, 4-or-2, creates
a compact and contiguous district bounded by two major thoroughfares to the
north and south, Roscoe Blvd. and Victory Blvd. Importantly to the needs of
the region’s Latino communities, it creates an opportunity to exercise
equal political voice a new district that includes a 42 percent Latino
Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP).
The Commission represents the rich cultural, geographic, and racial/ethnic
diversity of the City of Los Angeles. Data from the previous three U.S.
Census’ illustrate the driving force of Latino residents in the City’s
population growth in ways distinct from other racial/ethnic groups. It is
imperative you recommend a map to the City Council that includes a new
opportunity district for Latino residents in the San Fernando Valley. I
strongly urge you to adopt K 2.5.
Sincerely,
Adriana Palomares, Esquire
(Pacoima resident)
-- *Ad**riana Palomares, Esq.*
Please consider the attached letter presenting the Bosard's considered
opinion / action. Thank you.
Commissioners:
My name is Dr. Denis Weintraub and I have business in the Melrose Area between Fairfax and Highland area since 1970. I'm writing toyou to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your recentmeeting about
the Melrose district's placement in reference to representation in the city council by CD5.
We appreciate your efforts to KEEP MELROSE RESIDENTIAL ANDSHOPPING DISTRICT TOGETHER IN ONE COUNCIL DISTRICT, MYWIFE AND I STRONGLY OPPOSE IT BRING FORCED TO JOIN COUNCIL
DISTRICT 13 AND STRONGLY RECOMMEND THAT YOUKEEP MELROSE UNIFIED IN COUNCIL DISTRICT 5 AS IT HAS BEENFOR YEARS.
These are the following obvious problems with moving our district fromCD5 to CD13.
1. You will be responsible for splitting up the MIDCITY WEST NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL which has for years been successfully addressed community concerns because we have only had to contend with one
district rather than two which will dissipate the energy of our volunteers regarding decisions in the neighborhood about green spaces, zoning, and building permits.
2. We will have an even more difficult time combating the tremendous rise in crime that the area has experienced lately. We have made great alterations with the conduct of the city council office and the LAPDWilshire police
department and we are experiencing success because we have to deal with less bureaucracy in planning our goals with a very cohesive community output.
3. A part of the historic Jewish population will be separated off from the rest of the Jewish community and it is imperative that the total area be kept intact in the same area as the Jewish Federation, The Holocaust
Museum, and many other cultural iconic institutions.
4. The area was developed about the same time and architecturally we wish to maintain the same unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Carthay Circle, Beverly Grove
and other
communities int he West LA and Mid City.
5. Melrose area has very little in common with the East LA and it will definitely be more difficult to succeed in requests specific to our unique community and our needs will be ignored in the future if we are forced
to be divided between two council districts. We have had a continual and productive relationship so many years with CD5 and PLEASE CONSIDER BREAKING
OFF OTHER NEIGHBORHOOD ( AS ZONED
BY THEIR RESPECTIVE
NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCILS) when you redistrict the area according to only population numbers. MELROSE AREA, BOTH RESIDENTIAL AND BUSINESS, BELONG IN CD5 NOT
CD13!
Thank you,
Denis M. Weintraub, DDS
President
Melrose Business Improvement District
7600 Melrose Ave and Curson
90046
- From Gary O'Brien
6661 Emmet Terrace
It's vital that Whitley Heights be assigned to a CD in the Hollywood
Hills for the following reasons:
we are an early Hollywood HPOZ and should be kept with the Hollywood
community
- we are in a Very High Fire Severity zone and need to be with like
communities
- this community grew up around the film, TV and music industries that
are vital to Hollywood's history
- we share environmental concerns more so with Hollywood communities
than Valley communities.
- keeping us together will help protect and maintain a historic
Hollywood resource.

Date
10/16/2021 9:55:58

Name
vickensp

Testiony
Dividing up Paul Krekorian's council district such that the Armenian American voters are dispersed over multiple new districts is unfair and such plans should be discarded.Vicken Sonentz PapazianSent via the
Samsung Galaxy S10e, an AT&T 5G Evolution capable smartphone

Date
10/16/2021 9:56:01

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received. Thank you
On Fri, Oct 15, 2021 at 6:27 PM Victoria Lopez <lopez.victoria1982@gmail.com
wrote:

Dear Commissioners:
As a resident of the San Fernando Valley, I write in strong support of Map
K 2.5 Amendment I. The 2020 U.S. Census clearly illustrates the
significance of the San Fernando Valley’s diverse Latino residents. The
data finds that Latinos represent a majority of the San Fernando Valley’s
population, and are driving the population gains in the region. Yet, the
current City Council Map only includes two Latino-majority City Council
Districts in the region, in the face of widespread population growth
between 2000 and 2010 in the region, and again over the last ten years. The
Commission must preserve communities of interest, and this includes the
City of Los Angeles’ and San Fernando Valley’s majority population—Latinos.
Map K 2.5 Amendment I creates a new opportunity district that combines the
communities of Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda that can afford Latinos
equal opportunity to the political process. This district, 4-or-2, creates
a compact and contiguous district bounded by two major thoroughfares to the
north and south, Roscoe Blvd. and Victory Blvd. Importantly to the needs of
the region’s Latino communities, it creates an opportunity to exercise
equal political voice a new district that includes a 42 percent Latino
Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP).
The San Fernando Valley is a place of immense diversity and growing
inequality. The 2020 U.S. Census finds that the region is majority
non-white, and growing at a higher rate than the city as a whole. Latinos
who call the San Fernando Valley home are youthful, have high labor force
participation, and are responsible for the growth in small businesses. They
also face barriers to housing, education, quality healthcare, and
employment when compared to non-Hispanic white residents. The San Fernando
Valley’s Latino residents are grappling with the disparate impact of
COVID-19 infection and mortality, along with growing housing insecurity
among families with school-age children.
This demographic growth and the continuance of discrimination in
education, employment and health, are important to the Commission’s
redistricting efforts under federal law. In light of the 2020 U.S. Census
Data, the Commission must not discriminate against Latinos under the Voting
Rights Act of 1965, Section 2, 52 U.S.C. § 10301. Section two does two
things:
1. Prohibits voting practices that discriminate on the basis of race,
color, or membership in one of the language minority groups identified in
Section 4(f)(2) of the Act, and
2. Prohibits both voting practices that result in citizens being denied
equal access to the political process on account of race, color, or
membership in a language minority group, and voting practices adopted or
maintained for the purpose of discriminating on those bases.
Here, the Commission can neither purposely discriminate against Latino
residents in the San Fernando Valley in approving a map for City Council
consideration nor can it advance a map that results in Latinos being denied
equal access to the political process. The Mexican American Legal Defense
and Educational Fund presented to the Commission a 2021 Map that includes 8
Latino CVAP-majority districts and 3 African American opportunity
Districts. This includes a new opportunity district in the San Fernando
Valley with a 50.4% Latino CVAP district that places Canoga Park, Winnetka,
and Reseda together (See Appendix II). In light of this analysis, the
Commission must not dilute the Latino vote by cracking the San Fernando
Valley into a districting scheme that maintains the status quo.
The Commission represents the rich cultural, geographic, and racial/ethnic
diversity of the City of Los Angeles. Data from the previous three U.S.
Census’ illustrate the driving force of Latino residents in the City’s
population growth in ways distinct from other racial/ethnic groups. It is
imperative you recommend a map to the City Council that includes a new
opportunity district for Latino residents in the San Fernando Valley. I
strongly urge you to adopt K 2.5.

Date
10/16/2021 9:56:13

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received, thank you.
On Fri, Oct 15, 2021 at 6:37 PM IRIS zuniga <iezuniga62@gmail.com wrote:

Dear Redistricting Commission:
As a resident the City of Los Angeles, I write in strong support of Map K
2.5 Amendment I. The 2020 U.S. Census clearly illustrates the significance
of the San Fernando Valley’s diverse Latino residents. The data finds that
Latinos represent a majority of the San Fernando Valley’s population, and
are driving the population gains in the region. In the face of widespread
population growth between 2000 and 2010 in the region, and again over the
last ten years, Latinos have been curbed of an opportunity to elect a
candidate of choice. The Commission must preserve communities of interest,
and this includes the City of Los Angeles’ and San Fernando Valley’s
majority population—Latinos.
Map K 2.5 Amendment I creates a new opportunity district that combines the
communities of Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda that can afford Latinos
equal opportunity to the political process. This district, 4-or-2, creates
a compact and contiguous district bounded by two major thoroughfares to the
north and south, Roscoe Blvd. and Victory Blvd. Importantly to the needs of
the region’s Latino communities, it creates an opportunity to exercise
equal political voice a new district that includes a 42 percent Latino
Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP).
The Commission represents the rich cultural, geographic, and racial/ethnic
diversity of the City of Los Angeles. Data from the previous three U.S.
Census’ illustrate the driving force of Latino residents in the City’s
population growth in ways distinct from other racial/ethnic groups. It is
imperative you recommend a map to the City Council that includes a new
opportunity district for Latino residents in the San Fernando Valley. I
strongly urge you to adopt K 2.5.

Sincerely, Iris E Zuniga
14117 Terra Bella ST Arleta CA 91331

10/16/2021 10:08:09

Lucy Avsharyan

-Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Sent from my iPhone
______________________________________________________________________
United Talent Agency
9336 Civic Center Dr. Beverly Hills, CA 90210
888 7th Ave 9th Floor New York, NY 10106 (DCA#2029434-DCA).
361 – 373 City Road London EC1V 1PQ
Bienstock, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company, dba Bienstock, A United Talent Agency Company
888 7th Ave Ste. 913 New York, NY 10106 (DCA#2077290-DCA)

Date
10/16/2021 10:08:44

Name
DANIEL FARASAT

Testiony
Commissioners,
My name is Daniel Farasat and I live in the Beverly Grove neighborhood. I work on Melrose Avenue, and own businesses and property in the area. I am a board member on the Melrose Business Improvement District.
I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
There are multiple communities of interest negatively effected by the most recent map K2.5-Amendment. The BID boundaries are roughly Fairfax to Highland on Melrose Avenue. Please keep the whole district
together in CD5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council
does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct,
coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising
would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall
district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,

10/16/2021 10:13:08

hanakawano@mac.
com

Daniel Farasat
Dear Commissioners,
Please keep Miracle Mile whole, with one Council Member and in one Council District. We ask that the area from Cochran, east to La Brea and Olympic south to San Vicente be included in Plan K 2, Ammendment #1.
Miracle Mile is a neighborhood of which is 65% are renters. We are an active community, 16,000 strong. The addition of the 1,700 souls in this small area will be easy to add to the new CD 5.
Thank you,
Hana Kawano, Miracle Mile resident

Date
10/16/2021 10:19:01

Name
bangzoomer

10/16/2021 10:23:54

ArauArizmendi

10/16/2021 10:31:26

Paul Pastor

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Whitley Heights is the oldest and most Historic communities of the Hollywood Hills.
It was made a State Historic District in 1982 by the California Historical Resources Commission, and later made a National Historic Place , the FIRST in Hollywood.
In 2004 the area was made into a Los Angeles Historic Preservation Overlay Zone HPOZ.
"The magnificent hill of forty acres situated in the very center of Hollywood and overlooking the entire city" was purchased in 1901 by H.J. Whitley, "The Father of Hollywood", and he started it's development in 1918.
Whitley Heights is a 'Hollywood Historic Resource'.
Unfortunately, due to all Whitley Heights Hollywood Hill neighbors to the east of us (east of Vine St.) to Griffith Park potentially being reassigned out of CD4 into CD13, and all our Hollywood Hills neighbors to the west
of us (west of LaBrea), being reassigned out of CD4 into CD5, we seem to be the last Hollywood Hills community, in Hollywood proper, above Historic Hollywood Blvd. standing with no viable district of 'certainty', and
now part of the 'CD4 OR CD2' group, threatened being moved to CD2, a Valley District, with no 'Communities of Interest' in common at all.
We have 'Communities of Interest' in common with the rest of our neighboring Hollywood Hills being in a Very High Fire Severity Zone.
In addition Whitley Heights is the MOST historic of The Hollywood Hills, surrounded by other Hollywood Historic 'assets' in our area..
It is the closest to the Nationally Designated part of Hollywood Blvd. right below us.
Whitley Heights should not be placed in an undecided 'CD2 or CD4' district, possibly in the Valley and waiting to find out if that will happen.
We are a 'Hollywood Historic Resource' and a Hollywood 'Asset'.
Whitley Heights should be REJOINED with the rest of The Hollywood Hills NOW and placed in a specific, viable, Hollywood District, now, with our Hollywood Hill neighbors.
This is about preserving/saving Hollywood History IN Hollywood, in a district that can respond to and respect Whitley Heights special needs, while being placed in a Valley district for the next TEN years, until
Redistricting comes up again, will obviously not serve Whitley Heights as well.
We request being placed in CD13, a District that will be responsive to those needs as it also covers the Nationally Designated Historic Core of Hollywood right below us, across Franklin Ave., and these Historic areas
compliment on another.
We are a Historic HPOZ 1920's Hollywood Architecture community in addition to Whitley Ave. which has Hollywood Heritage 'Historic Contributor' Historic apartment buildings.
Hollywood Heritage is also in our neighborhood.
Whitley Heights is the LAST of the Hollywood Hills that should be threatened with being displaced into a VALLEY District.
Please take a close look at this as we obviously have fallen through the cracks here and will be isolated from all the other Hollywood Hills communities, in Hollywood proper, east and west of us, and the only one in a
Valley district if this is not remedied now.
Thank you all, or all your hard work and attention.
Jim Geoghan34 year resident of Whitley HeightsFormer HHWNC board memberFormer WHCA board member
Annie Geoghan (Gagen)34 year resident of Whitley HeightsFormer HHWNC board member (youth chair)Former WHCA board member United Neighbors for Los Angeles (UN4LA)Franklin Corridor Communities
Subject: Melrose District Belongs in CD5 To the Redistricting Commission, My name is YARELI ARIZMENDI and I live in the MELROSE VILLAGE. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you
made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement. I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.Unifying the area along Melrose under one Council District is the right decision. However, the Melrose district should also be unified with the rest of its community of interest, which is the Fairfax area,
Hancock Park, Carthay, Park La Brea, Beverly Grove and its other surrounding neighborhoods. Please move the Melrose district back into CD5 where it belongs and stop trying to pry it off into the completely dissimilar
CD13. Thank you,YARELI ARIZMENDI801 N. POINSETTIA PLACE
I am writing to support keeping the proposed K2.5 Plan Amendment 1.
As a resident of Hancock Park, I believe our community interest is well
aligned in the proposed map with other surrounding neighborhoods to the
West.
Thank you for your work and contributions,
Paul Pastor

Date
10/16/2021 10:56:24

Name
"Sandy M."

Testiony
Members of the Los Angeles Redistricting Commission
As it took some time for me to type in all your email addresses, I hope
that you will seriously consider my comments in this matter.
As a member of this community for many years I would like to add my name
and support to the Greater Valley Glen Council’s statement letter to you
dated October 24, 2021 in which they voted unanimously to oppose the
configuration of Greater Valley Glen on Map K 2.5.
I stand with them in asking that the Commission support the GVG placement
for City Council representation as an identified Community and its natural
extensions to its neighboring Communities of Interest.
Your proposed carve out will greatly hinder our ability to fairly snd
adequately represent us, the constituents. We voted for our
representatives and that’s honor be taken from us. Carving out Valley
Village and adding it to District 3 seems to mean that wealth was more
important in your decisions than Community. Our taxes helped pay for parks,
schools. etc. in our area- like Great Wall of Los Angles, the Greenway,
Tujunga Wash…walking distance from my home!
Please reconsider and take our calls opposing this seriously.
Sincerely,

10/16/2021 10:56:49

Sandra Moruzzi
North Hollywood / Valley Glen
Hello Mr. Fred Ali and the Redistricting Committee,
I have been a very happy and proud resident in Ladera since 1970. Our
community in the LA strip of zip code 90056 clearly identifies with all of
Ladera Heights (even though most of the homes in this zip code are in the
County of LA). My kids and our current neighborhood kids still attend K-8
schools in the Ladera area. We shop, bank, and eat in the Ladera Center and
use the post office on LaTijera in the Westchester area,
I have been the Past-President of the Frank D. Parent School PTA in Ladera
and the Past-President of the Ladera Heights Civic Association. I still am
actively involved in our community. I want to stay in CD11 and continue to
enjoy our area. I have no contacts in CD8 or any other district and would
not consider getting involved in those districts.
I understand that the Palms area is also a possible area that could be moved
to another district since it also is contiguous with other LA City areas.
My other question is how the Commission determined that there are 7,000
residents in our LA City strip and Westchester triangle area---this is very
likely an extremely high estimate.
So I am requesting the Redistricting Commission to keep our wonderful LA
City strip in CD11. Thanks so much for your consideration.
Donald C. Hellwig
6266 Morley Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90056

Date
10/16/2021 11:27:36

Name
Chris Goldie

10/16/2021 11:32:30

Valarie Simms

10/16/2021 11:34:08

adrianavandepol

Testiony
Hello:
Our neighborhood is organizing to protest the division of Beverly into two
districts and pushing the south side into Koreatown when it in fact it is
entirely Latino. The majority of residents east of Normandy and north of
3rd are Latino not Korean and it will diminish their voices to include them
in Koreatown, not recognizing their needs as vendors and renters. We have
more in common with LACC’s community and the community by the metro at
Vermont and Beverly.
Also Beverly is a major city street and dangerous, Keeping it in one
district ensures it will receive the attention necessary to keep it and the
shop keepers and pedestrians safe.
Please keep the original line at 3rd street for the health of our community.
Thank you,
Chris
-- *Chris Goldie*
Climate Adaptation Development | Solar Development
###-#### | ChriskGoldie@gmail.com
www.adapted-dev.com | LinkedIn
<https://www.linkedin.com/in/chris-goldie-82b03133/
Hello,
As a lifelong resident of the West Valley, and as a current resident of Encino, I’d like to strongly voice my opinion in support of redistricting Map K2.5. This is a map that makes sense. It provides residents in the area
real representation on a full time basis. Don’t give us a councilperson who spends half of their time over the hill. Please do what’s right and what’s fair for the Valley.
Thank you so much,
Valarie Simms
To the Redistricting Commission,
My name is Adriana and I live in the Melrose neighborhood. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
Unifying the area along Melrose under one Council District is the right decision. However, the Melrose district should also be unified with the rest of its community of interest, which is the Fairfax area, Hancock Park,
Carthay, Park La Brea, Beverly Grove and its other surrounding neighborhoods.
Please move the WHOLE Melrose district back into CD5 where it belongs and stop trying to pry it off into the completely dissimilar CD13.

10/16/2021 11:39:23

Alysia Piccioni

10/16/2021 11:43:46

alysia piccioni

Thank you,
Adriana van de Pol
747 Orange Dr
I am a resident of Valley Glen. I oppose Map K 2.5.
1. The Commission is chopping my neighborhood of Valley Glen into (3) different districts. This violates the City redistricting ordinance 204(d) ensuring that such redistricting "shall keep neighborhoods and communities
intact". By ignoring our neighborhood boundaries and the redistricting ordinance, you are purposely setting up our communities to fail.
1. The Commission is purposely disenfranchising hundreds of thousands of voters in the Valley and reversing the results of free and fair elections. The Commission's selective gerrymandering disqualifies my vote, and
hundreds of thousands of voters. Some of our Valley neighborhoods will go 3-7 years without a chance to vote for our own representative - unacceptable and undemocratic.
I respectfully ask the Commission to not illegally invalidate our votes and keep Valley Glen and other diverse and individual neighborhoods intact. Please set us up to succeed, not fail.
Alysia Piccioni
Valley Glen, CA
Thank you. My husband and I are residents of Valley Glen. We oppose Map K
2.5.
1. The Commission is chopping my neighborhood of Valley Glen into (3)
different districts. This violates the City redistricting ordinance 204(d)
ensuring that such redistricting “shall keep neighborhoods and communities
intact”. By ignoring our neighborhood boundaries and the redistricting
ordinance, you are purposely setting up our communities to fail.
2. The Commission is purposely disenfranchising hundreds of thousands
of voters in the Valley and reversing the results of free and fair
elections. The Commission’s selective gerrymandering disqualifies our vote,
and hundreds of thousands of voters. Some of our Valley neighborhoods will
go 3-7 years without a chance to vote for our own representative –
unacceptable and undemocratic.
I respectfully ask the Commission to not illegally invalidate our votes and
keep Valley Glen and other diverse and individual neighborhoods intact.
Please set us up to succeed, not fail.

Date
10/16/2021 11:46:54

Name
Bob Abrahams

10/16/2021 11:54:22

alysia piccioni

Testiony
I'm writing regarding the redistricting map K-2.5 and Council District 5.
I live in the Melrose area west of La Brea Ave. north of Melrose Ave. I can see that CD5 will be quite different from what it is now. And that in itself is okay with me. Change happens.
Specifically I am asking that the area west of La Brea Ave. and north of Melrose Ave. be included in CD5. This would go north to the boundary of the City of West Hollywood in that area. This seems more practical for
the area for several functional reasons: 1) It avoids splitting Melrose Ave, which would make it much more complicated for the businesses and neighbors of the area. 2) It makes the north boundary of CD5 in that area
more practical given the West Holly boundary right there. 3) The neighborhoods north and south of Melrose Ave. do have a lot in common.
To compensate for the population increase for CD5, the boundary for CD13 would be moved farther south east of Highland Ave. into CD5 in that area.
Please make this adjustment for the map version to be submitted to the City Council.
Thanks.
Bob Abrahams732 N Poinsettia Place
Thank you. I am a resident of Valley Glen. I oppose Map K 2.5.
1.
The Commission is chopping my neighborhood of Valley Glen into (3)
different districts. This violates the City redistricting ordinance 204(d)
ensuring that such redistricting “shall keep neighborhoods and communities
intact”. By ignoring our neighborhood boundaries and the redistricting
ordinance, you are purposely setting up our communities to fail.

2.
The Commission is purposely disenfranchising hundreds of thousands
of voters in the Valley and reversing the results of free and fair
elections. The Commission’s selective gerrymandering disqualifies my vote,
and hundreds of thousands of voters. Some of our Valley neighborhoods will
go 3-7 years without a chance to vote for our own representative –
unacceptable and undemocratic.

10/16/2021 12:05:29

"John H. Welborne"

I respectfully ask the Commission to not illegally invalidate our votes and
keep Valley Glen and other diverse and individual neighborhoods intact.
Please set us up to succeed, not fail.
Redistricting Team:
It appears that YOUR K2.5 boundary at the east edge of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) follows a Redistrictr line that improperly records the GWNC boundary. See illustration. A simple solution is to
use the existing Council District line (also in Redistrictr and illustrated here). Thank you.
John H. Welborne
Windsor Square
Wilshire Homeowner’s Alliance
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood
K2.5 BOUNDARY FOLLOWING INCORRECT GWNC “REDISTRICTR” LINE:
EXISTING COUNCIL DISTRICT BOUNDARY LINE THAT WOULD CORRECT ERROR:

Date
10/16/2021 12:38:34

Name
melinda blitz

Testiony
Commissioners,
Our name is Richard and Melinda Blitz and we own property on Melrose Ave. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s
placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council
does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to
construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is
rising would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall
district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Richard and Melinda Blitz7555 Melrose Ave7555 1/2 Melrose Ave7461 - 7465 Melrose AveLos Angeles CA90046

Date
10/16/2021 12:50:52

Name
Andrea Rossetto

Testiony
Commissioners,
My name is Andrea Rossetto and I own a commercial building in the current
CD5 section*.* I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the
decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s
placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.
*While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping
district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it
joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified
in Council District 5.*
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together.
Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose
residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move
the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. *You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council*, a group of
volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific
concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of
comradely amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has
one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils
and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to
work with an additional council office where they make up a very small
minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. *Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult.* The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime
rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with
numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood
Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and
deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not
only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in
duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread between two
council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional
council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood
represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. *A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off
from the rest of the Jewish community.* This will drown out the voices of
an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered
in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los
Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the Jewish
People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the
historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The
Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish cultural
institutions.
4.* Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and
very little in common with East LA. * As the city beings its rezoning
process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated
into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay,
and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. *The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored.* Beyond the
specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the
residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying
will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area
will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but
dissimilar from the Melrose area.
*Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance
population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as

Date
10/16/2021 12:57:28

Name
"Kristina O'Neil"

Testiony
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021:

My name is Kristina O’Neil, and I am writing to you as a 25 year resident of Lake Hollywood Estates . Attached, please find my concerns and recommendations for consideration regarding Map K2.5. Specifically, to the
district in which Griffith Park and its surrounding communities will be placed. It is imperative that Griffith Park and all the hillside communities that currently exist in CD4 stay in CD4.
I want to thank you for your dedication to this process and the hard work that is recognized by all.
Best regards

10/16/2021 12:58:46

kristen stavola

10/16/2021 13:04:49

Susan Collins

Kristina O’Neil
President - LHHA
(###-####
oneilk283@yahoo.com <mailto:oneilk283@yahoo.com
Dear Chairman Ali, Commissioners and Staff:
I am here to remind you that Fire Safety is not NIMBY or YIMBY, it is not homeowner vs renter. Assuming the commission accepts climate science is real, I plead with the commission to then recognize that our hillsides
are at a constantly increasing risk and to hold fast the to boundaries as they currently exist in the hillsides and flats of Hollywood in Map K2.5, district 2/4.
*In the last week we have had three fires, one leading to an arrest for arson. The majority of the canyon lost power when transformers were blown, and wires and many dangerous trees came down due to the winds on
Monday... we lose power up here regularly. And today we are now staring down a current Red Flag warning. *
Please uphold HHWNC Area 7 boundaries in CD2/4.
This area is unquestionably integral in the council district 2/4, as is it is comprised of our local schools, places of worship and parks. Most importantly, we share public safety issues- as this area is comprised of
numerous intersections that dictate traffic and emergency response times that affect 10s of thousands of residents in the flats and hillsides. Fire, Police, Gas, LADWP, LADOT, EMD- cannot be encumbered with
navigating two council offices in a major emergency in this area. Our community needs to speak with one voice against over-development, traffic and fire safety in order to keep catastrophes at bay.
This commission is supposed to be non-political. Yet, swapping commissioners in the 11th hour; new commissioners making politically motivated demands of the commission, amidst rumors this same commissioner is
entertaining a run for CD13; Media blitzes promoting a greatly embellished, if not completely fictitious divisive narrative. Please stay the course and ignore the political theater. Thank you!
Kind regards,
Kristen Stavola
Laurel Canyon Resident
Thank you commissioners for all your hard work and dedication to this
process. In particular, I would like to express my appreciation for the
guidance and leadership exhibited by Mr. Fred Ali.
I support *Map K 2.5*
I need to correct a statement made by the President of the Sherman Oaks
Neighborhood Council – Although I am on the board, I am submitting this
solely on my behalf as a private resident and not on behalf of the
Neighborhood Council. I participated in the Board meeting in which we voted
on and approved a statement that was in support of Map K 2. 5 or "similar
future iterations" – At no time did the Council / Board discuss the
approval of the other map he mentioned, so he was not speaking on behalf of
the council when he mentioned the other map version.
Sherman Oaks has been the poster child for being disenfranchised and
overlooked – we have lived *without *representation for the past 10 years
and you now have the ability to right that wrong by reuniting us with
communities holding shared interests, resources and issues.
*MAP K 2.5 does not reverse the outcome of the recent election. * It does
not remove Nithya Raman from office – Ms. Raman ran on a platform of
“NITHYA FOR THE CITY” not Nithya for a specific area. If the DSA agenda
is good for the CITY then MAP K 2.5 provides her and the DSA with the
opportunity to benefit and engage a large number of new constituents.
Redistricting MUST focus on the needs of our communities and not on
supporting a political agenda or ideology.
Please move forward with *MAP K 2. 5. *
Thank You,
Susan Collins
<http://www.susancollinshomes.com
Susan Collins
Susan4Collins@gmail.com / (###-####

Date
10/16/2021 13:32:42

Name
Schelley Kiah

10/16/2021 13:33:27

Joseph Roth

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission:
I am a 20+ year homeowner in Whitley Heights and I beseech youto please keep our community in a council district with our hillside neighbors. We havevery little in common with Valley and equestrian communities;
but shareenvironmental, commercial, historical and geographical concerns with other hillside communities. Whitley Heights is the first Hollywood HPOZ and theHollywood Heritage museum is located here. We grew, as
did Hollywood, from thefilm, music and TV industries. We hill communities share many common phenomenaincluding a very high fire severity zone as well as preservation of our urbanwildlife. This has nothing to do
with one council member or the other, although I would not be unhappy to be separated from Councilmember Raman. That aside, in orderto have a political voice on legislation concerning us, we need to be alignedwith
with our hillside Communities of Interest. Korea Town is appropriately reunited; the Jewishcommunity has successfully been kept together; south LA is correct in wanting to not be divided, etc.
Staying together in Hollywood with other hillside communities is the only way we will have a voice in the politics and legislation that affectour security, zoning, development, commercial impact and historical
preservation.
Regards
schhhhhhh
Schelley Kiah,Whitley Heights resident
mobile: ###-####
Hi I am a long-time resident of the Westside and I want to applaud the
Commission for K2.5 which keeps all prominent Homeowners’ Groups here
wholly within one district and also respects the boundaries of the area’s
neighborhood councils.
From following this process since its beginning earlier this year, I am
aware that some previous maps spread them over 3 potential council
districts, so I appreciate K2.5. I know that it will be tweaked to address
as many concerns as possible – but, hopefully those tweaks can be done
without undermining the strengths of K2.5.
Also, I want to remind folks that we have renters and multi-family housing
on the westside due to our major transportation corridors and
UCLA-proximate locale.
Thank you for your continued advancement of K2.5 and respecting the
boundaries of historically connected Westside communities.

Date
10/16/2021 13:36:46

Name
Ken Winett

Testiony
Commissioners,
My name is Ken Winett and my family has owned property on both the north
and south sides of Melrose Avenue for over 60 years. I’m writing to you
today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent
meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.
*While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping
district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it
joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified
in Council District 5.*
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together.
Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose
residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move
the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. *You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council*, a group of
volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific
concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of
comradely amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has
one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils
and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to
work with an additional council office where they make up a very small
minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. *Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult.* The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime
rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with
numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood
Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and
deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not
only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in
duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread between two
council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional
council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood
represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. *A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off
from the rest of the Jewish community.* This will drown out the voices of
an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered
in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los
Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the Jewish
People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the
historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The
Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish cultural
institutions.
4.* Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and
very little in common with East LA. * As the city begins its rezoning
process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated
into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly
Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. *The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored.* Beyond the
specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the
residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying
will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area
will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but
dissimilar from the Melrose area.
*Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance
population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as

Date
10/16/2021 13:42:49

Name
Richard Marquez

Testiony
Hello commissioners, my name is Rick Marquez and I’m 35-year resident of Highland Park, I’m reaching out to you today in opposition to Map K 2.5, I oppose having a 25% fraction of Highland Park serve as a council
district bridge and a sacrificial lamb so that Eagle Rock can be in one district. Why would any commissioner agree to this inequity in our community, let alone anywhere in the city! This 25% fraction of our community will
have very little political influence, and of course this will reflect on our city services from cd14. Why can’t we be fair and have Highland Park be at least 60% cd14 and Eagle Rock 60% cd14. Or eliminate Eagle Rock
from cd14 and having all highland park in cd14! Or even be fairer and eliminate downtown and unite all northeast and east LA! Why should a community be segmented for the benefit of another? Highland Park is closer
to the rest of cd14 and at a minimum should remain 60% CD14. I hope that you commissioners correct this injustice! I thank you for your time
Rick Marquez
###-####
*PS, Please forward to Sonja F. Diaz and Jackie Goldberg! Their emails are not on the Laccrc2021 website!*

Date
10/16/2021 13:45:04

Name
Ken Winett

Testiony
Commissioners,
My name is Ken Winett and my family has owned property on both North and
South Melrose for 60 years.*.* I’m writing to you today to urge you to
reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the
Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.
*While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping
district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it
joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified
in Council District 5.*
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together.
Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose
residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move
the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. *You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council*, a group of
volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific
concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of
comradely amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has
one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils
and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to
work with an additional council office where they make up a very small
minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. *Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult.* The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime
rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with
numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood
Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and
deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not
only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in
duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread between two
council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional
council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood
represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. *A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off
from the rest of the Jewish community.* This will drown out the voices of
an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered
in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los
Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the Jewish
People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the
historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The
Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish cultural
institutions.
4.* Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and
very little in common with East LA. * As the city beings its rezoning
process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated
into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay,
and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. *The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored.* Beyond the
specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the
residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying
will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area
will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but
dissimilar from the Melrose area.
*Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance
population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as
zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.*
Thank you,
*Ken Winett*
*7500 and 7300 Blocks of Melrose *
*90046*

Date
10/16/2021 14:03:29

Name
kara winett

Testiony
Commissioners,
My name is Kara Martinez (Winett) and my family has owned property on both
North and South Melrose for 60 years.*.* I’m writing to you today to urge
you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about
the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.
*While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping
district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it
joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified
in Council District 5.*
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together.
Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose
residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move
the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. *You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council*, a group of
volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific
concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of
comradely amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has
one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils
and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to
work with an additional council office where they make up a very small
minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. *Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult.* The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime
rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with
numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood
Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and
deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not
only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in
duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread between two
council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional
council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood
represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. *A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off
from the rest of the Jewish community.* This will drown out the voices of
an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered
in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los
Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the Jewish
People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the
historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The
Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish cultural
institutions.
4.* Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and
very little in common with East LA. * As the city beings its rezoning
process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated
into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay,
and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. *The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored.* Beyond the
specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the
residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying
will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area
will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but
dissimilar from the Melrose area.
*Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance
population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as

Date
10/16/2021 14:07:29

Name
Don Roos

10/16/2021 14:29:45

Louie Conte

10/16/2021 14:49:48

Judy Ryckman

Testiony
Thank you for re-drawing District 5 to include Bowmont-Hazen-Briarcrest! It makes all of us citizens in this area feel heard and respected. Our deepest thanks!
Don Roos
2402 Bowmont Drive
Beverly Hills CA 90210
My name is Louie and I am a resident of reseda. I am writing to tell you that this redistricting plan is authoritative. We did not vote on this proposed plan and it’s unbelievable how you are minimizing the vote of
thousands. Not only is this authoritative but extremely racist. It’s another example how affluent white people will just cheat to get the outcome they want while disregarding minorities. Now more than ever people are
aware of the power grabs happening in their local communities and this will not go unnoticed. This council does nothing to help the average LA resident, all it does is help the very rich on the backs of minorities and the
working class. Sent from my iPhone
Commissioners,
My name is Judy Ryckman own a commercial building 7621 Melrose I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council
does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct,
coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising
would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall
district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Judy Ryckman for
Gutt Family Properties LLC
7621 Melrose
90046

Date
10/16/2021 14:51:24

Name
Barbara Beaton
Dubey

10/16/2021 15:50:10

Lauren Borchard

10/16/2021 18:24:53

Hooshik Bayliss

Testiony
Commissioners,
My name is Barbara Dubeyand I own property in the Melrose District. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
*/While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in
Council District 5./*
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. *You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council*, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council
does.
2. *Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult.* The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to
construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is
rising would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall
district.
3. *A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community.* This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4.* Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. * As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. *The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored.* Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater
Village, Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
*/Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety./*
*/
/*
Thank you*,
*
Barbara Dubey
7365 Melrose Ave.*
*
Hello Commissioners,
I write to you today as a member of the Mid City West Neighborhood
Council. We are one of the largest Neighborhood Council’s in Los Angeles
and thanks to the hard work we do to better our community, we have one of
the highest voter turn outs.
That work would be severely undermined if you were to split us across two
City Council districts. At your most recent meeting you responded to our
concerns of a divide along Melrose by carving out *more* of our council
district and moving it to CD13 - a district we have never worked with and
share little in common with.
We have unanimously passed two community impact statements asking that Mid
City West is districted under a singular council office. Please respect
this request, and the countless testimony given to us by stakeholders, and
reunite the Melrose District with the rest of Mid City West under Council
District 5.
Thank you,
Lauren Borchard
Renters Representative
Planning & Land Use Committee
Social & Racial Equity Committee
-Lauren Borchard
lborchard@midcitywest.org
I just want to say how very disappointed I am with the redistricting taking place in the valley- just seems that the whole process is corrupt from the top to the bottom- WHY IS THE VALLEY THE ONLY PLACE where
significant and ultimately detrimental redistricting is taking place??? As an Armenian I am appalled at how this will reduce any say my community will have on issues directly impacting us! I watched some of the meeting
that took place today (Saturday the 16th of October) and could not believe that simple things like posting the map of what the district looks like now compared to what is being suggested would even be up for
discussion!? It was shameful and ridiculous Concerned and upset voter from Encino,
Hooshik Bayliss-Nazarian Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/16/2021 18:31:54

Name
Simon Furie

Testiony
Dear Commissioners:
Thank you for moving the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen-Briarcrest district into CD5 and recognizing natural boundaries and Communities of Interest.
You rectified an important error by putting us with our Westside and Hillside neighbors, rather than in a Valley district that does not respect natural boundaries nor commonality of interests.
Thank you for ensuring that our area is properly represented.
Best-Simon Furie

10/16/2021 18:40:49

Piper Kamins

Simon Furie
9151 Hazen Drive, LA (BHPO)
(###-####
simonfurie@yahoo.com
Hello,
I have lived in Los Feliz for over 7 years, and was born and raised in LA.
As a resident and renter in CD4, I am pleased with Nithya Raman as my City
Council representative. I encourage you to keep CD4 as intact as possible,
so that Ms. Raman can continue to advocate for renters like me. It also
feels strange to have a shift to my community's representation, when I
voted for Ms. Raman and would vote for her again.
The vitriol I have seen towards her on platforms like NextDoor feel
completely unfair, gendered, and misguided - such as people expecting her
to magically "solve" the issue of homelessness in LA within a few months.
I worked in homeless services for 7 years in LA, and see what a challenging
issue it is, caused by so many factors, which Ms. Raman is working to
address.
As a Jewish CD4 resident who was brought up with the values of access to a
free and fair democracy, I am disheartened to see that the map in question
would disenfranchise me and other residents; I urge you to keep CD4 as
intact as possible.
I have also submitted this via the google form, but thought I would send
via email just in case.

10/16/2021 18:53:48

Eunice Song

10/16/2021 19:27:01

Pamela Goldman

Thank you for your time and attention!
Piper Kamins
My name is Eunice Song, and I am the Executive Director of the Korean American Coalition (KAC)
I wanted to thank the Commission for your continued efforts of keeping Koreatown whole in one district in this complicated and intricate process. The DRAFT Map K2.5 serves the purpose of unifying the Koreatown
community under one council district, and I want to urge the Commission to maintain the Koreatown boundaries adopted within this map. Please do not take away from the boundaries of Koreatown as presented.
Preserve and protect the diverse Koreatown community by keeping it intact. We ask the Commission to continue to heed our voices, keep Koreatown borders as reflected in K 2.5 in one district by honoring the census
data and our testimonies in the final map. Thank you,
Eunice Hur Song, Esq.
Executive Director
Korean American Coalition
3727 W. 6th Street, Suite 305
Los Angeles, CA 90020
T: ###-#### Our Website
Thank you for moving Franklin canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district into CD5 and recognizing natural boundaries and Communities of Interest.
You rectified an important error by putting us with our Westside neighbors, rather than in a Valley district.
Thank you for your wisdom.
Pamela Goldman

Date
10/16/2021 20:09:33

Name
Shevi Smith

Testiony
Dear Commissioners and Redistricting Staff,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before this there was none due to official attempts to divide communities of interest. The community is not monolithic by any means and is diverse in
body and thought. Please keep the historic Jewish communities together in Council District 5.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. With rising antiSemitism and the economic difficulties of this pandemic the community being able to keep historic social service infrastructure and communal cohesion is critical. These historic Jewish neighborhoods are currently
encompassed in the configuration of the map within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic core of the Jewish community together in CD5. We strongly urge the commission to also support the needs of other communities of interests.
May this map find its way to equity for all communities.
Thank you,

Shevi Smith

10/16/2021 20:16:24

tracey jackson

10/16/2021 21:48:34

ml09tennis@gmail.
com

10/17/2021 4:40:59

Melinda Peters

Sent from my iPhone
Thank you for moving Franklin canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district into CD5 and recognizing natural boundaries and Communities of Interest. You rectified an important error by putting us with our
Westside neighbors, rather than in a Valley The protection of the ridges from too much mega building is very important for the survival of the flora, fauna and strength of the hillsides against natural disasters and man
made ones. Your attention to this matter is deeply appreciated.
Tracey Jackson
Hazen Drive Sent from my iPhone
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Hancock Park, we are part of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 1. We remain together and with our neighborhoods to
the west. United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I appreciate the
Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations. Respectfully,
Mahlon Lawton
Sent from my iPhone
Why do you - the Redistricting Commission - persist in separating Griffith Park from Los Feliz when so many cogent arguments for its continued inclusion have been made?! Are you being pressured or seduced by
those who stand to profit from a tram in the park? Or perhaps you are swayed by Live Nation, who (understandably) have a stake in their influence within Griffith Park? While we supported a citizen-based redistricting
committee, your apparent need to split the park from its most contiguous and historically supportive community appears highly suspect. Melinda & Tom Peters
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/17/2021 9:35:48

Name
Nasim Kablan

10/17/2021 10:53:42

"Robert A.
Finkelstein"

10/17/2021 11:11:54

"Kristina O'Neil"

10/17/2021 12:11:17

yvonne Cazier

Testiony
Commissioners, My name is Nasim Kablan and I live in Melrose Village. I am also the Zone Representative for my neighborhood at Mid City West Neighborhood Council so I am very familiar with the inner workings of
my area. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council
does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct,
coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is rising
would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall
district. 3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small
population minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure
that the Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other
Jewish cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Nasim Kablan 700 Block of N Stanley Ave
90046
Thank you for moving Franklin canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district into CD5 and recognizing natural boundaries and Communities of Interest.
You rectified an important error by putting us with our Westside neighbors, rather than in a Valley district.
Thank you for your wisdom, yada, yada, yada.
Here is the link for email
Robert A. Finkelstein
###-####
Rfinkelstein@raf-ltd.com<mailto:Rfinkelstein@raf-ltd.com
This e-mail message and any attachments are confidential and may be attorney-client privileged. Dissemination, distribution or copying of this message or attachments without proper authorization is strictly prohibited. If
you are not the intended recipient, please notify me immediately at rfinkelstein@raf-ltd.com<mailto:rfinkelstein@raf-ltd.com, and please permanently delete the original, and destroy all copies, of this message and all
attachments.
Circular 230 Disclosure: To assure compliance with Treasury Department rules governing tax practice, I hereby inform you that any advice contained herein (including in any attachment) (1) was not written or intended
to be used, and cannot be used, by you or any taxpayer for the purpose of avoiding any penalties that may be imposed on you or any taxpayer, and (2) may not be used or referred to by you or any other person in
connection with promoting, marketing or recommending to another person any transaction or matter addressed herein. .
Dear Commissioners:
I have been asked to forward this on behalf of my neighbor Beth Kalish, a 44 year resident and homeowner in Lake Hollywood Estates.
Begin forwarded message:
From: "Beth I. KalishPh.D" <beth.kalish@gmail.com
Subject: Redistricting Concerns
Date: October 17, 2021 at 10:44:28 AM PDT
To: Kristina O'Neil <oneilk283@yahoo.com
To Whom it May Concern:
The map for what appears to be the future CD4 has torn apart neighborhoods that have worked together since Griffith Park was donated to the City. We are one large community of shared interest of hillside residential
areas with strong community leadership, working with the City, HUNC, and the CD4 team, both past and present to preserve the wildlife, open space, reduce congestion, improve fire safety, and manage tourism. It is
impossible to believe that the city would separate Griffith Park which houses the Hollywood Sign from Hollywoodland where the sign originated. It is imperative that these neighborhoods of common interest stay
together so that the solutions they have been working on , with the support of Hollywood United Neighborhood Council and CD4 can continue to move forward. The stakeholders who are vocal about moving to CD13
from these areas, are doing so because they are disenchanted by the way their voices have been unheard by CD4 in dealing with the homeless crisis. That is problem we should all be working together to solve, and not
allow to divide us. Best,
Beth I. Kalish, PhD
Lake Hollywood Estates Resident of 44 years
Thank you for your work as I have been a homeowner in Hancock Park for over 60 years and | feel that the Plan K25 is more than appropriate for all. My children have all gone to Third Street schools , my daughter
went to Marlborough and the reason we purchased this house was it was so convenient for my husband driving to his office in the business area downtown and of course for the family to attend St. Brendan Church.
Thanks for your attention to my concerns.
Yvonne Cazier

Date
10/17/2021 12:38:11

Name
Natalie Freidberg

10/17/2021 12:42:20

Jim Saltmar

Testiony
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Chris Goldie <chriskgoldie@gmail.com
Date: Sat, Oct 16, 2021 at 11:28 AM
Subject: URGENT - Keep CD13 and Latino voices
To: <natalie.freidberg@lacity.org
Hello:
Our neighborhood is organizing to protest the division of Beverly into two
districts and pushing the south side into Koreatown when it in fact it is
entirely Latino. The majority of residents east of Normandy and north of
3rd are Latino not Korean and it will diminish their voices to include them
in Koreatown, not recognizing their needs as vendors and renters. We have
more in common with LACC’s community and the community by the metro at
Vermont and Beverly.
Also Beverly is a major city street and dangerous, Keeping it in one
district ensures it will receive the attention necessary to keep it and the
shop keepers and pedestrians safe.
Please keep the original line at 3rd street for the health of our community.
Thank you,
-- *Chris Goldie*
Climate Adaptation Development | Solar Development
###-#### | ChriskGoldie@gmail.com
www.adapted-dev.com | LinkedIn
<https://www.linkedin.com/in/chris-goldie-82b03133/
I am a member of the Bowmont/Hazen/Briarcrest coalition and one of 2,756
residents who speak with one voice on this topic.
Thank you for moving the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen area to
the Briarcrest district of CD5 and recognizing the natural boundary of
Mulholland Drive and the integrity of our Community of Common Interest. You
have corrected a serious error by moving to put us with our Westside
neighbors, rather than in a Valley district that extends far to the north.
PLEASE leave us in CD5 and do NOT put us back in CD2-4, which would make us
part of a district with disparate priorities and interests from
ours, including the critical life safety resources of Fire, Police and
Hillside Protections.
Thank you for hearing our voices, and for the difficult work you are doing
for the benefit of the citizens.
Sincerely,
Jim
-Jim Saltmar
Bowmont Drive, Los Angeles
jimsaltmar@gmail.com

Date
10/17/2021 12:49:08

Name
Constance Boukidis

Testiony
Greetings Commissioners:
My name is ConstanceBoukidis and I am born and raised here in Los Angeles. My family goes back with a commercial property onMelrose and a home in the Melrose District for decades. I’m writing to youtoday to urge
you to reconsider the decisions you have regarding the Melrosedistrict’s area between La Cienega and La Brea north and south placement inCD13.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melroseresidential and shopping district should fall into one council district, Istrongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keepMelrose unified in Council
District 5 where it has been located for decades.
Please bring the Melrose District back intoCD5. As you seek to balance the population count, please considerbreaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) intheir entirety. Specifically,
moveFranklin Canyon out of CD5 and back to CD4 and move Palms out of CD5 to CD10.
On what basis do you justify keeping theMelrose area east of La Brea to Wilcox north and south in CD5 and excluding theMelrose District west of La Brea to La Cienega north and south from CD5 whereit has been
located for decades? The Melrose area east of La Brea to Wilcox hasfar more historic ties to CD13 than the Melrose area west of La Brea.
Much of your process is meant to keepcommunities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 andinto CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest withwhich they identify. The
K-2.5 map and its amendment groups them withneighborhoods which which they share little commonality. If you move theMelrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follows:
1. You split up the Mid-City West NeighborhoodCouncil, a group of volunteers who have spent years working toaddress Melrose-specific concerns including its green spaces, zoning, and thebuilding of camaraderie
amongst stakeholders. The Mid-City WestNeighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn-outs of all of the 99 NeighborhoodCouncils in Los Angeles and its board has a strong track record of
successfullyworking as a liaison between these voters and CD5. Forcing the Board towork with an additional council office where they would make up a very smallminority of voters would completely undermine its
work.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening acrossMelrose will become more difficult. The Melrose Districthas one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, theMelrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire DivisionC-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representativeNeighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 toconstruct, coordinate,
and deploy programs to combat crime. BreakingMelrose off into CD13 would not only force us to restart this work but also unnecessarilyduplicate the work across two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire
Divisionwould have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melroseneighborhood represents a small portion of its overall district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish communitywill be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. Thiswill drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is alreadya very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups arebeing thoughtfully considered in this redistricting process. Looking atthe alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is more importantthan ever to make sure that
the Jewish community is given the sameconsideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community aspossible in the same council district as the Jewish Federation, the HolocaustMuseum, and so many
other Jewish cultural and religious institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings havea lot in common with the rest of Mid-City and little in common with thevast majority of CD13. As the city begins its rezoning process, Melrose’sresidents, business owners, and patrons want
to have their efforts to protectthe neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council districtas the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets ofWest LA and Mid-City, the areas
that it has been historically tied to fordecades.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose willbe ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, Ifeel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar tothe needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort ofneighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 becausethe requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests ofHollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar toeach other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back intoCD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off otherneighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.Specifically, move Franklin
Canyon out of CD5 and back to CD4 and move Palmsout of CD5 to CD10.
Thank you.
CONSTANCE BOUKIDIS.

10/17/2021 15:12:58

V Sanchez

700 BLOCK OF NORTH GARDNER
90046
My comments are made as an individual. However, I have been anactive volunteer in Los Angeles for almost fifty years. Some of my currentaffiliations include:-Residential Director and former Land Use Chair,
WestwoodNeighborhood Council; -Member, UCLA Parents’ Council;-Facilitator, LA City Attorney’s Neighborhood Justice Panel;-Alumna and former active LAUSD parent
Dear Commissioners:
As a long time resident of Winnetka, I write to oppose the proposed re-districting for district 4-or-2.
As the proposed map stands, it is beyond clear that district 4-or-2 clusters together the lower-income neighborhoods. The higher-income neighborhoods and separated, segregating the poor from the more affluent
neighborhoods.
Is appears that this proposed re-districting was to segregate out the rich from the poor, and make the poor district a dumping ground. This proposed redistricting changes our diverse and inclusive community into one
of exclusion.
Please add Warner Center to district 4-or-2 and leave Van Nuys intact in a separate, distinct area. Alternatively, then remove Lake Balboa or a portion of it and add Warner Center. This would also keep "clean lines or
shapes" on your map. More importantly, keep communities together.
I urge you to do the right thing and add Warner Center or Woodland Hills to 4-or-2. Do not punish the poor communities.

Date
10/17/2021 16:34:18

10/17/2021 16:46:17

Name
Testiony
agold16113@aol.com To The Members of The Redistricting Commission,
After listening to the meeting and comments on Saturday, October 16, 2021 I was dismayed by the words and actions of many of the callersprotesting the Map K2.5. This map gives the San Fernando Valley 5
complete Council Districts with one split and predominantly along geographical boundary lines which are clean, clear, non political or bureaucratic.
The main topic or message that I heard had to do with "assets" in a community. An asset is described as a "property owned by a person or company and regarded as having value." Well, those assets belong to all of
us and not the Council District that "asset" is in whether it is the Van Nuys Airport, Anheuser-Busch Brewery, retail malls, or public parks to name a few. That those "assets" can donate to a Council member should not
be a basis to alter the proposed Map K2.5.
Hasn't there been enough corruption, double dealing, and misconduct in Los Angeles City Government that "assets" should not even be part of the equation of Redistricting? Time for legitimate boundary lines for
Council Districts. No gerrymandering!!

Marianne Vogel
Bender

10/17/2021 17:53:33

MH

10/17/2021 17:56:40

AM

Stay Strong..Stay Resolute and do not let those that raise their voice the loudest wreck the Map K2.5 which is an honest, even handed, and beneficial redistricting map for Los Angeles.
Thank you for your dedication to this difficult project and your service to we the people of Los Angeles.
Anita GoldbaumNorth Hills West Neighborhood CouncilPlanning and Land Use CommitteeOutreach Committee
This letter was unanimously approved on October 14th 2020 by the AVNC board.
Thank you.

Marianne Vogel Bender
mariannebender12@gmail.com
Stakeholder, River Committee, AVNC
Dear Commissioners,
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work regarding Plan K2.5, Amendment 1.
I live in St. Andrews Square, which is part of the part of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC). Please include the Eastern side of Manhattan Place in the revised map so we remain together and with our
neighborhoods to the west as well as keep St. Brendan’s Church and School together in CD5.
United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I appreciate the Commission’s
following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,
Miron Haque
Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows
Dear Commissioners,
Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work regarding Plan K2.5, Amendment 1.
I live in St. Andrews Square, which is part of the part of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC). Please include the Eastern side of Manhattan Place in the revised map so we remain together with our
neighborhoods to the west as well as keep St. Brendan’s Church and School together in CD5.
United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive politically motivated testimony given by some at last Wednesday’s hearing. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I appreciate the Commission’
s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
Respectfully,
Afroza Mannan

10/17/2021 18:08:56

10/17/2021 18:24:26

Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows
Dear redistricting commissioners - I've been a resident of Sherman Oaks for
most of my life. We need community representation and we want to stay in
CD4. If we get moved, it will not be to a council member that represents
us.
We feel that Nithya Raman represents our community. That's why we voted for
her to represent us. I feel this is an attempt to divide our community by
district gerrymandering which will result in de Jure segregation at the
behest of developers.
This is an attack on Nithya Raman and the progressive values that she
represents and works to actualize in our district. We will not sit idly by
while a conservative right wing wing elitist agenda attempts a power grab
by pulling our community out from under us.
Thank you for time,
Buddy Totten
Sherman Oaks resident
"Linda van der Steen Dear Committee,
~ Innerstarfilms"
Thank you for moving Franklin canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district into CD5 and recognizing natural boundaries and Communities of Interest. You rectified an important error by putting us with our
Westside neighbors, rather than in a Valley district.
Thank you for your wisdom, and serving the interests of the people.
Kind regards,
Linda Vandersteen Sent from my iPhone
Buddy

Date
10/17/2021 19:14:44

Name
Keith Johnson

Testiony
Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Let's keep Greater Wilshire together,
along with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5.
I am a long time resident of the Larchmont area, please help keep our
neighbors - in the neighborhood.
Respectfully, Keith Johnson

10/17/2021 19:20:07

lisa aldana

10/17/2021 19:20:37

Steven V

[image: image.png]
Dear Commissioners:
I am very concerned about the new proposal of redistricting of our community. I have been a resident for over 20 years. I feel that my community is is being targeted. You are stripping us of being part of the Warner
Center- Woodland hills area where we are adjacent. You are also stripping us from Tarzana. It looks like you are taking away the more affluent areas from our district which will negatively impact our community.
My proposal is put Woodland Hills, Warner Center or West Hills back in to 4 or 2 or add Winnetka to zone 3 to Encino and Tarzana.
I appreciate your consideration on this issue.
Take care,
Lisa from Winnetka,CA
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Larchmont, a
part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater
Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data,
voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area as you make your determinations.
It's very clear that outside interests and paid agitators have infiltrated
your process. CD-4's Nithya Raman has twice tried to derail the effort of
the community. and the commission The first with a last-minute Map L weeks
ago and now injecting a loud mouth retread politician as a substitute
commissioner for her to continue fighting for her own selfish interest at
the expense of the collective.
Please stand strong and know this is just her Democrat Socialist of America
noise. She claims a victim that 70% of the people that voter for her in
CD4 won't be in her district. On the contrary, she refuses to serve 70% of
the constituents of her district who want the basic services of a
councilperson. Especially non-POC, white, older, homeowner and longtime
renters and people of Jewish and Christian faith.
Stay with your process which with tremendous input has aligned so many more
communities and neighborhood groups. Exemplary work.

10/17/2021 20:03:44

David

10/17/2021 20:16:39

Amy Adelson

Respectfully,
Steven Voci
"Have a great day"
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Larchmont, a part of Greater Wilshire. We need greater Wilshire to stay together. I live here. I am not from another district or state with a political agenda. I am a
home owner who wants his community to be part of similar neighborhoods to the west. This is about families. Not one politician’s ambitions. Thank you for hearing our voices Yours David grant
Sent from my iPad
Dear Commissioners:
I am writing you to thank you for placing the Coldwater Canyon/Bowmont/Hazen/Briarcrest neighborhood within CD5. We understand how difficult your job is, and we're very grateful to you for hearing us and for
respecting the Mulholland Drive boundary that places us with our neighbors to the west..
During the last few years, our area has been inadequately served and represented. Although we share the same concerns and public safety issues as the hillside neighborhoods to the west, we have shared none of
their protections. Most notably, we have been left out of the Hillside Construction Regulation Ordinance that restricts the out-of-control and outsized development that has destroyed much of the natural topography and
ridgelines of our community. We have felt like a stepchild of the city. We need our representatives to be versed in the specific fire and public safety concerns that we are facing on the ground and that are different from
more urban areas to the east and in the Valley.
Again, we thank you for rectifying this with this map amendment.
Amy Adelson
amyadelson1@aol.com
Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition

Date
10/17/2021 20:59:28

Name
Caroline DiGiulio

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,

I’m a single parent, longtime resident, and renter of over 25 years in the Miracle Mile area (on Cloverdale Ave) and currently live in DISTRICT 4. I want to truly thank the commission and express my strong support for
map K2.5, namely the proposed DISTRICT 5, which I believes makes complete logical sense and keeps our interested neighborhood communities together, such as Miracle Mile, Hancock park, and the greater Wilshire
area and other communities to the west. Currently, CD4 is a hodge-podge of areas, but your proposed K 2.5 fixes that — THANK YOU!

As a renter, I do NOT support the objections by Jackie Goldberg, councilwoman Raman and others regarding the changes to the current district 4. We are not homeowners vs renters, we put our shared neighborhood
and community interests first! The redistricting map should not be based on political motivations.

Also, I don’t mind the inclusion of the area North of Melrose, however I do feel that area feels different and more aligned with Hollywood. I can understand why you drew the boundary line at Melrose.
To sum up, I wholly support the map boundaries in proposed district 5. Thank you so much for your time and hard work! 🙌

Best,
Caroline DiGiulio
Resident, CD4

10/17/2021 21:02:47

Natalie Freidberg

Sent from my ipad
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Terri Mando <terri.mando@gmail.com
Date: Sun, Oct 17, 2021 at 8:45 PM
Subject: Redistricting: SHADOW HILLS
To: <fred.ali@lacity.org, <David.Hyun@lacity.org, <sonja.diaz@lacity.org,
<richard.polanco@lacity.org, <denis.cagna@lacity.org, <
richard.katz@lacity.org, <rocky.delgadillo@lacity.org, <
valerie.shaw@lacity.org, <miguel.martinez@lacity.org, <
edward.anderson@lacity.org, <michele.prichard@lacity.org, <
natalie.freidberg@lacity.org, <elissa.d.barrett@lacity.org, <
nam.le@lacity.org, <maria.brenes@lacity.org, <charisse.bremond@lacity.org,
<carlos.moreno@lacity.org, <rachel.torres@lacity.org, <
wendy.mitchell@lacity.org, <Tammy.Membreno@lacity.org

Hello,
I thank the Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the Shadow Hills
and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into CD7 from CD “2 or 4”, which
reflects what the residents of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon
neighborhoods need and want and have strongly stated in both spoken and
written testimony.
There have been several attempts to move Shadow Hills to other
districts (to CD6 during the meeting on Saturday, Oct. 16,) that we have
little in common with, and we THANK the Commissioners who have reminded the
rest of the Commissioners that there were numerous spoken testimonies and
MANY written comments on the Feedback Spreadsheet about Shadow Hills that
have ALL said that we want the entire neighborhood to stay together and in
CD7.
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow
Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended2, in CD7, where it belongs. DO NOT DILUTE
THE VOICES OF THESE DISTRICTS (horse keeping and fire prone areas) BY
moving to a district that does not understand or care about the long term
needs of these communities of Shadow Hills and Lake View Terrace--which the
neighborhood councils work incredibly closely together.

Date
10/17/2021 21:22:00

Name
justsave1

Testiony
Greetings,
My name is Ann Masterson and I am a proud and VERY CONCERNED Shadow Hills resident. I’ve been living at 9906 Wornom Ave. 91040 for the past 21 years. I am deeply committed to the health of our communityon ALL levels.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into the CD7, from CD “2” or “4”, which REFLECTS WHAT THE RESIDENTS OF
SHADOW HILLS AND LA TUNA CANYON NEIGHBORHOODS NEED, WANT, AND HAVE STRONGLY STATED in both spoken and written testimony.
I’d like to extend my sincerest gratitude to Denis Cagna and Rachel Torres for being in strong support of us staying in CD7
There have been several attempts to move Shadow Hills to other districts (to CD6 during the meeting on Saturday, Oct. 16,) that we have little in common with, and we THANK the Commissioners who have reminded
the rest of the Commissioners that there were NUMEROUS SPOKEN TESTIMONIES AND MANY WRITTEN COMMENTS ON THE FEEDBACK SPREADSHEET ABOUT SHADOW HILLS THAT HAVE ALL SAID
THAT WE WANT THE ENTIRE NEIGHBORHOOD TO STAY TOGETHER IN CD7.
As you have witnessed, we are a very passionate and active community and will continue to do whatever it takes to preserve the health and interests of our neighborhoods!
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended2, in CD7, where it belongs.

Kind Regards,
Ann Masterson

10/17/2021 21:44:36

Marcia Lewis Smith

10/17/2021 21:57:01

Cindy Chvatal

10/17/2021 22:08:11

sheri gasche

10/17/2021 22:23:27

oliviaingram@aol.
com

“The soul is the same in all living creatures, although the body of each is different.”
― Hippocrates
Dear Commissioners,
You have a daunting task - some of us will be happy and others bitter about the outcome. I'm writing from the happy side of today's ledger. The Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district is finally
where it should have always been, in CD5.
We have been poorly represented for the past decade. Left out of the Hillside Construction Regulations, the Coldwater ridgeline has now been scarred and irreparably damaged by unregulated development. We are not
completely covered in the new Ridgeline Ordinance and are not even in the Hollywood Plan.
By joining us with CD5, where we share the same issues, you've taken a giant step in helping save the critical environmental crisis that has slowly been unfolding here.
You have many challenges ahead of you, many voices and needs to address across the city. Please stand by your decision to take us out of what is fundamentally a Valley district and put us in one that makes sense.
The 3,000 residents of this area deserve representation that share our issues as much as any other.
Thank you for your commitment and dedication.
Sincerely,
Marcia Smith
Meredith Place
Lewis Smith Media
[c] ###-####
[o] ###-####
www.LewisSmithMedia.com<http://www.lewissmithmedia.com/
mls@lsmprco.com<mailto:mls@lsmprco.com
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work and unbelievable patience. I
live in Hancock Park, our community is made up of homeowners and renters.
We are a diverse community
made up of Caucasian, Asian, and African American families. We are also
home to hundreds of Orthodox Jewish families. Thank you for Plan K2.5,
Amendment 2. and keeping Hancock Park and Greater Wilshire together, and
with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. I appreciate
the Commission’s following of the census data, voting rights protections,
communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of
the people who actually reside in our area - as you make your
determinations.
Respectfully,
Cindy and John Keane
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in SOHO, a part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in
new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area as you make your determinations. We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues. Thank you again for recognizing Greater Wilshire by
placing us in Council District 5 where we can receive focused attention and services. Please do not be distracted by organized political interference aimed at derailing or delegitimizing your efforts.
Best regards,
Sheri Gasche
My name is Joyce Ingram. Thanks for all the Commission’s hard work. I have lived in Hancock Park for over 25 years. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. It keeps us exactly where we belong: together with our
community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and synagogues. Thank you again for recognizing Hancock
Park by placing us in Council District 5 where we can receive focused attention and services. Please do not be distracted by organized political interference aimed at derailing or delegitimizing your efforts.
Respectfully,
Joyce Ingram534 N. Cahuenga Blvd.Los Angeles, CA 90004

Date
10/17/2021 22:48:38

Name
Kerry Ferguson

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Committee:
Please give more thought to the proposal to remove the north side of Melrose Avenue from CD-5 to CD-13. While this will satisfy your requirements to balance population, it does a HUGE disservice to the residents of
the Melrose Avenue corridor.
Melrose has been undergoing a transformational change, and we’re at the cusp of the change right now. How this is handled in the very near term will either allow for the criminal invasion that’s been happening, or
allow us to keep Melrose a welcome place for all people.
Melrose has always been a very diverse and welcoming place, keeping up with trends. This neighborhood has had many long term residents and we’ve always been about embracing the diverse products and people of
the area. During the pandemic criminals found this area to be very attractive to come in and commit crimes. We’ve rallied as a neighborhood and worked VERY closely with CD-5 Councilmember Paul Koretz, the LAPD,
Business Improvement District, Parking Enforcement, Public Works, Building & Street Services and others who have a vested interest in keeping the area safe and not allowing the criminals to take over the area.
This is an ongoing effort and requires frequent check-ins with the agencies, residents and neighbors. I’m happy to report we’ve seemed to make some small steps in the right direction. We MUST stay in one cohesive
district to keep the crime down and the shoppers and diners coming to the area.
If you take the Melrose area and split it between two Council Districts, you could potentially stymie our efforts. Also, take a look at the proposed map. It really doesn’t make any sense to have the little finger sticking out
of the SW corner of the new proposed CD-13. That proposed map looks like some committee just cut and pasted an area in an effort to make population requirements for the new districts, but clearly no thought was
given to the impact of the residents of the area for what we’re experiencing right now. One can also venture a guess that having that tiny little finger sticking off the lower corner of the Council District, far removed from
the majority of the residents and businesses, that the “Melrose finger” will be lost in the shuffle and put aside as a very small part of nothing else in the district. This puts as at risk for falling further into the slide of
criminals taking over and property values declining.
The Melrose Avenue neighborhood area is well organized and committed to keeping the area safe and clean. We’re trying so hard to protect those of us who’ve been here for so long, those who’ve just moved here and
those who will be coming to our area.
Since Paul Koretz is not running for CD-5 council representation, due to term limits, this has nothing to do with him and any potential power grab by any incoming councilmember. Our efforts are solely to protect what
we’ve worked so hard to build, a community!
Look again at that map and look at how out of place that little area off the SW corner of proposed CD-13 looks. Try to picture all of us here now trying to fight for our neighborhood and having to go to one that we’d just
be a small, barely noticeable part of that district, and one district that has helped us organize as a community and come together or the overall betterment of this area and Los Angeles.
Please keep Melrose together!!!!
Sincerely,
Kerry
Kerry Ferguson
M – ###-####
Account Manager, Positive Action Associate Alumni
[signature_###-####8]

10/17/2021 23:22:15

Joseph Guidera

ViiV Healthcare monitors email communications sent to and from ViiV Healthcare in order to protect ViiV Healthcare, our employees, customers, suppliers and business partners, from cyber threats and loss of ViiV
Healthcare Information. ViiV Healthcare monitoring is conducted with appropriate confidentiality controls and in accordance with local laws and after appropriate consultation.
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Hancock Park. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Hancock Park and Greater Wilshire remain together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in
new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s following of the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our
area - as you make your determinations.
Respectfully,
Joseph Guidera
303 N. June St. 90004

10/18/2021 0:26:56

Elena Serpas

Sent from my iPhone
To all the commissioners: I am writing this email and attempting to put my thoughts together after watching the 6-hour Zoom meeting on Saturday. It seems that the saying "the squeaky wheel gets the oil" or "whoever
screams loudest gets heard", is true and describes exactly what occurred on Saturday. Unfortunately, the city of Winnetka went unrepresented and unheard. We didn't have someone to advocate for us like the
gentleman that spoke for over 10 minutes on behalf of the Armenian community. He must have been elated to see that this committee addressed his issue first and ultimately granted his wish. Well I hope that my plea
and of those of us in district 4-or-2 are equally heard and addressed. Leave district 3 as it is with Tarzana, Woodland Hills, Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda. The current map with its amendments shows the
removal of Tarzana and Woodland Hills, and the addition of Lake Balboa and Van Nuys. It is evident that the 2 wealthier neighborhoods were removed and added to a district of other wealthy neighborhoods, while the
more economically challenged neighborhoods have been grouped together. We are more than just lines that get moved around on a map, we are people, families, community members, and long-term residents that call
Woodland Hills and Tarzana home. We are proud of the relationships we have forged with our neighbors in Woodland Hills and Tarzana, and by moving the district lines as you have, you’ve displaced and discard us
like garbage. We are not expendable and we don’t deserve this. It is my understanding that the purpose of redistricting is to make sure all districts have equal representation. This proposed map does the exact opposite
by linking the higher-income neighborhoods, and separating them from the lower-income neighborhoods. Why have other districts had very minimal changes while ours has been drastically ripped apart? We are literally
being segregated from the more affluent neighborhoods. Why is that? Is it because these neighborhoods are mostly populated by Latino residents and so people of color should be deemed less than? Because we tend
to stay quiet and not voice our discord unlike our wealthy counterparts that participate and raise a community voice. It was said in Saturday’s meeting that district 4-or-2 wasn't proposed as a "Latino" District. Well, it
sure seems like that’s exactly what has been done. We were a district of diversity and inclusion and you have destroyed that. Take a really good look at K-2.5-Amendment 2 map. We are literally surrounded by all the
affluent neighborhoods but not a part of any. We are not part of Encino, or West Hills, or Woodland Hills, or Warner Center. These changes feel very bias, classist and promote exclusion. What I propose is for our
district to stay as it is (Woodland Hills, Tarzana, Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda). If for some reason that is not possible, then leave Woodland Hills, or add Warner Center and remove Lake Balboa and Van Nuys.
This would help restore balance for everyone. Your time a consideration is highly appreciated. Best regards,
E.Serpas

Date
10/18/2021 7:05:44

Name
Amanda Stirling

10/18/2021 7:35:48

Elizabeth Leanse

10/18/2021 7:39:36

john waybill

Testiony
Dear Commissioners, Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas. We encourage you to keep it this way
on the final map. I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4. For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon
from our immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and
LAPD service areas as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks as well as to address the challenges of canyon living
in the heart of the Santa Monica Mountains. Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council
addressing most effectively the fire danger and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Thank
you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of interest related to
fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air. Sincerely,
Amanda Stirling 1829 Franklin Canyon Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
Dear Commission,
THANK YOU for moving Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district into CD5.
By keeping us in CD5, you recognize our critical life safety issues of Fire, Police, and Hillside protection.
Thank you for understanding the importance of this for us.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Leanse
Resident of Bowmont Drive
Dear Commission,
Thank you for keeping Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district in CD5.
Thank you for recognizing the important life safety issues that you preserve by insisting we stay in CD5.
Sincerely,

10/18/2021 7:46:04

Elizabeth White

John Waybill
Resident of Bowmont Drive
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas. We encourage you to keep it this way on the final map.
I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4. For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon from our
immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and LAPD service
areas as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks as well as to address the challenges of canyon living in the heart of
the Santa Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council addressing most effectively the fire danger and
other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Thank
you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of interest related to
fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth White
Franklin Canyon Resident
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/18/2021 7:49:09

Name
Millie Rivero

Testiony
A couple of weeks ago I submitted the following comments online via your website, but I never received a confirmation that the form was successfully submitted. I want to make sure you receive my comments because
this issue is very important to me and to my family.
Does your community have ashared culture, characteristics, or bond? Please describe your community:
We are a culturally and race mixed older neighborhood ofprimarily ranch style single family homes on lots larger than the city average.
Explain the geographical location of your community ofinterest. What are the physical boundaries?
405 freeway to the east, Roscoe to the south, Bull Creek tothe West and Lassen St to the north
Do you believe you should change your council districtboundaries at all? If so, in what ways? If not, tell us why.
NO. We have a longand strong established working relationship with the CD12 council office andour surrounding neighborhood councils. Also, North Hills West, along with our CD12 neighbors, is part of theLAPD
Devonshire division. Taking us out of CD12 will break that bond thatincludes our councilman, LAPD captain and surrounding neighborhood councils.
Describe your community’s relationship with the City and howit is affected by policy decisions made by the City Council.

10/18/2021 7:50:06

Owen Smith

10/18/2021 8:11:43

Claire McCluskey

Our neighborhood demographics, physical location andcultural interests are very similar to those of Granada Hills and Northridge.Our CD12 council office understands our problems and concerns and ourcouncilman
represents our best interest at the city council. Moving us to another district that isphysically removed from ours and with much different problems and concerns willleave us as "orphans". Locations like Sylmar and
Pacoima are veryphysically removed from us and their quality of life issues and policiesconcerns are much different than ours in North Hills West.
Thank you so much for listening to our concerns.
Millie RiveroMalden St, North Hills West resident
My name is Owen Smith and I live in the Brookside area of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for all of the Commission's hard work. Thank you for Plan K2.5
Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together with our neighbors to the
west, in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission's following the census
data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood
councils boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our
area-- as you make your determinations. Keep up the good work.
Respectfully,
Owen Smith
Hello,
I live in CD4 in a small condo/apartment complex in Sherman Oaks. I support
a redistricting map that puts Sherman Oaks residents with other communities
in the valley. It doesn't make sense for our district to have such a small
valley footprint.
I am very concerned though with the redrawn District 3 map that will have
an overrepresentation of single family dwellings within the mountain pass
area. Given the issues of high housing prices, traffic, pollution, and
large scale transit projects, it is imperative that our community be
represented by a district filled with constituents most affected by these
issues (and NOT from a personal property tax/home value perspective).

10/18/2021 8:31:53

DAVID TRAINER

Thank you,
Claire McCluskey
I applaud the transparent and fair process of redistricting this year. It is a model of creating good public policy. I support map K2.5 amendment 2, especially in regard to District 5. I live in Hancock Park. This plan
respects logical communities of interest, neighborhood councils, census data and voting rights laws. It makes sense. Please advance map K2.5 amendment 2 as the new redistricting plan. Thank you. David Trainer,
Hancock Park

Date
10/18/2021 8:43:33

Name
John Gresham

Testiony
Commissioners,
My name is John Gresham. I've lived in the Wilshire Park neighborhood for
32 years and helped form its HPOZ in 2008. Wilshire Park is part of Greater
Wilshire, its neighborhood council and its community of interest. Thank you,
Commissioners, for all of your hard work so far. Thank you also for
continuing to make adjustments to Plan K2.5, now at Amendment 2. K 2.5,
Amendment 2 keeps Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong, together with
our community of interest neighbors to the west, where we share our
extended families, our historic homes, our schools, our local newspapers,
our parks, our businesses, and our churches and synagogues.
I appreciate that the Commission continues to follow census data, voting
rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations. Thank you
again for recognizing Greater Wilshire by placing us in Council District 5
where we can receive the focused attention and services we need.
I cannot end this email without mentioning that it is also important to us
that the Commission continues to avoid being distracted by organized
dismissive political interference aimed at derailing or delegitimizing your
efforts.
Respectfully,
John Gresham
-- John Gresham

Date
10/18/2021 8:45:23

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received. Thank you.
On Sun, Oct 17, 2021 at 8:09 PM Susan Wong <sowong4biz@gmail.com wrote:
Oct. 17, 2021

Dear Commissioner Diaz,

I want to THANK the Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the
Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods out of CD “2 or 4” and back
into CD7 where we belong.

There have been several recent attempts to move part or all of Shadow
Hills to other districts and I am grateful for the Commissioners who have
reminded everyone that there were numerous spoken testimonies, multiple
emails, and at least 191 written comments on the Feedback Spreadsheet about
Shadow Hills that have ALL said that we want to stay together and in CD7.

I watched with horror as some commissioners attempted to divide the Shadow
Hills community at Sunland Blvd. (and then eventually along Wentworth St.)
and move it to from CD7 into CD6 at another point during Saturday’s meeting.
This went against every single one of the citizen comments, emails, and
spoken testimony from Shadow Hills. It goes against the Redistricting
Commission’s website: “The testimony and input of the residents of Los
Angeles is critical to creating a redistricting plan that provides fair and
effective representation for all residents of the City”. I was very glad
that that motion, at least, was voted down.

Contrary to what another Commissioner said, CD6 does NOT have anything in
common with Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon. CD6 residents were not
cooperating with other horse communities to share horse trailers while
evacuating their horses during the La Tuna and Creek fires. CD6
residents don’t weep when a horse is hit by a speeding car and killed on
their street. CD6 residents don’t advocate for and then rejoice when
their Councilwoman installs two new HAWK beacons so equestrians can cross
into The Big Tujunga Wash safely. CD6 residents don’t work together with
Lake View Terrace to keep the Big Tujunga Wash cleaned up and safe.

We have found Monica Rodriguez to be very constructive, productive and
proactive in dealing with Shadow Hills’ concerns, and wish to stay in CD7.

As you work on further redrawing some lines on the K2.5 Amended 2 Map,
please resist any further attempts to move Shadow Hills away from other
equestrian and high-fire neighborhoods, and leave Shadow Hills where it
should be and now is: in CD7.

Susan Wong
Shadow Hills resident
sowong4biz@gmail.com

-Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission

Date
10/18/2021 8:47:35

Name
David Hilton

10/18/2021 9:04:00

ricko40@aol.com

10/18/2021 9:36:02

warren blum

10/18/2021 9:48:19

JAMES VALLELY

Testiony
Dear Members of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission,
Thank you all for taking the time to review the updated census data and
propose new district boundaries. I live in Encino and am currently in
District 5 which is represented by Mr. Paul Koretz. I have been informed
that the commission is looking at creating a new district that encompases
Sherman Oaks, Encino, Tarzana and Woodland Hills.
Please note, my comments have nothing to do with Mr. Koretz acting as our
current City Council Member, Mr. Koretz is an amazing human and has helped
out our city in many ways.
I would be in 100% support and I would be a huge proponent of
redistricting Encino to include Sherman Oaks, Tarzana and Woodland Hills.
If you look at the city's makeup, bel air and Westwood are a completely
different make up than Encino. Speaking frankly, one is the "west side" and
one is the valley. I feel that by creating a new district that encompases
these four cities the City Council will be represented in a fair and more
equitable way.
I know you recieve a lot of these emails, so I won't continue on, but
please feel free to give me a call with any follow up questions.
###-####.
Best regards,
David Hilton
Dear Commissioners: The redistricting maps that have been put out for discussion have caused us great concern. As residents of Studio City we feel as we should be in a district within the valley and not included in
the Hollywood area. We moved out of Hollywood 25 years ago and go there very infrequently. The needs of those in Hollywood are very different from ours. Our daily living is within the valley and we feel very strongly
that our political affiliation should be within the valley as well. We are in favor of the map shown below and also believe that Council Districts 2 and 4 should retain their current Council members whom we elected. Map
K2.5 does not represent the Studio City residents and is really unacceptable as an option. This is the map we urge you to adopt. Thank you for what you do for our city, including the valley. Susan Hammar, MD and
Rick Harrison, MD ###-#### 11596 Kelsey St Studio City 91604
My name Warren Blum. I have a commercial property on Melrose. I also live nearby on Ogden Drive. I’m writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at your most recent meeting about the
Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification. However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our community.
While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified in Council
District 5.
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together. Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. You split up the Mid-City West Neighborhood Council, a group of volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of comradely
amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council
does.
2. Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more difficult. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct,
coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not only force this work to be restarted, but all new work would also have to be done in duplicate as the region where crime is
rising would be spread between two council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood represents a small portion of the overall
district.
3. A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the voices of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the
Jewish People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish
cultural institutions.
4. Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and very little in common with East LA. As the city beings its rezoning process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have their
efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay, and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored. Beyond the specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas currently
zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but dissimilar from the Melrose area.
Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.
Thank you,
Warren Blum
Melrose between Ogden Drive and Orange Grove
Los Angeles, 90046
This e-mail may contain information which is confidential and/or privileged attorney-client information or work product. If you are not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the
intended recipient please immediately delete this e-mail and notify the sender.
My name is James Vallely, I’ve been a homeowner in Hancock Park for thirty years, I also work in the area, ever since the late 80’s when I was a young writer on The Golden Girls, which was shot at the then Ren-Mar
studios. So I have roots in this neighborhood that go back 35 years. I’m writing to give my support to plan K2.5, Amendment 2. This has been our neighborhood and this plan keeps us where we belong! We share our
schools and restaurants, local papers (two for Larchmont area alone!) Hancock Park belongs in council district 5. Thank you for your hard work and for placing us in council district 5. Certainly the folks on my block will
remember. Much appreciated! Thanks for your hard work in making this happen.
James Vallely
540 Wilcox Ave L.A. Ca. 90004 Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/18/2021 9:49:52

Name
Lisa Mazzocco

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners:
I am a long-time resident of Studio City. I am writing about the
proposed Map K2.5, which combines Studio City with Hollywood for a City
Council district. Studio City is part of the San Fernando Valley, located
north of Mulholland Drive.
*The Commission should reconsider Map K2.5 for the following reasons: *
First, Ventura Boulevard is a major thoroughfare that spans the entire
length of the Valley. Maintaining a vibrant Boulevard is a vital shared
interest and critical to the Valley’s identity and economic well-being.
Second, homeless outreach workers identify and connect our unhoused
neighbors to resources based on their location. Outreach workers are
geographically segregated based on their status in the LAHSA Service Plan
Area (SPA). The San Fernando Valley is designated as SPA 2 and includes
Studio City. Segregating the Studio City council district from the San
Fernando Valley will further complicate an already complex problem.
Third, pending litigation by the City of Los Angeles against Burbank
Airport is a crucial issue to Studio City residents and many in the SFV
district. This litigation is a significant quality of life concern, and
breaking this community into separate council districts is disrespectful to
voters. Moreover, the other constituents of the new proposed district are
not at all impacted by this issue.
Finally, the political maneuvering of Commissioners Delgadillo and Polanco
manipulating the voting process with a confusing motion was appalling.
Moreover, Chair Ali's proceeding with the vote when some Commissioners
indicated they didn't understand the motion further eroded confidence in
the process.
Please reconsider this decision and create an inclusive Valley council
district which more accurately reflects day-to-day living for the City
Council's consideration.
Lisa Mazzocco

Date
10/18/2021 9:57:01

Name
David Hay

Testiony
My name is David Hay and I own property in the Melrose neighborhood. I’m
writing to you today to urge you to reconsider the decision you made at
your most recent meeting about the Melrose district’s placement.
I appreciate the time you took to discuss the Melrose reunification.
However, it is clear to me that you misunderstood the request of our
community.
*While I’m glad you agree that the Melrose residential and shopping
district should fall into one council district, I strongly oppose it
joining Council District 13 and strongly recommend you keep Melrose unified
in Council District 5.*
Much of your process is meant to keep communities of interest together.
Moving the Melrose Area out of CD5 and into CD13 splinters off Melrose
residents from the communities of interest in which they identify. It
groups them with neighborhoods which share little commonality. If you move
the Melrose area into CD13 some of the specific problems are as follow:
1. *You split up the Mid City West Neighborhood Council*, a group of
volunteers who have spent years working to address Melrose specific
concerns including its green spaces, its zoning, and the building of
comradely amongst stakeholders. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has
one of the highest voter turn outs of all 99 of LA’s Neighborhood Councils
and the board has a strong track record of successfully working as a
liaison between these voters and Council District 5. Forcing the board to
work with an additional council office where they make up a very small
minority of voters would undermine the work the Neighborhood Council does.
2. *Combatting the rising crime happening across Melrose will become more
difficult.* The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime
rates in Los Angeles. Recently, the Melrose residents, Business
Improvement District (BID), LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with
numerous community stakeholder groups and its representative Neighborhood
Council have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and
deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking Melrose off into CD13 would not
only force this work to be restarted, all new work would have to be done in
duplicate as the region where crime is rising would be spread between two
council districts. Lastly, LAPD-Wilshire Division would have an additional
council district (CD13) to report to while the Melrose neighborhood
represents a small portion of the overall district.
3. *A small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off
from the rest of the Jewish community.* This will drown out the voices of
an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population
minority. Other ethnic and racial groups are being thoughtfully considered
in this process. Looking at the alarming spike of antisemitism here in Los
Angeles, it is now more important than ever to make sure that the Jewish
People are given the same consideration. Please keep as much of the
historic Jewish community as possible in the same council district as The
Federation, the Holocaust Museum, and so many other Jewish cultural
institutions.
4.* Melrose’s buildings have a lot in common with the rest of Mid City and
very little in common with East LA. * As the city beings its rezoning
process, Melrose’s residents, business owners, and patrons want to have
their efforts to protect the neighborhood’s unique character consolidated
into the same council district as the Fairfax area, Beverly Grove, Carthay,
and similarly built pockets of West LA and Mid City.
5. *The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored.* Beyond the
specific points listed above, I feel that the overall needs of the
residents along Melrose are very similar to the needs of the other areas
currently zoned as CD5. Any sort of neighborhood organization and lobbying
will be rendered moot in CD13 because the requests from the Melrose area
will be such an outlier from the requests of Hollywood, Atwater Village,
Echo Park and other communities that are similar to each other but
dissimilar from the Melrose area.
*Please bring the Melrose District back into CD5. As you balance
population count, please consider breaking off other neighborhoods (as
zoned by their neighborhood councils) in their entirety.*
-- *David Hay*
*Melrose Property Owner*
9454 Wilshire Blvd, Ste 603
Beverly Hills, CA 90212
o: ###-####
c: ###-####

Date
10/18/2021 10:12:27

Name
Owynn Lancaster

10/18/2021 10:26:58

Susan Wong

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Committee,
My name is Owynn Lancaster and I'm a resident of Shadow Hills and the
Executive Secretary of the Shadow Hills Property Owners Association.
As both resident and representative of SHPOA, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna
Canyon neighborhoods back into CD7 from CD “2 or 4”, which reflects what
the residents of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods need and
want to stay as part of the same representative group. And one which was so
strongly stated in both spoken and written testimony to this committee and
its affiliates.
With that, there still have been attempts to move Shadow Hills to other
districts (to CD6 during the meeting on Saturday, Oct. 16,). While we
understand the need to balance the relative populations of each council
district, we have less in common with those areas. And we still feel that
commonality and diversity of community should take priority when trying to
balance out the whole population. Shadow Hills, La Tuna Canyon, and Lake
View Terrace represent the last of the major equestrian communities in Los
Angeles. We try to maintain this uniqueness in our communities to help
preserve the lifestyles and conservationist tones that come with this
mindset. We are deeply thankful to the Commissioners who have reminded the
rest of the Committee of that and that in a representative fashion, there
were numerous spoken testimonies and at least 182 written comments (to
date) about Shadow Hills that have all said that we want the entire
neighborhood to stay together and in CD7.
As you continue to *amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map*, *please leave Shadow
Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended2, in CD7, where it belongs*.
We are very grateful for your efforts and continued diligence to listen to
our feedback and the feedback of all the broad and diverse neighborhoods of
Los Angeles.
Sincerely,
-- Owynn Lancaster
Oct. 18, 2021
Dear Commissioners,
I want to THANK the Redistricting Commissioners for voting to move the
Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods out of CD “2 or 4” and back
into CD7 where we belong.
I also want to thank the Commissioners who have reminded everyone, during
the several recent attempts to move part or all of Shadow Hills to other
districts, that there were numerous spoken testimonies, multiple emails,
and at least 204 written comments on the Feedback Spreadsheet about Shadow
Hills that have ALL said that we want to stay together and in CD7.
I watched with horror as some commissioners attempted to divide the Shadow
Hills community at Sunland Blvd. (and then eventually along Wentworth St.)
and move it to from CD7 into CD6 at another point during Saturday’s meeting.
This went against every single one of the citizen comments, emails, and
spoken testimony from Shadow Hills. It goes against the Redistricting
Commission’s website: “The testimony and input of the residents of Los
Angeles is critical to creating a redistricting plan that provides fair and
effective representation for all residents of the City”. I was very glad
that that motion, at least, was voted down.
Contrary to what one Commissioner said, CD6 does NOT have anything in
common with Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon. CD6 residents were not
cooperating with other horse communities to share horse trailers while
evacuating their horses during the La Tuna and Creek fires. CD6 residents
don’t weep when a horse is hit by a speeding car and killed on their street.
CD6 residents don’t advocate for and then rejoice when their Councilwoman
installs two new HAWK beacons so equestrians can cross into The Big Tujunga
Wash safely. CD6 residents don’t work together with Lake View Terrace to
keep the Big Tujunga Wash cleaned up and safe.
As you work on further redrawing some lines on the K2.5 Amended 2 Map,
please resist any further attempts to move Shadow Hills away from other
equestrian and high-fire neighborhoods, and leave Shadow Hills where it
should be and now is: in CD7.
Susan Wong
Shadow Hills resident
sowong4biz@gmail.com

Date
10/18/2021 10:31:53

Name
Michael Gilman

10/18/2021 10:36:53

Lorna Hennington

10/18/2021 10:44:03

Chris Cornish

Testiony
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I have lived in Larchmont
Village, part of the Greater Wilshire area, for almost 35 years, and I'm
an original Board Member of the Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association
(LVNA). Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains
together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. I
appreciate the Commission following the census data, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make your
determinations.
Respectfully,
Mike Gilman
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually
reside in our area - as you make your determinations. Respectfully,
[https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/wK0xs-mADWRlCLxdTkmf8hNA_BpmJHdvf6fVPx1BXQslHhxZNlRKcZ5oeGfxinM0uBnhW2jaqiR1_6xWY158JosbHuZe9S4NunRdpZj1H2HH2RoVt66CPJ0ff80TB_4J18i-rx45]
[https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/ZqDIpYJA9-2d6M-1GCVgK5bDL0kwNAG9_XOWYviKMagpZjyx9qWuAx5XxFSrOk4x3QjLwUMe_OtJiX0rCMiDJwHgUPxLoZjRqc7FVTst1WTJSdA_8MMgz2B4SXHo4_sJnrtMJ8Ze]
Lorna Hennington
Realtor ︳Broker ︳Attorney
KW | KELLER WILLIAMS REALTY, LARCHMONT
BRE # ###-####
###-####
lorna@bateshennington.com<mailto:lorna@bateshennington.com
www.bateshennington.com<https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.bateshennington.com&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%
7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C###-####2741&sdata=ii1%2BIUleRu4MYoCO%2BVn4Ph%2BJjNw60hLH5BivHVzuZj0%3D&reserved=0
[https://lh5.googleusercontent.com/Q11GZfUj6nYhg10euzdnmfBnAkmL_Z41nekFiWTrTUblajxifLQBaY98EGhVlGk48P4EkkSj_uDDDvC7JPTwTVTzrU0GOaMX2drPx7Bw4xKgrD1zlxn-fPtx8ohB6MkXjdE-1Xgr]<https:
//eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%
7C1%7C0%7C###-####2746&sdata=bHxn5H7k0UU9Fz%2BFb%2FIG36UXfF9kbUrdYXEHoPXAMxM%3D&reserved=0 [https://lh6.googleusercontent.
com/lXHIzDu5brNXu0NmMxbpYtqjhsp6GH6kbz2v9PHx6mH3hEbCXKCvbmvVsDIfLcpdfXf3xzndnaPDOWbB6xAa3rEm_XUvB-WQfLRrWGIZ3fkhCuRNy0Obvr6yTLPCyrPfHNtKDAYP] <https://eur04.safelinks.
protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.instagram.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C#######2746&sdata=rXUhihoV%2Fp%2FgkoR6Pjb%2BL7Lqv38TTXpSlcte7d8a3og%3D&reserved=0 [https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/wl0S09H8_aOmDuSjizypCHIcPjfhoVQyL7jHDct_6mB330X_ZpZBmg7i9tl1mVtUO2cXKLXKkMMHsDUkU7knGwTZB30OsX8Om4IcfmlYJF8evt8cCELwaxHupobcAd_XnSWNYu1] <https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.
twitter.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C###-####2754&sdata=ekg%2FLP4m%
2BpkejJd3QYOMKz%2BuopGl7YX6BV5zA1q%2B%2FZ4%3D&reserved=0
Call
Send SMS
Call from mobile
Add to Skype
You'll need Skype CreditFree via Skype
Dear Committee:
We live in the north part of east Hollywood near Beverly and strongly oppose dividing Beverly Blvd into two council districts and pushing the south side into the new “Koreatown” district. This community is not Korean
but entirely Latino and pushing us into Koreatown will weaken our voices when we need to be certain our voices, along with the vendors at the Metro at Beverly and Vermont and LACC are taking into consideration. We
are the same community and its disrespectful to push us into Koreatown. We suggest restoring the boundary to its original line - north of 3rd street east of Normandy and to Vermont. This is a small move and am
important one to respect the voices of the Latino community who call this part of our city and CD13 home.
Thank you,
Chris and Maria
Christopher Cornish
Mrcornish@gmail.com
"Your reputation is more important than your paycheck, and your integrity is worth more than your career." -Ryan Freitas

Date
10/18/2021 10:51:55

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Thank you, your message has been received.
On Mon, Oct 18, 2021 at 10:44 AM William Williams <bill.w.williams@gmail.com
wrote:
I am writing to give my thanks to the redistricting Commissioners for
voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into
CD7 from CD “2 or 4”. The residents of these two areas strongly feel
this is the appropriate decision, as is evidenced via letters, emails and
verbal testimony.
Trying to move Shadow Hills to other districts is illogical since we don't
have much in common with them, and I very much appreciate the Commissioners
who spoke up to confirm the residents desire to remain in CD7.
I understand the "K2.5 Amended 2" map continues to be amended, so I ask
the Commissioners to leave Shadow Hills where it is, in CD7.
Thank you,
Bill Williams
Shadow Hills Resident

10/18/2021 10:52:20

10/18/2021 10:55:57

Sonja Diaz

Karen Gilman

-Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Thank you. Your message has been received.
On Mon, Oct 18, 2021 at 10:47 AM Art or Marsh Drucker <amdruckfam@gmail.com
wrote:
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow
Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended2, in CD7, where it belongs and where
every resident has requested it remain
-- Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Dear Commissioners and Staff,
Thank you for your hard work. My name is Karen Gilman and I live in
Larchmont, part of Greater Wilshire. I am writing to voice my support for
Map Plan L 2.5, Amendment 2.
This plan reflects voting rights laws and protections, your transparent
process, census data, and neighborhood council boundaries. It keeps Greater
Wilshire intact and whole, with Larchmont Village within its boundaries,
where we belong. We are together with communities of interest to the west
of us and we share schools, churches, synagogues, sports leagues and parks.
Please do not be discouraged by the politically divisive commentary that
seeks to undermine your thoughtful work. Outsiders beyond district 5 and,
in some cases, outside of Los Angeles, are seeking to undermine the
democratic values and mission of the commission.
Thank you for listening to the voices of the people.
Sincerely,
Karen Gilman
4941 Elmwood
Los Angeles 90004

Date
10/18/2021 10:58:48

Name
Douglas Warde

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas. We encourage you to keep it this way on the final map.
I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4. For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon from our
immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and LAPD service
areas as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks as well as to address the challenges of canyon living in the heart of
the Santa Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council addressing most effectively the fire danger and
other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Thankyou for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with Bel
Air.
Sincerely,
Douglas WardeFranklin Canyon Resident

Date
10/18/2021 10:59:41

Name
James Schreiber

Testiony
---------- Forwarded message --------From: James Schreiber <jschreiber@ldslaw.com
Date: Mon, Oct 18, 2021 at 10:54 AM
Subject: Franklin Canyon
To: <redistricting@lacity.org, <paul@redistrictingpartners.com, <
frank.cardenas@lacity.org, <rockard.delgadillo@lacity.org, <
richard.katz@lacity.org, <denis.cagna@lacity.org, <
jackie.goldberg@lacity.org

I write again regarding the boundary adjustment of CD5 to a location east
of Franklin and Coldwater canyons which coincides with the LAFD and LAPD
service areas. It is unclear to me why Franklin Canyon was drawn into
Council District 4 about 10 years ago. It makes absolutely no sense for
Franklin Canyon to be separated from immediate hillside neighbors in the
Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council especially when it comes to
wildfire preparedness, mitigation and prevention---especially now when the
wildfire risk is greater than ever. One lit match, one tossed cigarette
butt, one cinder from an open barbeque and there will be a major and
catestrophic conflagration. The notion of fire trucks racing over Coldwater
Canyon (one lane in each direction) from the valley, if that were
possible---which it is not given the traffic flow---to the Franklin Canyon
area on the other side of the hill is frightening to contemplate, I
strongly encourage you to continue to include this area in Council District
5. Thank you.
-James P. Schreiber, Esq.
Leonard, Dicker & Schreiber LLP
10940 Wilshire Blvd Suite 2100
Los Angeles Ca 90024
(###-####
FAX (###-####
__________________________________
THE CONTENTS OF THIS EMAIL MESSAGE, INCLUDING ANY ATTACHMENTS, ARE INTENDED
SOLELY FOR THE USE OF THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION
THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED FROM DISCLOSURE BY
APPLICABLE LAW. IF YOU ARE NOT THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT (OR AN EMPLOYEE OR
AGENT RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING THIS MESSAGE TO THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT),
DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION, COPYING OR USE OF THE CONTENTS OF THIS MESSAGE
AND/OR ITS ATTACHMENTS IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS
EMAIL IN ERROR, PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE SENDER BY REPLY EMAIL, AND
PERMANENTLY DELETE ALL COPIES OF THE ORIGINAL EMAIL AND ANY ATTACHMENTS.
THANK YOU.

-James P. Schreiber, Esq.
Leonard, Dicker & Schreiber LLP
10940 Wilshire Blvd Suite 2100
Los Angeles Ca 90024
(###-####
FAX (###-####
__________________________________
THE CONTENTS OF THIS EMAIL MESSAGE, INCLUDING ANY ATTACHMENTS, ARE INTENDED
SOLELY FOR THE USE OF THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION
THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED FROM DISCLOSURE BY
APPLICABLE LAW. IF YOU ARE NOT THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT (OR AN EMPLOYEE OR
AGENT RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING THIS MESSAGE TO THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT),
DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION, COPYING OR USE OF THE CONTENTS OF THIS MESSAGE
AND/OR ITS ATTACHMENTS IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS
EMAIL IN ERROR, PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE SENDER BY REPLY EMAIL, AND
PERMANENTLY DELETE ALL COPIES OF THE ORIGINAL EMAIL AND ANY ATTACHMENTS.
THANK YOU.

Date
10/18/2021 11:05:01

Name
Saul Smith

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of
Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service
areas. We encourage you to keep it this way on the final map.
I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council
District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4.
For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon from our
immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood
Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and
prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and LAPD service areas
as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of wildfire
brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks as well
as to address the challenges of canyon living in the heart of the Santa
Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon
residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council addressing most effectively the fire danger and other
issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities.
Thank you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same
district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of interest
related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and
public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air.

10/18/2021 11:13:20

June Bilgore

Sincerely,
*Saul R Smith*
*N Beverly Drive/Franklin Canyon Resident*
I, June Bilgore, live in the Windsor Square neighborhood of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Please, please keep Windsor Square and Greater Wilshire within Map K2.5. It so perfectly places Greater
Wilshire exactly where we belong. Together! And, importantly, with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our
churches and synagogues and so much more, with our neighbors to the west. Thank you again for honoring Greater Wilshire by including us where we belong - we’re counting on you to keep us intact with Map K2.5.
Very sincerely,
June Bilgore
355 S. Windsor Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA

Date
10/18/2021 11:25:54

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received. Thanks!
On Mon, Oct 18, 2021 at 11:22 AM Michael Stein <mastein5206@gmail.com
wrote:
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all your hard work and effort over the last weeks working on
the LA Council Redistricting.
As you are finalizing the new District Map PLEASE keep the over 100 year
old Shadow Hills Community in CD7 as it is in the current K2.5 Amended2 map.
Shadow Hills is only 7200 people and is a shared community of interest
with the other CD7 neighborhoods of Lake View Terrace, Sunland, and
Sylmar. If moved to another district, Shadow Hills will become just a
rounding error in our new CD where the High Fire concerns of our area would
not be a major concern of the other 260,000+ citizens in a NON-CD7 Council
District.
Please keep Shadow Hills in CD7.
Thank you.
-Warmest Regards,
Michael A. Stein

10/18/2021 11:41:46

Glynis Gerber

-- Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Dear Commissioners and Redistricting Staff,
Your patience and service to democracy are inspiring.
I am writing today on behalf of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition.
CD5 has been the historic Jewish district since the end of WWII and before this there was none due to official attempts to divide communities of interest. The community is not monolithic by any means and is diverse in
body and thought. Please keep the historic Jewish communities together in Council District 5.
There are diverse Jewish communities all over Los Angeles, but having at least one seat where electing representative leadership is possible is truly important to our collective voice in Los Angeles. With rising antiSemitism and the economic difficulties of this pandemic the community being able to keep historic social service infrastructure and communal cohesion is critical. These historic Jewish neighborhoods are currently
encompassed in the configuration of the map within CD5. There is one small area between Robertson and LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and Cadillac that we would appreciate getting moved back into CD5.
Our coalition supports and thanks this commission for keeping the historic core of the Jewish community together in CD5. We strongly urge the commission to also support the needs of other communities of interests.
May this map find it way to equity for all communities and may politics not divide neighbor from neighbor.
Thank you,

Glynis Gerber

Date
10/18/2021 11:42:30

Name
"Usher, Jane"

10/18/2021 11:46:00

Kim Blando

10/18/2021 11:49:42

catherine sadler

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Commissioners, Mr. Mitchell, and staff You have tasked us, the residents of Los Angeles, to be your attentive partners in the months' long redistricting work that you hope to close at the end of October.
I write on behalf of my neighborhood, Windsor Square, which is located within the boundaries of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council, in central Los Angeles. I am a founding member of the GWNC (I continue to
serve on its land use committee), a past president of Windsor Square, and a thirty-year resident of this community.
I also write in support of your continued amendments to Plan K2.5. The GWNC and Windsor Square fully endorse the latest, second amended version, most notably because it keeps Greater Wilshire intact within
Council District 5, and because it combines us with the neighborhoods to our west, with whom we share a community of interest. By way of examples only, we share two local newspapers (the Chronicle and the Buzz),
our parks (Pan Pacific is the park where all of our youth sports occur), our synagogues and churches that are known for their support of our Jewish community, our schools, our historic districts, and our local shopping
"center" fondly and called simply Larchmont, with the neighborhoods to our west. This sharing means that a single City Council District 5 will be able to focus on and address our common issues. This is how City Hall
serves us best.
We also support the same result for other communities around the City. I have observed your painstaking effort to create intact communities of interest, especially centered around the 99 existing neighborhood councils,
as you work to compete the redistricting map. We in Windsor Square and Greater Wilshire salute your priorities, including your close attention to the Voting Rights Act, and the fair and full representation on the City
Council that you are trying to ensure.
My ongoing thanks for your work. We stand ready to assist you in any manner that might be of use.
Jane Usher
Jane Ellison Usher
Partner
[Musick, Peeler & Garrett LLP]<http://www.musickpeeler.com/
Musick, Peeler & Garrett LLP
One Wilshire Building
624 S. Grand Avenue, Suite 2000
Los Angeles, CA 90017
Download V-Card<http://www.musickpeeler.com/professionals/vcard.cfm?attorneyid=410
j.usher@musickpeeler.com<mailto:j.usher@mpglaw.com
www.musickpeeler.com<http://www.musickpeeler.com/
T: ###-####
F: ###-####
C: ###-####
[cid:image002.gif@01D201EC.008288B0]<http://ally-law.com/
This e-mail is confidential and may contain attorney client or otherwise privileged or private information. Unless you are an intended or authorized recipient, you may not use, copy or disclose this message or any
information contained herein. If you have received this message in error, please advise us by reply email to: administrator@musickpeeler.com<mailto: and delete the message and any attachments. Thank you.
Hi there!
I live in Windsor Square, a part of Greater Wilshire. THANK YOU for Plan
K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together and with our similar
neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5.
I appreciate the Commission’s following of the census data, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voices of the people who actually reside in our area — as you make your
determinations.
Respectfully,
Kim Blando
Gower St.
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
First I would like to tell you how much my husband, Judd Grill, and I, Catherine Sadler, appreciate everything you have done on our part re Plan K2, now K2.5. We live in Windsor Square, which as you know is a part of
Greater Wilshire. We are very pleased with Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Most importantly, the fact that Greater Wilshire will remain together along with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in this new District 5.
This is what we very much want and what everyone we know in Hancock Park wants as well. We so value the Commission looking at the facts, versus other agendas, in making your determination. All the facts affirmed
this decision: from the census data, to our critical need for voting rights protests, to our neighborhood council areas, to common communities of interest, and most importantly, what we - the actual residents of the area want and need. Thank you for this!! We appreciate you listening and acting.
Most Sincerely,
Catherine Sadler and Judd Grill
560 S Bronson Ave, Los Angeles, Ca 90020

Date
10/18/2021 11:51:07

Name
Susan Title

10/18/2021 11:54:05

Susan Klein

10/18/2021 12:01:32

Bob Schneiderman

Testiony
To Whom it May Concern at LA CITY:
I am aware that The Westside districts are going to be discussed, yet again, at the Zoom meeting tonight.
I have written before but am writing again because of the critical importance of these determinations and what it means for the residents lives up here in our Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen-Briacrest
neighborhoods.
I have lived up here for over two decades and have seen the trails and tribulations of no have the proper protection and considersations.
I know you are inundated with emails and info, so I will be brief.
It is crucial that we share the same district with other hillside neighborhoods that share our conditions and concerns. We MUST REMAIN IN CD5 — for ALL of the reasons you are well aware of - as they have been
clearly expressed during meetings and in correspondence to you.
Putting us back in CD2-4 is completely unfair as it will impact over lives negatively in so many ways — day to day — and over the long-run.
I am hoping you see fit to listen to all of the residents in this beloved neighborhood.
Thank you so much for your consideration.
Best regards,
Susan Title
On Oct 16, 2021, at 6:19 PM, Marcia Lewis Smith <MLS@lsmprco.com wrote:
Dear Neighbors,
The Commission is going to be focusing on the Westside districts at Monday night’s meeting. We need to let them know that our area, the Franklin canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district should remain
in CD5, where we share an overwhelming number of Communities of Interest:
Demographic
Religious
Economic
Social
And the critical life safety issues of Fire, Police and Hillside protection
So we’re asking you again, please email the Commission to restate these reasons to leave us in CD5 and thank them for putting us there. A number of Commissioners mentioned how many emails had been received
on specific areas!
This is critical because some of the discussion on Monday might be to move Melrose back into CD5, which would bump us out. We need to nicely ask them to leave us in CD5 and NOT put us back in CD2-4, which
makes us part of a Valley district.
ONE OF THE IMPORTANT CONSIDERATIONS IN MAKING DISTRICTS IS TO RESPECT NATURAL BOUNDARIES, IN THIS CASE MULHOLLAND, WHICH SEPARATES US FROM THE VALLEY.
Email can be simple:
Thank you for moving Franklin canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district into CD5 and recognizing natural boundaries and Communities of Interest.
You rectified an important error by putting us with our Westside neighbors, rather than in a Valley district.
Thank you for your wisdom, yada, yada, yada.
Here is the link for email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org <mailto:redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
We will send the Zoom link and meeting time shortly.
With appreciation and warmest regards,
Marcia & Amy
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you so much for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas. This is so important for us living here. We
encourage you to keep it this way on the final map. Please don't change it.
I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4. That action separated Franklin Canyon from our immediate hillside neighbors in
the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. There was no rational reason why that was done. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD
and LAPD service areas as our Neighborhood Council members. So it doesn't make sense to separate us from the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our
neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks as well as to address the challenges of canyon living in the heart of the Santa Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow the residents of our Canyon to continue to work as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council addressing most effectively the fire
danger and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. It really doesn't make sense to separate Franklin Canyon.
Thank you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of interest
related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air.
Sincerely,
Susan Klein
Franklin Canyon Resident
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Windsor Square, a
part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater
Wilshire remains together and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5.
I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voices of the people who actually reside in our area — as you make your
determinations.
Sincerely,
Robert Schneiderman
Los Angeles 90004

Date
10/18/2021 12:11:09

Name
"Peter W."

10/18/2021 12:14:52

Michael Schneider

10/18/2021 12:37:04

John Keane

Testiony
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park and have been a resident for 1
Years. Wilshire Park is part of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing tofollow census data, voting rights
follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make your determinations. The residents of Wilshire Park like the k2.5
plan amend 2. The voices of the residents are important!!!
Respectfully,
Peter White
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
As a resident of Mid City West, I am asking that you stop trying to divide Mid City West north of Rosewood into CD13. Mid City West has never been in CD13 in its 22 year history, and has very different needs than
residents of Atwater Village!
Mid City West for its entire history has been in either CD4 or CD5, and it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have yet a third council district in this area.
Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Michael Schneider
90046
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work and unbelievable patience. I live in Hancock Park. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. and keeping all of Hancock Park together, and with our similar neighborhoods
to the west, in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s following of the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually
reside in our area - as you make your determinations.
Sincerely,

10/18/2021 12:42:14

Fernanda Schmid

10/18/2021 12:44:08

Hans and Fernanda
Schmid

10/18/2021 12:47:44

Sheilah Miller

John Keane
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park,
part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater
Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census
data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually
reside in our area - as you make your determinations.
Respectfully, Fernanda Schmid
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, part
of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire
remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new
District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data,
voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood
council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our
area - as you make your determinations.
Respectfully, Hans Schmid
Dear Commissioners:
Please approve Map K-2.5 - Amendment 1, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area in accordance with your redistricting guidelines (District 5, at p. 13). During virtually your
entire process and virtually all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
The map proposed by MALDEF at the October 13th hearing ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on the MALDEF map.
Vote YES on Map K-2.5 – Amendment 1.
Thank you,
Donald Miller
donald.miller.md@gmail.com

Date
10/18/2021 12:53:14

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received.
On Mon, Oct 18, 2021 at 12:15 PM Clara Solis <claramsolis@earthlink.net
wrote:
Dear Ms. Diaz and Ms. Friedburg,

I have grave concerns about and am opposed to the people’s bloc map.

I don’t think this map as drawn for CD 1 will allow the Latino population
to elect a representative of their choice. The citizen voting age
population for CD 1 in this map will only be 50.7 percent even though the
Latino population is 61.8. The CD 14 CVAP is 56.0 and the Latino
population is 62.8. So only 1 percent difference in the overall Latino
population but in one district the Latino population will have the
opportunity to elect a representative in the other probably not.

Please note, that the communities in the current East Side of CD 14, Eagle
Rock, Highland Park, Boyle Heights and El Sereno overwhelmingly requested
to remain in CD 14. The people’s bloc map removes all of Highland Park and
Eagle Rock from CD 14. Note that you can see that residents of the
communities of Highland Park, Boyle Heights and El Sereno in their emails
and community of interest forms submitted both recently and initially in
the forms that were filled in by hand in English and Spanish overwhelming
state they want to remain in CD 14. Additionally, some residents of
Ramona Gardens and El Sereno specifically asked to be with Highland Park.
Please review them. These community of interest forms can be found here:
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1pFS5skMCE_tol4pSrhcEDCsb0_L2QIOG

Inner City Struggle had their staff and members call into meetings
requesting basically what these people’s bloc maps are showing, but that
does in no way represents what the majority of East Side residents of CD 14
want. In the past two meetings 5 of the seven callers supporting the
people’s bloc map concept for Boyle Heights, Lincoln Heights and El Sereno
were staff of Inner City Struggle. They were Jessica Panduro on Saturday
and Waldo Gonzalez, Ana Godoy, Daniel Jimenez, and Daniela Hernandez last
week. Only two of the seven people called in advocating for this stance
were not staff of Inner City Struggle.

On the other hand, many residents from Highland Park have called in and
submitted comments asking that their current CD 14 boundaries be restored
in Map K 2.5. Residents from Highland Park will be negatively impacted by
the current Map K2.5. It puts 25 percent of the current CD 14 in CD 1 and
the other 25 percent (Population wise) is left with no influence and few
businesses. It’s only purpose being to connect Eagle Rock to the rest of
CD 14. The New Highland Park portion of CD 14 will lose its senior center,
the Tiny Homes project and its main business district of York Blvd. The
businesses that this new CD 14 will be left with are: *1 paycheck loan
business, 3 coin laundries, 1 recycling center, 6 auto repair, 1 used auto,
2 gas stations, 1 auto part store, 6 restaurants, 3 small markets, 1
pharmacy, 1 discount store, 2 miscellaneous repair shops, 1 alteration
shop, 1 flower shop, 4 barber shops/hair salons, 2 chiropractors, 1
realtor, 1 shoe store*,*1 sporting goods t-shirt warehouse, and water
sales*
Ms. Diaz you are the CD 14 representative, please listen to all of our
voices, not just that of Mr. Polanco and Inner City Struggle.

I urge you not to redraw the East Side’s lines using the People’s Bloc
map. Listen to what the majority of residents of CD 14 said.

Date
10/18/2021 12:57:15

Name
David Wilcox

10/18/2021 13:01:55

Andrea Jane Guttag

Testiony
Hello and thank you for all the Commission's hard work. We own the property located at 302 S Irving Blvd which is located in Windsor Square, a part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater
Wilshire remains together and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission's following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood
council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make your determinations.
Respectfully,
David Wilcox
###-####
David Wilcox
Director, Tax
[DD]
DLD Accountancy, LLP
4250 Wilshire Blvd
Los Angeles, CA. 9###-####
P ###-####
F ###-####
dwilcox@dldcpas.com<mailto:dwilcox@dldcpas.com
www.dldcpas.com<http://www.dldcpas.com/
[https://cdn3.iconfinder.com/data/icons/social-media-stitches/32/social_media_online_facebook-24.png]<facebook.com/dldcpas[https://cdn3.iconfinder.com/data/icons/social-mediastitches/32/social_media_online_twitter-24.png]<twitter.com/dldcpas [https://cdn3.iconfinder.com/data/icons/social-media-stitches/32/social_media_online_linked_in-24.png] <linkedin.com/in/dldcpas [https://cdn3.
iconfinder.com/data/icons/social-media-stitches/32/social_media_online_instagram-24.png] <instagram.com/dldcpas [https://cdn3.iconfinder.com/data/icons/social-media-stitches/32/social_media_online_google_plus24.png] <google.com/+DLDAccountancyLLPLosAngeles [https://cdn3.iconfinder.com/data/icons/social-media-stitches/32/social_media_online_skype-24.png] <http://www.skype.com/ [https://cdn3.iconfinder.
com/data/icons/social-media-stitches/32/social_media_online_drop_box-24.png] <http://www.dropbox.com/
The content of this message is intended only for the use of the addressee and may contain information that is privileged and confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, any use of this communication is strictly
prohibited. Please notify us immediately, if you have received this transmission in error.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
As a resident of Mid City West, I am asking that you stop trying to divide Mid City West north of Rosewood into CD13. Mid City West has never been in CD13 in its 22 year history, and has very different needs than
residents of Atwater Village!
Mid City West for its entire history has been in either CD4 or CD5, and it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have yet a third council district in this area.
Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

10/18/2021 13:03:09

Deborah Trainer

10/18/2021 13:05:25

Amy B

10/18/2021 13:11:28

socamillers

Thank you,
Andrea Guttag
90048
You are doing great transparent work on behalf of the whole city. I live in Hancock Park. I strongly support map K2.5 amendment 2, which respects communities of interest, census data, neighborhood councils, and
voting rights. Please vote to advance map K2.5 amendment 2 as the best redistricting plan for the city. Thank you. Deborah Trainer, Hancock Park
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, As a resident of Mid City West, I am asking that you stop trying to divide Mid City West north of Rosewood into CD13. Mid City West has never been in CD13 in its 22 year history,
and has very different needs than residents of Atwater Village! Mid City West for its entire history has been in either CD4 or CD5, and it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many
other things to have yet a third council district in this area. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along Rosewood. I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, solve
this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs. Thank you, Amy Blalock in 90046 ###-####
amyblalock@gmail.com
The overpopulation in CD11 could be resolved by restoring the portion of
Palms that was added from CD5 back to that district and restoring Ladera to
CD11. Please keep Ladera united with Westchester.
Sincerely,
Treva Miller

Date
10/18/2021 13:15:06

Name

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,

We own 3 homes in the Franklin Cyn/Coldwater Cyn/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest
district and would like to show our support to REMAIN in CD5. We would like
to restate our desire to stay in this CD5, where we share an overwhelming
number of Communities of Interest:
*Demographic
*Religious
*Economic
*Social
*And the critical life safety issues of Fire, Police and Hillside
protection

Thank you for your consideration and for your time and effort.

Sincerely,

Dr. Oleg Bess
Hazen Drive
Bowmont Drive

10/18/2021 13:18:42

10/18/2021 13:21:00

Briarcrest Lane
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for your commitment and dedication towards moving CD5 to include
the Coldwater District and Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest. I am one of 2,756
residents who have felt misrepresented in the past and without any Hillside
protections but now, by joining us with CD5 where we share the same issues,
you’ve taken a giant step in helping save the critical environmental crisis
that has slowly been unfolding here.
We are very grateful to you for hearing our plea and placing us in CD5 with
hillside neighborhoods to the west that share the same concerns and public
safety issues and that require the same specialized knowledge from our
representatives.
Again, thank you for your responsiveness.
All best,
Chelsey Holland
2323 Bowmont Drive
310.275.3377
Stephanie Morehouse To All the Commissioners
Thanks for your efforts of “redistricting “.
Chelsey Holland

I live in Wilshire Park, on Bronson Ave, a part of Greater Wilshire, and I thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2.
Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5.
I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area as you make your determinations.
Respectfully,
Stephanie Kline Morehouse
Brian Morehouse
(Mr & Mrs Brian Morehouse)
Bronson Ave
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/18/2021 13:25:34

Name
Tom Hamilton

Testiony
Dear Commissioners:
Thank you for moving the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen area to
the Briarcrest district of CD5 and recognizing the natural boundary of
Mulholland Drive and the integrity of our Community of Common Interest. I
cannot imagine the difficulty of your task and your special attention and
concern to this has made a world of difference for the 2,756 residents
here. By unifying us with CD5, we finally feel heard as we share the same
concerns and public safety issues of our Westside neighbors.
Thank you for hearing our voices, and for the difficult work you are doing
for the benefit of the citizens.
Sincerely,
Tom Hamilton
2335 Bowmont Dr.
Member of the Bowmont-Hazen-Briarcrest Coalition
###-####

Date
10/18/2021 13:28:49

Name
Jeanne Clark

Testiony
To LA City Redistricting
I am writing to request that your analysis look to include communities with
similar geographical needs and considerations.
In particular, our vulnerable communities in the difficult to access
hillside areas, especially those that are in very high fire hazard severity
zones.
Hollywoodland tract 6450 ( residential and openspace) should be placed in
the same council district as neighboring residential communities bordering
Griffith Park as well as Griffith Park. These communities included Los
Feliz, The Oaks, Lake Hollywood Estates and the Hollywood Knolls. They
share similar concerns due to geography posed limitations and threats.

Please keep us close to our neighborhoods of common interest shown in map
“K2 “ with exception to SF Valley areas of Valley Glen to Shadow Hills or
Pico Robertson, Beverly Grove, Fairfax in “L”.

Hollywoodland, tract 6450 ( residential and open space)is adjacent to
Griffith Park and , Los Feliz, Universal City, Hollywood Hills West all
areas sharing access to Mulholland Hwy and the 101.

The hillside communities from Los Feliz to Bel Air are communities
juxtaposed in the Santa Monica Mountains geography. That association
identifies these common attributes: high fire severity zones,
significant ecological areas, substandard infrastructure structure,tourist
hiker issues impeding on private zoning.

Griffith Park and the Hollywoodland Gifted Park area as well as DWP
open-space, county and state owned land reflect common issues and problems
in these neighborhoods:
the Oaks, Los Feliz, The Dell, Hollywoodland, Lake Hollywood Estates,
Hollywood Knolls. It is important our representation is focused so that
concerns can be addressed effectively.

The exponential increase in fire hazard for these areas is without doubt.
It is critical that the City have focused representation to minimize
hazards and alleviate City liability.

Regards,

10/18/2021 13:29:49

Andrea Guttag

Jeanne Clark
To the Redistricting Commission,
I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to
change a well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next draft addresses public concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Andrea Guttag
90048

Date
10/18/2021 13:35:11

Name
Rowena Koenig

10/18/2021 13:40:59

Arnold Stiefel

10/18/2021 13:43:23

Andrea Guttag

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commission:
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park,
part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater
Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census
data, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the
voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make your
determinations.
It is not easy to build cohesive and supportive communities, but that is
what our city and our country needs at this challenging time. Please use
your authority wisely and choose the plan that honors the value of our
diverse, yet connected community by implementing the plan that puts people
ahead of politics - Plan K2.5, Amendment 2.
Respectfully,
Rowena Koenig
937 Westchester Place
Los Angeles, CA 90019
Dear Commissioners,
As a member of the Bowmont-Hazen-Briarcrest Coalition and a resident of the
Coldwater Canyon District, thank you for extending the boundaries of CD5 to
the Coldwater District and Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest. We have been left
out of certain Hillside regulations and critical Fire and Police
protections in the past and this merge finally recognizes the natural
boundary of Mulholland Drive and the integrity of our Community of Common
Interest. I appreciate you correcting such a serious error by uniting us
with our Westside neighbors, rather than a Valley district that extends far
to the north.
Thank you for hearing our voices, and for the difficult work you are doing
for the benefit of the citizens.
Sincerely,
Arnold Stiefel
2335 Bowmont Dr.
Member of the Bowmont-Hazen-Briarcrest Coalition
###-####
To the Redistricting Commission,
I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to
change a well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next draft addresses public concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

10/18/2021 13:45:24

Nasim Kablan

Dre Guttag
90048
To the Redistricting Commission,
I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, in Melrose Village. Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you
claim to care about keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do not allow new
commissioners who are trying to change a well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next draft
addresses public concerns. For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood. Mid City West for its entire history has had a
relationship with CD5 (or CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third council district in this area. One that will largely
be looking to serve the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along Rosewood. I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING
TODAY, put aside your personal differences and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs. Thank you,
Nasim Kablan 700 Block N Stanley Ave
90046

Date
10/18/2021 13:45:36

Name

Testiony
Dear Esteemed Commission,

This is important! I would like to express my opposition to map K2.5. I am
a homeowner in Woodland Hills, and feel strongly that Canoga Park should
remain in CD3, along with Winnetka and Reseda. These neighborhoods are rich
in culture and similar interests. It would be a shame and a disservice to
place any of these neighborhoods in a different district altogether.

Additionally, this map places assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a
district which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates a
new CD2 or CD4 - a mostly Latinx district without cultural landmarks or
community assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College). We are white and moved here
because we like diversity!
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a
City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election
cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale. Again, considering
the population, I do not want to make assumptions as to why the whiter,
wealthier half of our district is able to vote next year with this proposed
map, while the north half, mostly Latinx, will not be able to vote until
2024.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an
overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any
consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5%
of CD3's current population.

Commissioner Goldberg emphasized similar sentiments on Saturday's
redistricting meeting, while Commissioner Katz made a bold statement in
stating that public comment did not matter. As a lifelong valley resident,
and a constituent of CD3, take great issue with this.
I emphatically urge the Commission to oppose this deeply problematic map
that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and
immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners. Please keep CD3
whole, and do not disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.
Additionally, residents of Los Angeles & CD3 have signed this petition
<https://actionnetwork.org/petitions/stop-the-west-san-fernando-valley-gerry
mander-2?source=direct_link& to stop the gerrymander of CD3. As of 10/18,
we have over 200 signatures. I want to take a moment to appreciate both
Commissioner Goldberg & Commissioner Cagna for their efforts, and thank
Commissioner Cagna for bringing in data driven points during Saturday's
meeting. Please consider this petition in your data driven research as well.
Once again, I feel strongly that Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda should
remain in CD3, as these neighborhoods are rich in culture and have much in
common.

Thank you very much for your kind consideration.
Sincerely,
rmf

Robert Morgan Fisher
robert@robertmorganfisher.com <mailto:robert@robertmorganfisher.com
(###-#### cell

Date
10/18/2021 13:46:19

Name
Young Man Logan

Testiony
Dear Esteemed Commission,
I hope this finds you well. I would like to express my opposition to map
K2.5. I am a resident in Woodland Hills, and feel strongly that Canoga Park
should remain in CD3, along with Winnetka and Reseda. These neighborhoods
are rich in culture and similar interests. It would be a shame and a
disservice to place any of these neighborhoods in a different district
altogether.
Additionally, this map places assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a
district which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates
a new CD2 or CD4 - a mostly Latinx district without cultural landmarks or
community assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a
City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election
cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale. Again, considering
the population, I do not want to make assumptions as to why the whiter,
wealthier half of our district is able to vote next year with this proposed
map, while the north half, mostly Latinx, will not be able to vote until
2024.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an
overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any
consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5%
of CD3’s current population.
This new map breaks up Woodland Hills from its more diverse neighbors and
weakens the voices of people of color and renters in our community by
separating them from the voices of the people in Winnetka Reseda and Canoga
Park.
Commissioner Goldberg emphasized similar sentiments on Saturday's
redistricting meeting, while Commissioner Katz made a bold statement in
stating that public comment did not matter. As a lifelong valley resident
and a constituent of CD3, I take great issue with this.
I emphatically urge the Commission to oppose this deeply problematic map
that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and
immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners. Please keep CD3
whole, and do not disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.
Additionally, residents of Los Angeles & CD3 have signed this petition
<https://actionnetwork.org/petitions/stop-the-west-san-fernando-valley-gerrymander-2?source=direct_link&
to
stop the gerrymander of CD3. As of 10/18, we have over 200 signatures. I
want to take a moment to appreciate both Commissioner Goldberg &
Commissioner Cagna for their efforts and thank Commissioner Cagna for
bringing in data-driven points during Saturday's meeting. Please consider
this petition in your data-driven research as well. Once again, I feel
strongly that Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda should remain in CD3, as
these neighborhoods are rich in culture and have much in common.
Thank you very much for your consideration.

10/18/2021 13:46:49

Terry Storch

Sincerely,
-Logan Fisher
Please keep the Jewish communities together; vote for the current Map K2.5 amended .
Thank you so much! Terry Storch

Date
10/18/2021 13:49:10

Name
Chelsea Hadley

10/18/2021 13:50:45

Siymak B

10/18/2021 13:52:50

Andrea Guttag

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of
Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service
areas. We encourage you to keep it this way on the final map.
I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council
District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4.
For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon from our
immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood
Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness
and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and LAPD service
areas as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of
wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks
as well as to address the challenges of canyon living in the heart of the
Santa Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon
residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council addressing most effectively the fire danger and other
issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities.
Thank you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same
district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of
interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use
issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with
Bel Air.
Sincerely,
Chelsea Hadley
Franklin Canyon Resident
chelsea hadley
###-####
chadley@shiftingfoundation.org
Dear * Commission,*
My name is Siymak Bahremand.
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park,
part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater
Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census
data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually
reside in our area - as you make your determinations.
Respectfully,
Siymak Bahremand
To the Redistricting Commission,
I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to
change a well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next draft addresses public concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Andrea Jane Guttag
Mid City West Neighborhood Council Chair of Civic Engagement

Date
10/18/2021 13:53:53

Name
Thao Tran

10/18/2021 13:56:29

Aaron Fire

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission, I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your
meetings you claim to care about keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do not allow
new commissioners who are trying to change a well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next draft
addresses public concerns. For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood. Mid City West for its entire history has had a
relationship with CD5 (or CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third council district in this area. One that will largely
be looking to serve the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along Rosewood. I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING
TODAY, put aside your personal differences and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs. Thank you, Thao Tran 90036
Sent from my iPad
Dear Commissioners,
We appreciate your commitment and dedication in extending the boundaries of
CD5 to the Coldwater District and Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest. You have
made our voices heard and have corrected a serious error by recognizing the
natural boundary of Mulholland Drive and unifying us with the protections
of our Westside neighbors.
The Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district is
finally where it should be in CD5 so please do not put us back in CD2-4,
which would make us part of a district with different priorities,
regulations, and safety resources.
Again, thank you for your responsiveness.
All best,

10/18/2021 13:56:50

Steven Jarmus

10/18/2021 13:57:20

sam bahremand

Aaron Fire-Garrett
2323 Bowmont Dr.
###-####
Dear Commission Members,
I have written to you in the past advocating for the inclusion of Franklin Canyon and Coldwater Canyon with an extension eastward to include Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives into Council District 5. I want to
sincerely express my appreciation to all of you for hearing the concerns of our neighborhood and amending the Map K2.5 to extend the eastern boundary as requested.
There is no doubt the Council Member for District 5 will be much more effective and attentive to properly represent our needs and deal with the issues arising in our hillside community and give us the representation we
so desperately need.
Thank you again for amending Map K2.5.
Sincerely yours,
Steven Jarmus9102 Hazen Drive
Dear * Commission,*
My name is Sam Klein.
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park,
part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater
Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census
data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually
reside in our area - as you make your determinations.
Respectfully,
Sam Klein

10/18/2021 14:27:38

bkroopf

-Vanguard Lighting Inc.
Sam Klein
826 S. Bronson Ave.
LA CA 90005
Tel: ###-####
Cell: ###-####
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, <BR <BRAs a resident of Mid City West, I am asking that you stop trying to divide Mid City West north of Rosewood into CD13. Mid City West has never been in CD13 in its 22 year
history, and has very different needs than residents of Atwater Village! <BR <BRMid City West for its entire history has been in either CD4 or CD5, and it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness
services, and many other things to have yet a third council district in this area. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along Rosewood. <BR <BRI ask that you, AT
YOUR MEETING TODAY, solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs. <BR <BRThank you,
Bradley Kroopf

Date
10/18/2021 14:29:03

Name
Marjorie Gilberg

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
As a resident of Mid City West, I am asking that you stop trying to divide
Mid City West north of Rosewood into CD13. Mid City West has never been in
CD13 in its 22 year history, and has very different needs than residents of
Atwater Village!
Mid City West for its entire history has been in either CD4 or CD5, and it
will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services,
and many other things to have yet a third council district in this area.
Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway,
which runs along Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, solve this and put Mid City West
north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

10/18/2021 14:34:27

clarita kornreich

Thank you,
Marjorie Gilberg
712 N Poinsettia Place, LA, CA 90046
BH
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, <BR <BRAs a resident of Mid City West, I am asking that you stop trying to divide Mid City West north of Rosewood into CD13. Mid City West has never been in CD13 in its 22 year
history, and has very different needs than residents of Atwater Village! <BR <BRMid City West for its entire history has been in either CD4 or CD5, and it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness
services, and many other things to have yet a third council district in this area. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along Rosewood. <BR <BRI ask that you, AT
YOUR MEETING TODAY, solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs. <BR <BRThank you, <BR[YOUR NAME] <BR[YOUR ZIP

10/18/2021 14:36:15

Dale stedman

Clarita Kornreich
90046 CODE]
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
We are writing to thank you for voting to move the Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon neighborhoods back into CD7. In order to have our needs and concerns met and maintain our strong voice in the political process, it
is essential that we remain in CD7 district and not be moved to another district (such as the proposed CD 2, 4 or 6)
These communities do not share the same concerns and attributes of ours--high fire district with equine and animal keeping in a semi-rural setting. Our FTDNC would lose its effectiveness in advocating on our unique
community's behalf. Our close-knit community of Shadow Hills needs to stay intact and not be split up into bits and pieces.
Many of our community members have given spoken testimonies and submitted written comments in the hopes that in finalizing the new boundaries you leave the entire Shadow Hills neighborhood where it is on the
K2.5 Amended2 map, in CD7, where it belongs.
We feel a special thanks is warranted to all the commissioners who have reminded the rest of the commissioners that there were numerous spoken testimonies and at least 182 written comments (to date) on the
Feedback Spreadsheet about Shadow Hills that have ALL said that we want the entire neighborhood to stay together and in CD7.
Thank you for your consideration. Please keep our Shadow Hills community together and in CD7. We treasure our community!
Sincerely,
Susan and Dale Stedman
10309 McBroom Street
Shadow Hills, CA 91040

Date
10/18/2021 14:44:32

Name
Andrea Guttag

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission,

I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the
area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but
when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing
that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to change a
well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public
comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2
so that your next draft addresses public concerns.

For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have
incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.

Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or
CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security,
road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve
the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could
jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.

I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences
and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood
and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

Thank you,
AJG
90004

10/18/2021 14:48:07

Carol Hamilton

Sent from my BlackBerry - the most secure mobile device
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas. We encourage you to keep it this way on the final map.
I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4. For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon from our
immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and LAPD service
areas as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for fire danger as well as to address the challenges of canyon living in the
heart of the Santa Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council to effectively support fire prevention strategies and
other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Thank you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council which embodies our
shared community of interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air.
With appreciation,
Carol HamiltonFranklin Canyon Resident

Date
10/18/2021 14:50:01

Name
Carol Hamilton

10/18/2021 14:50:16

Sylvia Rotfleisch

Testiony
Dear Mr. Mitchell,
Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas. We encourage you to keep it this way on the final map.
I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4. For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon from our
immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and LAPD service
areas as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for fire danger as well as to address the challenges of canyon living in the
heart of the Santa Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council to effectively support fire prevention strategies and
other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Thank you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council which embodies our
shared community of interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air.
With appreciation,
Carol HamiltonFranklin Canyon Resident
To the commission Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Hancock Park. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Hancock Park and Greater Wilshire remain together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in
new District 5.
United with my neighbors, I reject the divisive, politically motivated testimony given by some at the hearings. I reject their dismissive tone toward the Commission’s hard work. I appreciate the Commission’s following of
the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make your determinations.

Respectfully

10/18/2021 14:53:21

MARY TALLUNGAN

Sylvia Rotfleisch
Don Kossman
June St. Hancock Park
Iwould like our part of North Hills East to remain in district 7.
Mary Tallungan
14744 Labrador Street
North Hills,Ca 91343

10/18/2021 14:53:51

Betty Jung

Sent from my iPad
Dear Commissioners:

Thank you for all the Commission’s continued hardwork.
I live in Larchmont, a part of Greater Wilshire. Thankyou for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2 which keeps Greater Wilshire together, and withour similar neighborhoods to the west, in District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s
following the censusdata, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood councilboundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - asyou make your determinations. Please do
not bedistracted by organized political interference aimed at derailing or delegitimizing your efforts and hard work.
Respectfully, Betty Jung

Date
10/18/2021 14:57:38

Name
Curt Castagna

Testiony
From: Jonah Glickman <jonah.glickman@lacity.org
Sent: Friday, October 15, 2021 5:44 PM
Subject: Redistricting Update
Good afternoon everyone,
I hope you are having a nice week. I wanted to follow up and update you on some new developments at the Redistricting Commission, and a change which was recently made to the draft maps. Please click here to see
the newest version of Map K2.5: https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-K-2.5-Amendment-1.html<https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2flaccrc2021.org%2fwp-content%
2fuploads%2f2021%2f10%2fCity-of-LA-K-2.5-Amendment-1.html&c=E,1,0
eym3WCsxibWbCu5PCrQHxy7wOq8TOcGudkicC_WhVIBPrFxMjmYlbWZFU0BNc7Zo75zyF26dKiK4yCkw0A7e0rZYJ2hRODY65Ek2bS5auvy6zPLtmqmoOSJeXc,&typo=1.
As you may notice, the Commission has now decided to move the Sepulveda Basin into a different Council District and separate it from Lake Balboa. In addition the community would still be moved into a new Council
District. If you would like to express your concerns about this, you can call into the Commission meetings to provide public comment, or provide your feedback here: https://laccrc2021.org/community-of-interestform/<https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2flaccrc2021.org%2fcommunity-of-interest-form%2f&c=E,1,pz8AzB0-6toPPbZYTnVMLqzK6ppEZASDFoDsHCB3uuCFCW7EkHiJFFWKWKG3haVazipHo5E4Z6y72ddmdseiWTs2EoGx6YJ2iAcuam-8Uu-PM-beZ4I&typo=1.
Also, here is a list of the upcoming meetings of the Redistricting Commission. There is a meeting tomorrow and two key meetings next week:
[image.png]
Please feel free to share this information with any of your neighbors who may be interested in this process. Let me know if you have any questions or concerns. Thank you.
Jonah Glickman
Lake Balboa Field Deputy
Office of Council President Nury Martinez
Councilwoman, Sixth District
Van Nuys City Hall, Room 215
14410 Sylvan St. Van Nuys, CA 91401
P: ###-####<tel:###-#### F: ###-####<tel:###-####
[https://docs.google.com/uc?export=download&id=1T_cOgE-J6HKi7Z8pvp9dIe8oxB00Udut&revid=0B5VQP0XGpLtVcDBRU1UvOFc4M1N6ZW90RGQ1NE5XYys2RmlBPQ]<https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?
a=http%3a%2f%2fwww.nury-martinez.com%2f&c=E,1,vlC44h_mxgJ5UdM_W9_kXMGeQNHCi6KjZJ3dGE1ycS0kL3EKtBmjUsOCm8iDtUZx48LtOYgbMrI4uq4jM3PlSRWh4va7mFYxfszECdC8Y8buqpQwHF1VVgK&typo=1

From: Curt Castagna
Sent: Wednesday, September 29, 2021 4:23 PM
To: 'redistricting.lacity@lacity.org' <redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Cc: Kathryn Purwin <kpurwin@helinet.com; Kevin Fletcher (kevin.fletcher@gulfstream.com) <kevin.fletcher@gulfstream.com; 'Michael.McDaniel@jetaviation.com' <Michael.McDaniel@jetaviation.com; Brad Wright
<bwright@claylacy.com; 'Waldman Stuart' <Stuart@vica.com; 'Vanyek Nancy' <Nancy@sanfernandovalleychamber.com; Eric Hill <eric.hill@signatureflight.com; 'Tony L. Marlow (tmarlow@castlecooke.com)'
<tmarlow@castlecooke.com; Mort Scholnick <mortonscolnick@yahoo.com; 'Steve Argubright' <argubrighthangar@gmail.com; Stephen Maloney <smaloney@sunairjets.com; 'Jim Hansen (jhansen@wja.aero)'
<jhansen@wja.aero; 'Christine Dunn' <christine@airtelplaza.com; 'Refugio Rios' <rxr1167@lausd.net; 'Sonya Blake' <sblake@economicalliance.org; Justin Erbacci (jerbacci@lawa.org) <jerbacci@lawa.org; 'Flora
Margheritis (FMargheritis@lawa.org)' <FMargheritis@lawa.org
Subject: VNY Airport- Council Redistricting
[cid:image002.jpg@01D7C430.7CB4B190]
Attached (and below) please find comments relative to the City of Los Angeles Redistricting Commission support Draft Version "L"
Sincerely,
Curt Castagna, C.M.
President
Van Nuys Airport Association (VNAA)
P.O. Box 7333
Van Nuys, CA 90806
Office: (###-####
Cell: (###-####
Email: ccastagna@thevnaa.org<mailto:castagna@aeroplex.net
Web: www.thevnaa.org<http://www.aeroplex.net/
[VNAA general email signature]
September 29, 2021
City of Los Angeles
City Council Redistricting Commission
Attention: Commissioner Fred Ali- Chair
RE: City Council Redistricting Commission- Comments from Van Nuys Airport Association
Dear Members of the City Council Redistricting Commission:
I respectfully submit this correspondence on behalf of the Van Nuys Airport Association (VNAA), a non-profit membership organization representing more than 100 businesses and 5,000 employees located at Van Nuys
Airport (VNY).
Many of these airport businesses share a long and successful history of collaborating with the City and VNY Airport, and in hosting operations that not only serve the region's air transportation needs, but also support

Date
10/18/2021 15:04:02

Name
Jill Akahoshi

10/18/2021 15:08:01

Carlos Castellanos

10/18/2021 15:15:10

Lauren Nichols

Testiony
Honorable Commissioners,
Thank you all for the enormous amount of work, time, energy and thought
that you have and continue to put into the redistricting of the Los Angeles
City Council Districts.
I continue to urge you to l*eave the Council District boundaries for the
North Hills area (both East and West) as they were drawn after the 2010
Census*. North Hills East and West have always been on the outer edges of
whatever district they have been in. The 405 freeway is a very real and
natural boundary between North Hills East and North Hills West. *North
Hills West strongly identifies with the adjacent areas of Northridge and
Granada Hills. North Hills East to the south of Rayen strongly identifies
with the adjacent area of Panorama City while North Hills East to the north
of Rayen strongly identifies with the adjacent area of Mission Hills.* It
sounds complex, but those who know these areas understand the dynamics of
North Hills and why it is important for the boundaries to remain the same.
Historically this area has struggled to have a voice but especially in the
last few years each area has developed good working relationships with each
of the council districts that they are in. Any change would be a shame as
it would be a set back for those who would be moved to a new Council
District.
Thank you,
Jill Akahoshi
CD7, North Hills East
To whom it may concern:
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park,
part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater
Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census
data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually
reside in our area - as you make your determinations.
Respectfully,
Carlos Castellanos
Dear Chair Ali and Redistricting Commissioners,
As an engaged resident of Mid City West, I am asking that you do not divide
Mid City West north of Rosewood into CD13. Mid City West has never been in
CD13 in its 22 year history.
Mid City West for its entire history has been in either CD4 or CD5, and it
will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services,
and many other things to have yet a third council district in this area.
Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway,
which runs along Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, solve this and put Mid City West
north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Lauren Nichols
Resident of 300 Block of N. Ogden, 90036

Date
10/18/2021 15:21:45

Name
Marc Meshekow

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I have been a resident on North Beverly Drive in Franklin Canyon for over 40 years and was involved in the efforts under leadership of conservationist Sooky Goldman that influenced the Carter Administration to
purchase over 600 acres, which resulted in the creation of Franklin Canyon Park, sparing it from development. I am in constant communication with the captains at the various local fire stations, discuss routes of
egress in the case of an emergency and advise various departments such as DWP and our neighbors on proactive measures to prevent fires.
Due to the frequency of recent brush fires, which occurred on separate dates and in separate locations in Franklin Canyon Park , I discovered they were all the result of avian electrocution. Recently the DWP replaced
the old wooden power poles with metal poles, utilizing a different grounding configuration that caused large birds to be prone to electrocution, setting them ablaze to ignite the brush below. I discussed my findings with
Brian Wilbur at DWP, who later contacted me to say "congratulations", that through my efforts the wiring had been reconfigured and the problem solved.
I write the aforementioned to let you know, I know Franklin Canyon. I know that it is JOINED AT THE HIP with our immediate CD5 hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we not
only share common property lines, but share common and critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. I greatly appreciate your having adjusted the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin
and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas and I encourage you to keep it this way on the final map. The increasing risk of wildfire (resulting in the cancellation of our fire insurance
policies) brings our contiguous neighborhoods together to plan and minimize the challenges and risks of canyon living in the heart of the Santa Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council to most effectively address fire and other issues that
affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities.
Sincerely,
Marc Meshekow

10/18/2021 15:23:40

Loretta Sifuentes

Marc Meshekow
Dear Commissioners,

Tel: (###-####

northbeverly@aol.com

Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of
Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service
areas. We encourage you to keep it this way on the final map.
I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council
District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4.
For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon from our
immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood
Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness
and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and LAPD service
areas as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of
wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks
as well as to address the challenges of canyon living in the heart of the
Santa Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon
residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council addressing most effectively the fire danger and other
issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities.
Thank you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same
district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of
interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use
issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with
Bel Air.
We whole heartedly endorse maintaining Frank Canyon as part of CD5!
Sincerely,
*Franklin Canyon Residents*
*Loretta and Alan M Genelin*
*1711 Franklin Canyon Dr*
*Beverly Hills, CA 90210*
*lorettasifuentes@gmail.com <lorettasifuentes@gmail.com*
*1-###-####*

Date
10/18/2021 15:24:44

10/18/2021 15:25:35

Name
Testiony
"Elaine & Bernard Wiesel"
To the Commissioners:
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. We live in Hancock Park. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. which allows Hancock Park and Greater Wilshire to remain together, and with our similar
neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. We appreciate the Commission’s following of the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the
people who actually reside in our area as you make your determinations.
Sincerely,
Bernard and Elaine Wiesel
Debra Francisco
Good afternoon commissioners - First I would like to thank you for correcting the K2.5 map which moves the portion of Aqueduct back into CD12 to rejoin North Hills West and is remainder in CD12. We belong in CD12
and there should be no consideration relocating us to CD6/7. We are indeed part of the West Valley, have been and should always be.
In addition, I respectfully ask that the San Fernando Valley stay “whole” and “in its entirety”; we are a diverse area and there is historic value in our community; the San Fernando Mission, the Andres Pico Adobe, the
Chatsworth Museum and so many other areas that make us unique and worthwhile. Our NHWNC works with all other councils in the West, Granada Hills, Northridge, Reseda, Chatsworth, etc. and have developed
over the years a network of communication and assistance that we must and need to retain.
The West Valley Animal Shelter is in our area along with the West Valley Trash Pick Up……as Secretary of the North Hills West Homeowners Group, I have developed a special relationship with CD12, CM John Lee,
Hannah Lee, Ron Rubine, Colin Crews, and Brenton to name a few and have worked with them when I was on the NHWNC in 2011. It does take sometime to build those relationships and for CD12 to recognize us and
the help they have provided over the years has been instrumental in what we do for our community.
I do not believe in Gerrymandering and again, respectfully ask that you keep the Valley “whole” and that North Hills West retains its area within CD12 and that our North Hills West Neighborhood Council remain intact.
Thank you for your time and listening to us the residents, it is most appreciated.

Debra Francisco/Secretary
North Hills West Homeowners Group
North Hills West Resident
16009 Eccles St.
North Hills CA 91343

10/18/2021 15:26:43

Andrew Colin Allen

And on behalf of my husband - Dennis Butkovich and my mother who resides with us Haroldine Francisco
Dear Redistricting Committee
As a renter and resident of Sherman Oaks, I'm deeply disturbed by the push
to redistrict CD4. As someone who works with The Valley of Change and is on
the street corners of Sherman Oaks trying to make sure people have
access to water and food, it's baffling that people would push to
district our community with the likes of places like Beverly Hills. Working
with The Valley of Change, I've seen countless unhoused people struggling
to survive in our community. They rely on us for food and water. We even
put together hygiene kits and back-to-school drives because so many people
in the community can't afford or get access to these resources.
The very few people that are pushing for this redistricting are majority
white and very wealthy. They do not represent even a fraction of the people
of Sherman Oaks. They do not represent us. They do not care about
helping our community or actually improving it. They only care about
getting rid of the unhoused in our community through inhumane practices and
getting their property values raised to push out low-income residents and
communities of color. They don't care about whether or not all the people
in the community are provided for and taken care of.
If you vote to redistrict Sherman Oaks, you are supporting a racist and
classist agenda. Period. Our values are much more aligned with the
communities of Studio City and North Hollywood. Not with the uber-wealthy
Beverly Hills and Encino. Don't be racist. Don't be classist. Vote to keep
Sherman Oaks in CD4.
Sincerely,
A Sherman Oaks Resident
Andrew Allen

Date
10/18/2021 15:31:04

10/18/2021 15:43:46
10/18/2021 15:50:43

Name
Peter Mathes

Testiony
Thank you for moving Franklin canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest
district into CD5 and recognizing natural boundaries and Communities of
Interest.
You rectified an important error by putting us with our Westside neighbors,
rather than in a Valley district.
Thank you for your wisdom and consideration. It is very important to
our community.

Peter Mathes
9014 Alto Cedro Drive
Beverly Hills,CA 90210
"Romy Varghese (BLOOMBERG/
Hello, I amNEWSROOM:)"
out of the office until Oct. 26. Please contact my editor Elizabeth
Campbell at ecampbell14@bloomberg.net for breaking news.
Fox
Dear Councilmember Just wanted to send a note of appreciation, and thanks!
I understand how hard your job is.
You’ve done the right thing to include us in CD5!
Thank you again -

10/18/2021 15:51:42

jb

Paul Fox
-----Original Message----Commissioners,thank you for moving the southern boundary of North Hills to Rayen. The new map has Burnet ave half in CD6 and half in CD7. There are many many more that want to have their emails included with
the previous ones.
I have been organizing cleaning crews in CD7 and CD12 and have removed tons of trash. Churches, groups and residents ask for assistance and we deliver. I helped start the North Hills East Neighborhood Council for
this purpose. We work together well with CD 7. We do this out of love for our city and use our own funds. I was born in Northridge and live in CD7 now. We will be featured soon in the Los Angeles Times for this
community involvement. She thinks we can be a model for other volunteers throughout the city. Please keep the east side of Burnet in CD 7.
Thank you
From: jb <belmontje@aol.com
Additional forms.

-----Original Message----From: jb <belmontje@aol.com

10/18/2021 15:52:45

Fox

Redistricting Commissioners,
My name is Jeff Belmont and I am a lifelong resident of North Hills East. I sent an email earlier this week including over 40 public comment cards that I gathered from community members who cannot easily submit an
electronic comment. Today, I am including additional comment cards that I gathered.
North Hills is a community that is already split into 3 areas and represented by three Councilmembers. Therefore, we have historically been neglected and seen an underinvestment in our community. In the last 4 years,
we have worked closely with our Councilmember and seen positive and important projects materialized and we do not want to take a step back. Proposed map K2.5 maintains the district neighborhoods that have much
in common together, however, it eliminates a critical block Rayen St. where North Valley Caring Services is located and that our Mission Mile project includes. Please keep North Hills east intact and extend it in your
proposed district boundaries all the way to Rayen St.
Thank you,
Jeff Belmont North Hills resident Phone # ###-####
Dear Councilmember Thank you for moving Franklin canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district into CD5 and recognizing natural boundaries and Communities of Interest.
You rectified an important error by putting us with our Westside neighbors, rather than in a Valley district.
Thank you for your thoughtfulness and wisdom!
Paul Fox

Date
10/18/2021 15:56:00

Name
Yasmine Pomeroy

Testiony
Dear Esteemed Commission,
I hope this finds you well. I wanted to reach out and email once again my
opposition to map K2.5. As emphasized before, I am a lifelong resident of
the West San Fernando Valley. I grew up in West Hills, moved to Woodland
Hills, and now reside in Canoga Park. Additionally, I teach high school
English in Woodland Hills - I live and work in the same district. This is
something I consider a privilege, as not many are able to do so. With that
said, however, as someone who works in Woodland Hills and lives in Canoga
Park, the attention given to specific neighborhoods in our district can't
be ignored: the southern half of our district has privileges and advantages
that the northern half of our district does not. The irony that the
southern half is primarily white, while the northern half is primarily
Latinx does not escape me. I wanted to express my concern and opposition
regarding Map K2.5, and express the importance of keeping CD3 whole,
especially Canoga Park, Reseda, and Winnetka. These neighborhoods have much
in common and are rich in culture. It would be a shame and a disservice if
these neighborhoods are split up, and not kept whole within CD3.
This map places assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a district
which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates a new CD2
or CD4 - a mostly Latinx district without cultural landmarks or community
assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a
City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election
cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale. Again, considering
the population, I do not want to make assumptions as to why the whiter,
wealthier half of our district is able to vote next year with this proposed
map, while the north half, mostly Latinx, will not be able to vote until
2024.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an
overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any
consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5%
of CD3’s current population.
Commissioner Goldberg emphasized similar sentiments on Saturday's
redistricting meeting, while Commissioner Katz made a bold statement in
stating that public comment did not matter. As a lifelong valley resident,
and a constituent of CD3, take great issue with this.
I emphatically urge the Commission to oppose this deeply problematic map
that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and
immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners. Please keep CD3
whole, and do not disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.
Additionally, residents of Los Angeles & CD3 have signed this petition
<https://actionnetwork.org/petitions/stop-the-west-san-fernando-valley-gerrymander-2?source=direct_link&
to
stop the gerrymander of CD3. As of 10/18, we have over 200 signatures. I
want to take a moment to appreciate both Commissioner Goldberg &
Commissioner Cagna for their efforts, and thank Commissioner Cagna for
bringing in data driven points during Saturday's meeting. Please consider
this petition in your data driven research as well. Again, I feel strongly
that Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda should remain in CD3, as these
neighborhoods are rich in culture and have much in common.
Thank you very much for your consideration.
Sincerely,
-Yasmine Pomeroy (She/Her)
Political Candidate for Los Angeles City Council District 3 (Canoga Park,
Woodland Hills, Reseda, Tarzana, Winnetka)
###-####
yasmineforthecity.com

Date
10/18/2021 15:56:13

10/18/2021 16:00:28

Name
Testiony
KATHLEEN SALDANA Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Windsor Square, a part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together and with our similar neighborhoods to the
west, in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in
our area — as you make your determinations. Respectfully, Kathy and Wayne Saldana134 N Plymouth BlvdLos Angeles, CA 90004
Isack Fadlon
To the Redistricting Commission,

I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the
area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but
when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing
that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to change a
well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public
comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2
so that your next draft addresses public concerns.

For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have
incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.

Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or
CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security,
road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve
the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could
jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.

I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences
and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood
and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

Thank you,

10/18/2021 16:03:02

Susan Title

Isack Fadlon
90046
(address: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org <mailto:redistricting.lacity@lacity.org)

To Whom it May Concern at LA CITY,
I am at work so have to make this very short.
As a long-time resident of The Coldwater/Bowmont/Hazen/Briarcrest neighborhood I am writing to stress the critical importance of protecting our neighborhood and way of life by keeping us in CD5.
Putting us back in CD2-4 would cause us great harm and distress on so many different levels.
PLEASE KEEP US WHERE WE BELONG !!! IN CD5.
Thank you in advance.
Regards,
Barbara TItle

Date
10/18/2021 16:04:08

Name
Carmela Fadlon

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission,

I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, and
specifically in the Melrose corridor. Please stop trying to divide us.
Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood into CD13. On
your meetings you claim to care about keeping Neighborhood Councils and
communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid City West and
our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do not allow new
commissioners who are trying to change a well established process redirect
the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump right into the
work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next draft addresses
public concerns.

For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have
incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.

Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or
CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security,
road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve
the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could
jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.

I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences
and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood
and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

Thank you,

10/18/2021 16:08:25

Isack Fadlon

Carmela Fadlon
90046
To the Redistricting Commission,
I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the
area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but
when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing
that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to change a
well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public
comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2
so that your next draft addresses public concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have
incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or
CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security,
road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve
the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could
jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences
and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood
and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Isack Fadlon
Board Member, Mid City West Neighborhood Council

Date
10/18/2021 16:09:52

Name
Deborah King

10/18/2021 16:20:34

Andy Dunn

Testiony
Thank you for all the Commission's hard work; hours and hours of work. I live in Ridgewood Wilton Neighborhood, a part of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together except for the East side of Manhattan Place, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. Please place both sides of
Manhattan Place together within Greater Wilshire.
I appreciate the Commission's following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make
your determinations.
Respectfully, Debi King
Debi King
156 S Wilton Place
Dear Esteemed Commission,
I hope this finds you well. I would like to express my opposition to map
K2.5. I am a homeowner in Canoga Park, and feel strongly that Canoga Park
should remain in CD3, along with Winnetka and Reseda. These neighborhoods
are rich in culture and similar interests. It would be a shame and a
disservice to place any of these neighborhoods in a different district
altogether.
Additionally, this map places assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a
district which would be overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates
a new CD2 or CD4 - a mostly Latinx district without cultural landmarks or
community assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a
City Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election
cycle; which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale. Again, considering
the population, I do not want to make assumptions as to why the whiter,
wealthier half of our district is able to vote next year with this proposed
map, while the north half, mostly Latinx, will not be able to vote until
2024.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an
overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any
consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5%
of CD3’s current population.
Commissioner Goldberg emphasized similar sentiments on Saturday's
redistricting meeting, while Commissioner Katz made a bold statement in
stating that public comment did not matter. As a lifelong valley resident,
and a constituent of CD3, take great issue with this.
I emphatically urge the Commission to oppose this deeply problematic map
that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and
immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners. Please keep CD3
whole, and do not disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.
Additionally, residents of Los Angeles & CD3 have signed this petition
<https://actionnetwork.org/petitions/stop-the-west-san-fernando-valley-gerrymander-2?source=direct_link&
to
stop the gerrymander of CD3. As of 10/18, we have over 200 signatures. I
want to take a moment to appreciate both Commissioner Goldberg &
Commissioner Cagna for their efforts, and thank Commissioner Cagna for
bringing in data driven points during Saturday's meeting. Please consider
this petition in your data driven research as well. Once again, I feel
strongly that Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda should remain in CD3, as
these neighborhoods are rich in culture and have much in common.
Andrew Dunn

Date
10/18/2021 16:20:38

10/18/2021 16:25:43

Name
Testiony
agold16113@aol.com Respected Commissioners of the Redistricting Commission,
First let me thank you for your dedication and diligence to this process of redistricting Los Angles city. It is an onerous charge you have taken and I am appreciative of your achievements to present the map K2.5 to all
of us in the city.
The map K2.5 is a fair legitimate redistricting map that adheres to geographical boundaries that are uncorrupted, non political, and fact based.
Words like "assets" "advantage" "underhanded" that have been spoken at the last hearing are not an honest description of all that has been done by the commission to have open, honest, and objective hearings. This
is your time to present legitimate boundary lines for Council Districts that are not gerrymandered to favor one district over another.
There has been enough manipulation, misconduct, and law breaking in the city of Los Angeles by elected officials that makes it impossible for me to believe what they say or do and to give them or their advocates a
greater say in your Map K2.5 for an honest, fair, and untainted Redistricting Map in K2.5.
What I would like to say again is that we the residents of North Hills West belong in Council District 12. Our geographical boundaries are clean,clear, and valid.
Stay Strong, Stay Resolute to your honest, even handed, and principled Map K2.5.
Thank you again.
Anita and Gerald GoldbaumNorth Hills West Neighborhood CouncilPlanning and Land Use CommitteeOutreach Committee
Nina Hyams
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
As a resident of Mid City West, I am asking that you stop trying to divide
Mid City West north of Rosewood into CD13. Mid City West has never been in
CD13 in its 22 year history, and has very different needs than residents of
Atwater Village!
Mid City West for its entire history has been in either CD4 or CD5, and it
will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services,
and many other things to have yet a third council district in this area.
Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway,
which runs along Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, solve this and put Mid City West
north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

10/18/2021 16:30:27

Brett Hyman

Thank you,
Nina Hyams
90046
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
As a resident of Mid City West, I am asking that you stop trying to divide Mid City West north of Rosewood into CD13. Mid City West has never been in CD13 in its 22 year history, and has very different needs than
residents of Atwater Village!
Mid City West for its entire history has been in either CD4 or CD5, and it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have yet a third council district in this area.
Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Brett Hyman
Homeowner and active voter at
740 N. Curson Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90046
[NVE Logo]
BRETT HYMAN (he/him)
PRESIDENT
Los Angeles / New York
o: ###-####
EXPERIENCENVE.COM<https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.experiencenve.com%2F&data=02%7C01%7Cmckenna.koledo%40experiencenve.com%
7C7fb3ef5106854a602e9e08d7af439cf2%7C2###-####d146aaaca9fa8d1a971701%7C1%7C0%7C###-####8856&sdata=OpZ4tLyriVz1kkFgbn8vzyHUslnx%2FWq9EfM8okhx%2FIw%3D&reserved=0

Date
10/18/2021 16:46:24

Name
James Shah

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission,

I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the
area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but
when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing
that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to change a
well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public
comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2
so that your next draft addresses public concerns.

For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have
incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.

Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or
CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security,
road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve
the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could
jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.

I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences
and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood
and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

Thank you,

James Shah
90036

Date
10/18/2021 16:49:24

Name
Orna Amzaleg

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission,
I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to
change a well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next draft addresses public concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Orna Amzaleg
90046

Thank You,
Orna Amzaleg

10/18/2021 16:52:39

Shelby Blecker

Sportie LA
(###-####
7753 melrose ave
Los Angeles Ca.
www.sportiela.com
To the Redistricting Commission,
I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to
change a well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next draft addresses public concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Shelby Blecker
Administrator for Melrose Village Neighborhood Alliance
Melrose Resident since 1965
90046

Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/18/2021 17:01:21

Name

Testiony
Thank you for all the Commission's hard work. I live in Larchmont Village, a
part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. It keeps
Greater Wilshire exactly where we belong: together with our community of
interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our local newspapers,
our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our churches and
synagogues. Thank you again for recognizing Greater Wilshire by placing us
in Council District 5 where we can receive focused attention and services.
Please do not be distracted by organized political interference aimed at
derailing or delegitimizing your efforts.

Thank you for your consideration,
Sarita Singh
Home Owner

10/18/2021 17:02:35

Melissa Pressman

Larchmont Village
Dear Esteemed Commission,
I hope this finds you well. I wanted to express my concern and opposition
regarding Map K.2.
This map proposed by this unelected group of commissioners places the
assets of the West San Fernando Valley into a district which would be
overwhelmingly white and wealthy (CD3) and creates a new CD2 or CD4 - a
mostly Black and Brown district without cultural landmarks or community
assets (i.e. CSUN, Pierce College).
Voters shifted from CD3 to CD2 or CD4, will have been unable to vote in a City
Council Election for 7 years - almost twice as long as an election cycle;
which is disenfranchisement on a massive scale.
Massive demographic changes are a part of the new CD3 and would create an
overwhelmingly White and wealthy district:
44% Other (White) (Current) - 70% Other (White) (Proposed)
39% Latino (Current) - 16% Latino (Proposed)
Latinx voters are being deeply disrespected with this new map, without any
consideration that District N could be CD3, despite District N having 57.5%
of CD3’s current population.

I emphatically urge the Commission to oppose this deeply problematic map
that separates communities, disenfranchises people of color, renters, and
immigrants, while emboldening white, wealthier homeowners. Please keep CD3
whole, and do not disenfranchise and segregate communities of color.
Thank you for your time and consideration.

10/18/2021 17:07:49

Claudia Sloan

Sincerely,
Melissa Pressman
Thank you for moving Franklin canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district into CD5 and recognizing natural boundaries and Communities of Interest.
You rectified an important error by putting us with our Westside neighbors, rather than in a Valley district. We greatly appreciate it and feel that it is very important to keep our neighborhoods close together.
Please don’t do anything to alter that now. We’re back where we belong.
Thank you so much for all your time and hard work,
Claudia

Date
10/18/2021 17:16:19

Name
SONIA MOLINA

10/18/2021 17:22:57

Brandon Charif

Testiony
Dear Commissioners:
Thank you for all your hard work.
I have lived in Windsor Square, a part of Greater Wilshire for the last 20 years. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District
5. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area — as you
make your determinations.
Thank you for your attention, Sonia Molina
To the Redistricting Commission,

I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the
area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but
when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing
that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to change a
well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public
comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2
so that your next draft addresses public concerns.

For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have
incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.

Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or
CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security,
road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve
the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could
jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.

I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences
and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood
and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

Thank you,
Brandon Charif
90036
--

Brandon Charif
###-####

Date
10/18/2021 17:25:01

Name
Valerie Washburn

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I live in the Fairfax neighborhood. I am very disappointed to see that
current City Council district draft maps are placing the section of our
neighborhood north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to
care about keeping communities of interest together, but when it comes to
our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care.
For 22 years the Fairfax/Melrose area has had nothing to do with CD13 and
we have entirely different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Our neighborhood has an established relationship with CD5 and CD4, and it
will complicate matters of public safety, resident security, road safety,
homelessness services, and many other matters to have to join a new council
district that will largely be looking to serve the needs of established
constituents further east. Additionally, splitting Rosewood into two
districts could jeopardize current plans for the Mid City West Neighborhood
Greenway, which runs along Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences
and take some time to solve this and put the area north of Rosewood and
West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

10/18/2021 17:28:02

Maria Malbas

Thank you,
Valerie Washburn
90036
To the Redistricting Commission,
I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the
area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but
when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing
that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to change a
well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public
comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2
so that your next draft addresses public concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have
incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or
CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security,
road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve
the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could
jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences
and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood
and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Maria Malbas
90036

-Maria Malbas
Business Representative, Social and Racial Equity Secretary
Mid City West Neighborhood Council

Date
10/18/2021 17:30:09

Name
RY

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas. We encourage you to keep it this way on the final map.

10/18/2021 17:31:09

Pierson Blaetz

I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4. For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon from our
immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and LAPD service
areas as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks as well as to address the challenges of canyon living in the heart of
the Santa Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council addressing most effectively the fire danger and
other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Thankyou for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with Bel
Air.
Sincerely,
Robert YounessiFranklin Canyon Resident
To the Redistricting Commission,
I’ve spent well over 25 years building strong community ties within the
boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Please stop trying to
divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood
into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about keeping Neighborhood
Councils and communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid
City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do
not allow new commissioners who are trying to change a well established
process redirect the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump
right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next
draft addresses public concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have
incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or
CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security,
road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve
the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could
jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences
and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood
and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Pierson Blaetz
90036

-Pierson Blaetz
Co-founder
Greenway Arts Alliance
544 N. Fairfax Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036
cell: ###-####

Date
10/18/2021 17:51:46

Name
Rose Shan

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission,

I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the
area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but
when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing
that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to change a
well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public
comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2
so that your next draft addresses public concerns.

For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have
incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.

Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or
CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security,
road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve
the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could
jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.

I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences
and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood
and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

Thank you,
Rozet Shabtai
90046

10/18/2021 17:53:36

Maria Malbas

To the Redistricting Commission,
I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the
area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but
when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing
that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to change a
well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public
comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2
so that your next draft addresses public concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have
incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or
CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security,
road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve
the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could
jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences
and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood
and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Maria Malbas
90036

Date
10/18/2021 17:56:04

Name
Paula Dromi

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I continue to be impressed by the Commission’s time and hard work. As a resident of Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire, I want to again thank you for your continuing service to the residents by maintaining the
integrity of our neighborhoods in Plan K2.5, Amendment 2 which keeps us together with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in the new District 5.
This was done by following the census data, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually live and vote in the affected neighborhoods.
To my sorrow, their seems to be an increase in outsiders who do not reside in the Greater Wilshire Community, or even in the City to attempt to thwart your work and show up at Hearings and write emails to
Commissioners. The intent of this opposition seems to be to disrupt and nullify a highly efficient, transparent redistricting process and derail the Commissions work. Please, please do not let this happen.
Respectfully,
Paula Gelber Dromi, PhD, LCSW
Sent from my iPad

Date
10/18/2021 18:01:38

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Carlos Vaquerano <cvaquerano@clinicaromero.com
Date: Mon, Oct 18, 2021 at 5:21 PM
Subject: CD13 Redistricting
To: Sonja Diaz <sonja.diaz@lacity.org
Cc: Stephanie Lemus <slemus@clinicaromero.com, Shirley Fernandez <
SFernandez@clinicaromero.com

Dear Commissioner Diaz,
On behalf of Clinica Romero I am writing to respectfully request your
support to keep Clinica Romero in CD13. Splitting the district will have a
major impact not only on our patients but also on those community members
that work in it. Almost 40% of the patients that we serve at our Alvarado
site are CD 13 residents. Dividing us will have a long term impact on our
community along with our continuous fight for equal rights for our
undocumented and low income patients. Attached please find 301 signatures
of community members who live in CD 13 along with Clinica patients who
support this request.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

*“Stay Safe and Healthy.”*
-

*Carlos*

*Carlos Antonio H. Vaquerano*
*Chief Executive Officer *
Clínica Monseñor Oscar A. Romero
123 S. Alvarado St. (###-#### | Ext. 2862
Email: Cvaquerano@clinicaromero.com
www.clinicaromero.com |
[image: Original Vector Horizontal]
@clinicaromero [image: facebook][image: twitter]
<https://twitter.com/ClinicaRomero

-Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission

Date
10/18/2021 18:03:46

10/18/2021 18:18:33

Name
coni acos

Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Commissioners,
Thank you for doing an ultra fine job in your attentiveness to this
challenging task.
Your critical thinking skill and articulation of your thoughts makes this
process engaging to the viewers.
Please see attachment.
Thank you,
Connie Acosta,
Echo Park NC Board Member
Received. Thank you.
On Mon, Oct 18, 2021 at 4:03 PM Suzanne Habbershaw <
suzannehabbershaw@yahoo.com wrote:
Dear Commissioners,
As a long-time resident of Shadow Hills, I implore. you to keep Shadow
Hills all together - we're such a small area to begin with - and to keep it
with the other Foothill and Equine communities in CD 7. We have much in
common with these other communities - LakeView Terrace, La Tuna Canyon and nothing really in common with North Hollywood or some of the other more
urban areas in CD 2 and 6.
Also, our Councilwoman, Monica Rodriguez has meaningfully gotten to know
the Shadow Hills community and has become much more active within it than
any other Councilperson has for the majority of the 18 years our family has
lived here. She cares about us, which feels very good.
Further, I want to thank those Commissioners who have reminded the others
that there are numerous people who have written (at least 182 so far) and
others who have spoken out about Shadow Hills and this re-districting, and
ALL of them have voiced that they want Shadow Hills to remain TOGETHER and
in CD7. THANK YOU especially toDenis Cagna and Rachel Torres!
As you continue to amend the “K2.5 Amended 2” map, please leave Shadow
Hills where it is on K2.5 Amended2, in CD7, where it belongs.
Thanks you.
/Suzanne Habbershaw
10629 Johanna Ave.
Shadow Hills, CA 91040

10/18/2021 18:27:13

Wendy Schmid

-- Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Dear Redistrict Commissioners,
I am a long-time renter in the Miracle Mile/Mid City West area, having lived on both Cloverdale Avenue and Detroit Street near 4th (currently District 4). I’d like to express my wholehearted support and thanks for your
common-sense, data-driven redistricting and inclusion of my neighborhood in the proposed District 5 boundaries in your K 2.5 map. The proposed CD5 map makes complete sense and represents the neighborhood I
have called home for many years. Please respect the voices of longtime residents like myself, rather than the self-serving political aspirations of people like Nithya Raman. She is not focused on the wishes and wellbeing of our neighborhood communities (a sentiment echoed loudly by my fellow neighbors). Please keep our communities of interest together as you are currently proposing! Thank you!
Sincerely,
Wendy Schmid
Resident, CD 4

Date
10/18/2021 19:24:02

Name
Chaim Sanowicz

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission,

I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the
area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but
when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing
that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to change a
well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public
comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2
so that your next draft addresses public concerns.

For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have
incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.

Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or
CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security,
road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve
the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could
jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.

I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences
and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood
and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

Thank you

Chaim sanowicz

10/18/2021 19:32:50

Jocelyn Duarte

Zip code 90046
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
Please see attached letter.
Thank you for your time.
Best,
J. Duarte
Executive Director
DOJ Accredited Representative
421 S. Bixel St. Suite A
Los Angeles, CA 90017
P: ###-#### Ext. 107
E: jduarte@salef.org<mailto:jduarte@salef.org
Donate<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__www.paypal.com_donate_-3Fcmd-3D-5Fs-2Dxclick-26hosted-5Fbutton-5Fid-3DHL7Y4HG7MAJHW&d=DwMGaQ&c=SFszdw3oxIkTvaP4xmzq_apLU3uL3SxdAPNkldf__Q&r=1j438EWR_cofzD0dZm1sE0kI0CdgY7HcPXwd4Jl0k8c&m=bzBkODziQFjqPjOrsbf-CaYRh-dZMdy1zqnAwAPRXfk&s=91XQEdN3nRkal5l_u4HvHghWjiqB6ZS3iIM4Q0sG1N4&e=
[cid:image001.jpg@01D7C456.EF954E10]<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__www.paypal.com_donate_-3Fcmd-3D-5Fs-2Dxclick-26hosted-5Fbutton-5Fid3DHL7Y4HG7MAJHW&d=DwMGaQ&c=SFszdw3oxIkTvaP4xmzq_apLU3uL-3SxdAPNkldf__Q&r=1j438EWR_cofzD0dZm1sE0kI0CdgY7HcPXwd4Jl0k8c&m=bzBkODziQFjqPjOrsbf-CaYRhdZMdy1zqnAwAPRXfk&s=91XQEdN3nRkal5l_u4HvHghWjiqB6ZS3iIM4Q0sG1N4&e=

Date
10/18/2021 19:42:14

10/18/2021 19:43:29

10/18/2021 20:16:17

10/18/2021 20:23:27

10/18/2021 20:31:44

Name
Marge Piane

Testiony
Hello, everyone:
Please read the statement I had planned to read if I had been called upon tonight. Limiting public comment is extremely frustrating to those of us who are attempting to participate in this process. Having watched many
meetings, I know that spoken comment has a much greater effect than written. Therefore, I have little hope that this email will do any good at all, but I feel it’s important enough for me to try yet again to be heard:
I’m speaking for the Glassell Park Improvement Association, an organization that has been working in our community for over 50 years. Glassell Park is currently divided among 3 council districts. While map K2.5
reduces the number to 2, it still divides us.
Since the 2 Freeway was completed in the early 60s, Glassell Park residents on each side have seen it as a demarcation line. Those on the west tend to travel to Atwater Village and Glendale to shop and eat, and
those on the east go to Eagle Rock or Highland Park. Both groups jump on the freeway without setting foot on the other side.
Using the 2 Freeway as the line between 2 council districts hardens the division that we have spent years trying to overcome. If you move the diagonal dividing line that runs through Glassell Park along the 2 Freeway
to a similar, nearby line at Division Street, you will put all of Glassell Park in a single district and unite us with one representative for the first time in most of our lifetimes.
Thank you,
Marge Piane
Burton Hunter
Commissioners,
My name is Burton Hunter. I now live in the San Fernando Valley city of
Arleta. I have attended church here since 1976 and have worked in Arleta
since 1991. I'm a stakeholder here and am a participant on the Arleta
Neighborhood Council Board - but am speaking on my own behalf.
Thank you for the work are doing. I know that it is no easy task for you.
As you are drawing your Council District map lines, yes, do be sure to give
ethnic groups voice in the city. But please don't totally segregate
Council Districts strictly on an ethnic basis.
We need to continue to work together for the benefit & interest and with
consideration for all of our neighbors.
We don't need to be complicent with creating totally segregated Council
District communities.
In a different meeting recently, I heard a prominent individual speak up
and say that he was not interested in what other Neighborhood Councils do.
His only interest was what will benefit his own community.
Another point:
Please do NOT split a named city area and neighborhood council boundaries
in to separate Council Districts. This creates a difficulty for a
Neighborhood Council to direct residents with concerns to the correct
representatives & community resources..
CHANA SHIRA Rosenbaum
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Hancock Park. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Hancock Park and Greater Wilshire remain together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in
new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s following of the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our
area - as you make your determinations. Respectfully, Chana Rosenbaum
Sent from Chana's iPhone
Rene Santaella
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for the recent decision to adjust the boundary of CD5 to include Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas.
Many of you are probably aware but Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4. This action separated Franklin Canyon from our immediate
hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and LAPD service areas as
our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks as well as to address the challenges of canyon living in the heart of the Santa
Monica Mountains.
Thank you again for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same district as our the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of interest related to fire risk,
Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air.
Sincerely,
Alain Rene SantaellaResident on Franklin Canyon Dr
Patricia Bates
Just asking What are you thinking? There is no population in the Sepulveda Basin other
than people that should not be there (i.e., unhoused), who should not be
there. When the basin is on fire, it is
Encino that is evacuated.. The Basin is an original part of Encino. The
Encino Community advocates for the Basin - wildlife, recreation, etc.
Regards,
Patricia Bates
President ###-####
Batesenc@gmail.com

Date
10/18/2021 20:44:24

Name
Patricia Bates

10/18/2021 21:53:22

Coleman Colla

Testiony
Just asking Do you all realize the Sepulveda Basin is not only an "asset" but a
*responsibility*? Including to our homeowners separated only by a property
line? Will Encino continue to be ignored in dealing with issues in the
basin? Did any of you even inquire what Encino organizations have done to
preserve, support and even increase outreach to all communities sharing the
basin? Obviously either no or who cares. Quit talking about the basin
population, it should be zero.
Regards,
Patricia Bates
President ###-####
Batesenc@gmail.com
I am very concerned about the current redistricting of the LA City Council seats.
It appears to me that the carving up of Nithya Raman’s CD4 area is uncalled for and unjustified. I can not understand why her district is being essentially eliminated as it currently exists, and the proposed new CD4’s are
almost totally unrelated to the voters who elected her just a year ago.
What is going on is probably completely legal under the current laws, but it is not justified by common sense or fairness.
With little information about how the redistricting commission works, or what their motives may be, or what political influences may bear upon them or the city council members as a whole, I am very suspicious that a
new person in City Hall is being squeezed out by the entrenched powers.
Coleman Colla
357 S Curson Ave, #12B
Los Angeles, CA 90036
###-####

Date
10/18/2021 22:17:40

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received. Thank you.
On Mon, Oct 18, 2021 at 10:10 PM Victor S. <victors@resedacouncil.org
wrote:
Hello Ms. Diaz,
As a latino I found it difficult to understand your position in today's
redistricting meeting, specifically pertaining to the motion Ms. Barrett
proposed in allocating Reseda, Lake Balboa, Sherman Oaks, & Valley Village
into the new CD2 or 4 district. By your logic the way the map was already
drawn would create a larger majority Latino voting block, which on the
surface sounds great. However, the reality of a cohesive Latino voting
block is a myth especially when said voting block would be located in a
high poverty, rent burdened, area without any assets or economic drivers. I
do agree with you that the cvap score of Ms. Barrette's proposal is
unacceptable, but I don't agree with saddling a large Latino voting block
into an asset poor district either. How would such a district improve
Latino's lives? Would it not perpetuate the same circumstances the majority
of Latinos find themselves in, which is living in asset and green space
poor, rent burdened districts? I don't think this newly established large
Latino voting bloc in the west valley will thrive without an economic
engine to facilitate prosperity, it would in essence create a Latino
district 8.
Unfortunately, the reality is that the majority of assets are almost
always located in wealthier neighborhoods. I don't need to tell you that
the better schools, parks, and economic corridors almost always reside
where the affluent live. Because of this, Latinos (though not exclusively)
find themselves in a position of having to dilute our voting power as a
means to accessing city funds allocated for said assets with the hope some
of those funds are spent in our neighborhoods.
It cuts both ways however, as having Woodland Hills in our district has
not been good for us either, with Mr. Blumenfield largely ignoring the
working class neighborhoods in his district spending the majority of his
efforts building up Warner Center.
There's no magic bullet, but by assigning assets and an economic engine to
historically underserved communities the hope is that they could start to
turn the tide.
I genuinely want to understand your position specifically as to how it
would benefit the Latino community at large, I await your reply...
Saludos,
Victor Saborio
Sergeant at Arms Reseda Neighborhood Council
P.S. Please keep in mind that the new CD2 or 4 district would
disenfranchise said Latino voting block by moving a majority of residents
from an odd to even voting district.
-- Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission

Date
10/18/2021 22:43:39

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received. Thank you.
On Mon, Oct 18, 2021 at 10:35 PM Kristen Stavola <
kristen@wearelaurelcanyon.org wrote:
PUT IT BACK!
sunset from labrea to marmont!
these are the singular entrances and intersections to our hillsides!
namely laurel canyon!

Kind regards,
Kristen Stavola
Exec Director
We Are Laurel Canyon
###-#### (o)
###-#### (m)
<https://www.paypal.com/cgi-bin/webscr?cmd=_s-xclick&hosted_button_id=PAACMNBDBWJNS&source=url

<https://www.paypal.com/cgi-bin/webscr?cmd=_s-xclick&hosted_button_id=PAACMNBDBWJNS&source=url
Support We Are Laurel Canyon and its many neighborhood initiatives today!
<http://www.wearelaurelcanyon.org

10/18/2021 23:16:03

Andrea Guttag

10/18/2021 23:25:00

Constance Boukidis

-Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Hello Commissioners, Thanks to Commissioners Prichard and Friedberg for speaking to the Melrose issue at tonight’s meeting.
I write to you again (and expect others will, too) asking you to please move the Melrose Distract back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council district. We know balancing
populations is complicated but we are feeling like a sacrificial lamp that you’re moving as needed to expedite your work.
We do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than ours. They have fire concerns, yet most of the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that
you will feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into CD5 should keep this below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up”
some population. Again, we know this is a complicated process and we appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, we have valid and well thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business
District and residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you have proposed:
1. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make
a positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
2. You’d negatively impact the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents,
Business Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking
Melrose off into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
3. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority. 4. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We
do not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want.
Thank you,
Andrea “Dre” Guttag
Chair, Outreach and Civic Engagement Mid City West Neighborhood Council
Tonight Paul Mitchell said that the Melrose District that was carved out of CD5 was made up of 10,000 people. Last week, I heard it was 7,000. Please clarify.
Please move Palms, Franklin Canyon, and Little Ethiopia out of CD5 and move the Melrose District back in. I still have not heard why the Melrose area between La Brea and Wilcox is in CD5 but Melrose area between
La Brea and La Cienega out? It was carved out like a sore thumb even though the Melrose area to the east has far more in common with Hollywood historically. You have gone to tremendous lengths to keep Bel Air
Beverly Crest or Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Councils together but sacrificed Melrose and Mid City West NC with no regard to the consequences they will suffer. WOW
Please move the Melrose District between La Brea and La Cienega north and south back into CD5 where it has been for decades.
Connie Boukidis
Sent from AT&T Yahoo Mail for iPad

Date
10/18/2021 23:36:35

Name
Travis Longcore

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners,
In the latter portion of tonight’s meeting (Monday), the question of moving Melrose Avenue into CD 5 was raised, and the potential of moving the boundary within the Bel Air-Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council was
mentioned as one of the alternatives.
BABCNC realized early in the process that it was possible that we would continue to have our territory represented by two councilmembers and provided testimony before the line drawing started on the location where
that division would be most appropriate. The current map reflects that location, which defines a watershed (it is a ridgeline), police and fire service areas, and neighborhood orientation either eastward or westward. The
dividing line currently is in the location that is most appropriate for this community.
To move this boundary to resolve the Melrose Avenue issue and for its neighborhood council to have no split at all, would require taking 7,000 in population from BABCNC territory in CD 5, which would include all of
Benedict, Franklin, and Coldwater canyons, plus part of Holmby Hills, and adding them to 2-or-4. These neighborhoods do not orient in that direction at all, as you have heard in extensive community of interest
testimony both by email and in recent hearings. Then, 2-or-4 would be overpopulated, causing additional balancing efforts to be necessary elsewhere, and pushing 2-or-4 considerably further from the goal of
compactness.
Given that the question of the boundary within CD 5 has already be discussed and acted on by the Commission on map K 2.5 Corrected 2, we encourage the Commission to explore other solutions to balance
population if it wishes to accommodate the desire to move Melrose Avenue from CD 13 to CD 5.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Travis Longcore

10/19/2021 0:08:00

Ruth Silveira

<applewebdata://C3764D28-89E4-4A4C-9C28-BC9E7A2E3862
Travis Longcore, Ph.D. President
Bel Air-Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council
<tel:(###-####(###-####babcnc.org <http://www.babcnc.org/tlongcore@babcnc.org <mailto:tlongcore@babcnc.org
Agendas and Minutes <https://www.babcnc.org/minutes-and-agendas.php
Commissioners,
Please respect and honor the correct and official boundary between Wilshire Center/Koreatown and
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood.
This boundary NEVER includes the East side of Manhattan Place. The East and West side of
Manhattan Place are both in the GWNC.
As this boundary is being used as the boundary between two City Council districts it is of
extreme importance it is drawn correctly using the true and official boundary.
I don’t know if some people are lobbying for the boundary to run down the middle of the street
or even to include both sides of the street or if this incorrect drawing has been a simple error.
If there is ever a Community of Interest to be preserved it is residents facing each other on
either side of a street. These people are going to share the same concerns for sure and should
be in the same Neighborhood Council and the same City District. And further, if there is ever a Community of Interest to be preserved it is a church, St Brendan’s on 3rd and Wilton Place, and its school, St Brendan’s
school on the East side of Manhattan Place
near 3rd. They are 3 short blocks apart.
Manhattan Place is part of St Andrews Square between Beverly and 3rd. I live on Gramercy Pl.
in St Andrews Square. This area has always been part of the GWNC, never Koreatown. Yes, there
are residents in St Andrews Square who are Korean…..and Hispanic, and Black, and White, and
Chinese, and Japanese, and probably other races and ethnicities. It is a very diverse community and cannot be
categorized by any one label….not race or background or age or income or as a renter or homeowner.
What it does have is a history of being in the GWNC and being in CD4.
So now St Andrews Square and the GWNC will be in CD5. Fine. We will be there together. There is an election coming up and we will all make a decision then. I did not vote for Council Member Raman, I was happy
with David Ryu. But so it goes. And so it will go with the CD5 choice. With this change it is even more important that the residents of the East side of Manhattan Place should stay connected to their long time
representative to the GWNC.
One of the ideas behind the Neighborhood Councils was to strengthen neighborhoods, create
community, and to help guide the workings of the city of Los Angeles. It was and is a good idea.
So please honor this idea and the decisions made in the past and worked with all these years.
The East and West sides of Manhattan Place are in the GWNC and that true and official border
should be the border between the two City Council Districts.
Thank you for reading this,
Ruth Silveira

Date
10/19/2021 6:04:05

Name
Stacy Klines

10/19/2021 6:07:11

Karen Kirchner

10/19/2021 6:16:19

Matti Leshem

10/19/2021 6:36:27

nancy susanne

10/19/2021 6:41:35

Marcelo Ziperovich

10/19/2021 6:43:23

Ashley Duncan

Testiony
To whom it may concern, I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.
WE BELONG IN DISTRICT CD5.
PLEASE respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley.
This is a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belongs on the Westside. I use the west side exclusively for all my shopping, work, and entertainment. The valley is NOT my area for anything. PLEASE respect our
shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment. My backyard is connected to open space, the
natural hillsides and it’s wildlife. This must be protected. Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
Thank you for your time and consideration, Stacy Klines Bowmont Drive
I am in support of map K2.5 District 3. It is about time for something that makes sense.
I live in Sherman Oaks and when I look at the map that we are currently using for our district I am shocked at how clearly it does not represent the various communities it covers. Please give us map K2.5 for District 3.
Warm wishes,
Karen Kirchner
Sherman Oaks
Dear Redistricting committee.
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.
We belong in CD5!
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
Sincerely,
Matti Leshem
Hello Commissioners, Please take whatever time is needed and move the Melrose District back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council district. As a Melrose resident, I do
not appreciate that my repeated testimony has been ignored. I do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than mine. They have fire concerns, yet most of the
remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that you will feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into CD5 should keep this
below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up” some population. Again, I know this is a complicated process and I appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, my neighbors and I have
valid and well thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you have proposed:
1. You’d negatively impact the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents,
Business Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking
Melrose off into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
2. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority.
3. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.
4. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We
do not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want. 5. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be
split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle community improvement projects. Mid City West
Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make a positive impact and would undermine 22 years
of stakeholder engagement.
Thank you, Nancy S Blecker
Los Angeles 90046
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live on Van Ness Ave in Windsor Square, My family and neighbors support Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together and with our similar
neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people
who actually reside in our area.
Thank you,
Marcelo Ziperovich
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.
We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
Get Outlook for iOS<https://aka.ms/o0ukef

Date
10/19/2021 6:46:19

Name
BOB POE

Testiony
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.
We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the West.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made
Sincerely,
Bob Poe
2207 Bowmont Dr
Los Angeles, CA

10/19/2021 6:50:48

Peter Mathes

10/19/2021 7:10:10

Pamela Goldman

10/19/2021 7:28:46

Patricia Carroll

10/19/2021 7:39:50

Yevgeniy Ledvin

10/19/2021 7:40:27

Inga Ledvina

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Peter Mathes <pmathes1@gmail.com
Date: October 19, 2021 at 6:47:43 AM PDT
Subject: Keep CD 5 intact
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.
We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
This is very important to our community Thank you for your consideration. Pete Mathes
9014 Alto Cedro Drive
Beverly Hills, 90210
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.
We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. This has been a daunting process and I admire the work you are doing. I live in St. Andrews Square a part of Greater Wilshire, specifically on Manhattan Place across
the Street from St. Brendan's School. I am on the board of SASNA (St. Andrews Square Neighborhood Association and I represent St. Andrews Square and Ridgewood Wilton as the area 10 Representative on the
Greater Wilshire NC though I am writing as an individual who loves my neighborhood. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new
District 5. However, the Eastern side of Manhattan place has not been included in your maps. East Manhattan Place has always been a part of Greater Wilshire.The natural divide is just behind Western Ave. We do
hope you will honor this boundary. This keeps together our COI and especially St. Brendan's School and Church, as well as our neighbors who communicate on both sides of a residential street.I appreciate the
Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make your
determinations. Respectfully, Patricia CarrollResident of Manhattan PlaceSASNA BoardGWNC Area Representative for St. Andrews Square and Ridgewood Wilton
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of
Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most
importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.

Date
10/19/2021 7:41:41

10/19/2021 7:53:04

10/19/2021 7:57:17

10/19/2021 7:59:22

Name
Alex Lishnevskiy

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks and
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. The map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And most importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley its deserved fair share of districts based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Petra Flannery
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest
district.
We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from
the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the
Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside
protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the
hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these
issues.
Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
Sincerely,
Petra Flannery
-- Petra
o: ###-####
f: ###-####
petraflannery@gmail.com
***PLEASE NOTE, WE HAVE MOVED. NEW ADDRESS:*
9306 Civic Center Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
"Patricia Carroll & MarkDear
Van Amringe"
Commissioners,
Thank you for all your hard work. I live in St. Andrews Square a diverse and historic part of Greater Wilshire. I am proud of my community and love living here. My concern is that Map K2.5 Amendment 2, while
wonderful in every way, does not include the East side of Manhattan Place, which has always been a part of Greater Wilshire. Please draw the boundary line behind Western Ave so that Greater Wilshire is truly kept
whole and St Brendan's School and Church are united in CD5.I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the
voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make your determinations.
Sincerely, Mark Van AmringeManhattan Place Resident
Mika Toyoura
Hello Commissioners, Please take whatever time is needed and move the Melrose District back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council district.
As a Melrose resident, I do not appreciate that my repeated testimony has been ignored. I do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than mine. They have fire
concerns, yet most of the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that you will feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into
CD5 should keep this below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up” some population. Again, I know this is a complicated process and I appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, my
neighbors and I have valid and well thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you
have proposed:
1. You’d negatively impact the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents,
Business Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking
Melrose off into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
2. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority. 3. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.
4. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We
do not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want.
5. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make
a positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
Thank you,
Mika Toyoura
90038

Date
10/19/2021 8:28:32

10/19/2021 8:28:45

10/19/2021 8:44:19

Name
David Kaufman

Testiony
Hello Commissioners, I have been on the Zoom meetings watching the redistricting comments, and it’s obvious that the large majority of Melrose Village residents and surrounding area DO NOT WANT Melrose Village
SPLIT into two separate districts, as it makes NO SENSE whatsoever & will destroy the unity of our community.
Please take whatever time is needed and move the Melrose District back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council district.
As a Melrose resident, I do not appreciate that my repeated testimony has been ignored. I do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than mine. They have fire
concerns, yet most of the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that you will feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into
CD5 should keep this below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up” some population. Again, I know this is a complicated process and I appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, my
neighbors and I have valid and well thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you
have proposed:
1. You’d negatively impact the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents,
Business Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking
Melrose off into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
2. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority. 3. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.
4. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We
do not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want.
5. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make
a positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
Thank you,
David Kaufman
Melrose Village Homeowner & Resident for 26 years (since 1995)
ROCHELLE SLOANE Subject: KEEP CD5 INTACT
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.
We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.

Jacklyn Ma

Rochelle Sloane
EL ROBLE LANE
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
As a resident of Mid City West, I am asking that you stop trying to divide Mid City West north of Rosewood into CD13. Mid City West has never been in CD13 in its 22 year history, and has very different needs than
residents of Atwater Village!
Mid City West for its entire history has been in either CD4 or CD5, and it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have yet a third council district in this area.
Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.

10/19/2021 8:48:08

Thank you,
[YOUR NAME]
[YOUR ZIP CODE]
jessecaharvey@gmail.com
Hello Commissioners, Please take whatever time is needed and move the Melrose District back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council district.
As a Melrose resident, I do not appreciate that my repeated testimony has been ignored. I do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than mine. They have fire
concerns, yet most of the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that you will feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into
CD5 should keep this below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up” some population. Again, I know this is a complicated process and I appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, my
neighbors and I have valid and well thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you
have proposed:
1. You’d negatively impact the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents,
Business Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking
Melrose off into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
2. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority. 3. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.
4. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We
do not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want.
5. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make
a positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
Thank you,
Jesseca Harvey
Melrose Ave. 90038

Date
10/19/2021 8:49:57

Name
K Ferg

Testiony
Hello Commissioners,
Please take whatever time is needed and move the Melrose District back into
CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council
district.
*As a Melrose resident, I do not appreciate that my repeated testimony has
been ignored.* I do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and
Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than mine. They have fire
concerns, yet most of the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk.
You say that you will feel legally safe if your population standard
deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back
into CD5 should keep this below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else
to “give up” some population. Again, I know this is a complicated process
and I appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, my
neighbors and I have valid and well thought out concerns with splitting the
Melrose Business District and residential community off from other
communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you
have proposed:
1. *You’d n**egatively impact the work that has been done to c**ombat the
rising crime happening across Melrose.* The Melrose District has one of
the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents,
Business Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with
community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to
construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking
Melrose off into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
2. *Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed
means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off
from the rest of the Jewish community.* This will drown out the voices of
members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small
population minority.
3. *You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project.* This
currently runs along Rosewood.
4. *The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored!* The Melrose
District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of
security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We do
not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial
lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what
they want.
5. *The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. *Forcing the
board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very
small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one
of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder
engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make a
positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.

10/19/2021 8:56:02

Thank you,
David Villalobos
90046
Shane McCoy FermeliaMy family and I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district. We have lived here for more than 50 YEARS!!!
We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made. Thank you,
Shane McCoy Fermelia
###-####

Date
10/19/2021 9:07:11

10/19/2021 9:07:58

Name
alysoun1@aol.com

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Ridgewood Wilton/St. Andrews Square, a part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together except for the East
side of Manhattan Place, in new District 5. Please place both sides of Manhattan Place together within Greater Wilshire. If it is not then St Brendan’s Church on Van Ness will be in a different Council District from St
Brendan’s School located on the east side of Manhattan Place. Separating St. Brendan’s from its school would be very problematic for the church community. It’s a small but important change.
I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make
your determinations.
Appreciatively yours,
Alysoun Higgins
Wilton Drive
SUELLEN WAGNER This. comment was not posted to the website. Does that mean it has not been considered?. Please distribute and post this comment. Dear Commissioners,
I am writing to echo the comment and recommendation of Kimberly Turner, attached below, to revise Plan K2, to include STUDIO CITY, both ends of Laurel Canyon, north and south— and both sides of Laurel Canyon,
east and west, into District 5. As an alternative, Studio City should be grouped with other hillside communities in Plan K 2.5 and separated from North Hollywood and especially Valley Village, as Studio City has more in
common with other hillside neighborhoods to the south than those communities to the north. Region O is too unwieldy and spreads too far north, including too many communities of dissimilar interests. Please make
adjustments and consider the following characteristics of Studio City:
- Studio City is a residential hillside community and has more in common with other hillside communities, and therefore should be grouped with them in order to help protect our irreplaceable parkland and wildlife
- Studio City is classified as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone and our district must be contiguous with other Santa Monica Mountain communities that share our fire and environmental concerns.
- Studio City is also part of the Los Angeles' Wildlife Pilot Program, and is the home of SMMC/MRCA public parkland including Wilacre Park, among the most visited parklands in Los Angeles. Again, providing more
commonality with other hillside communities than areas to the north.
- Studio City should be kept together and not divided in representation. - Studio City is no longer an entertainment district. CBS Radford Studios is leaving and that space will likely become residential. Our interests,
priorities and populace are not similar in any way to that of an entertainment district. Using Studio City as a gateway to advertise Hollywood -- with electronic billboards and overdevelopment -- will subvert what Studio
City actually is – a quiet, hillside, low-rise residential community.
- Studio City should NOT be grouped with Valley Village and other communities to the north of the 101 freeway, as we do not have the same interests. They do not share our natural habitat and wildlife concerns and
have actively worked against hillside communities on many challenges. I am also compelled to express my bewilderment and disgust with the political manipulations of the Commission. We could not have asked for a
more damaging outcome, if the maybe “CD2 or Cd4” Plan K2.5 is approved by this Commission. It is absolutely shameful for the Committee to claim to be helping the San Fernando Valley — which the Commission
misunderstands as ending south of vital, unique, hillside communities in Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino — while disenfranchising two important, tax-contributing districts, CD2, my district , and CD4. I have
asked multiple times that STUDIO CITY be labeled on the maps and that has not happened, leading to utter the utter disregard we see for STUDIO CITY throughout this process, with our community pingponging from
District to District. WHO is responsible for this very impactful decision to omit Studio City from the maps?
Begin forwarded message:
From: Kimberly Turner <turner.kimberly.4@gmail.com
Date: October 1, 2021 at 12:38:45 PM PDT
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, fred.ali@lacity.org, frank.cardenas@lacity.org, denis.cagna@lacity.org, alexandra.suh@lacity.org
Subject: MAP K2 - PLEASE REVISE CD2, REGION O
Dear Commissioners,
I watched the meeting last night and was extremely disappointed in the voting process. It appears that there were some members who were more skilled at the vote than others and used that knowledge to make some
slick power moves, effectively duping the rest of the members. Several members expressed that they only voted to move K2 forward because of the assurances they received that there would be a similar vote to move
L forward. The “tabling” motion for Map L confused many of the members not “in the know.” This should not have been allowed to happen. It would have been in the best interest of the public to hold a straight forward
vote on both maps, rather than the convoluted display of democracy that I witnessed.
Moving forward, for future maps, please label the maps with all city names so people can plainly see where cities fall on the map, rather than struggling to discern this information. This aids in transparency.
I am again voicing my strong concern for the extreme changes in the San Fernando Valley in Map K2, particularly in my district CD2 (as well as CD4). Some attention is being paid to CD4, but please don’t forget CD2
in your revisions of Map K2. In particular, please consider what you are doing to STUDIO CITY. As I have said in previous emails, Studio City has more in common with other hillside neighborhoods to the south than
those communities to the north. Region O is too unwieldy and spreads too far north, including too many communities of dissimilar interests. Please make adjustments and consider the following characteristics of Studio
City:
- Studio City is a residential hillside community and has more in common with other hillside communities, and therefore should be grouped with them in order to help protect our irreplaceable parkland and wildlife
- Studio City is classified as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone and our district must be contiguous with other Santa Monica Mountain communities that share our fire and environmental concerns.
- Studio City is also part of the Los Angeles' Wildlife Pilot Program, and is the home of SMMC/MRCA public parkland including Wilacre Park, among the most visited parklands in Los Angeles. Again, providing more
commonality with other hillside communities than areas to the north.
- Studio City should be kept together and not divided in representation. - Studio City is no longer an entertainment district. CBS Radford Studios is leaving and that space will likely become residential. Our interests,
priorities and populace are not similar in any way to that of an entertainment district. Using Studio City as a gateway to advertise Hollywood -- with electronic billboards and overdevelopment -- will subvert what Studio
City actually is – a quiet, hillside, low-rise residential community.
- Studio City should NOT be grouped with Valley Village and other communities to the north of the 101 freeway, as we do not have the same interests. They do not share our natural habitat and wildlife concerns and
have actively worked against hillside communities on many challenges.
Please consider including Studio City (and both sides and both ends, north and south of Laurel Canyon) with District J in Map K2. District J goes all the way south to Culver City. Please cut District J short on the
Culver City side, and extend it on the valley side to include the HILLSIDE community of Studio City. Sincerely,
Kimberly Turner
Studio City For Quiet Skies, Cofounder
3637 Goodland Ave.
Studio City, CA 91604

Date
10/19/2021 9:07:58

Name
Testiony
SUELLEN WAGNER This. comment was not posted to the website. Does that mean it has not been considered?. Please distribute and post this comment.

Dear Commissioners,
I am writing to echo the comment and recommendation of Kimberly Turner, attached below, to revise Plan K2, to include STUDIO CITY, both ends of Laurel Canyon, north and south— and both sides of Laurel Canyon,
east and west, into District 5.
As an alternative, Studio City should be grouped with other hillside communities in Plan K 2.5 and separated from North Hollywood and especially Valley Village, as Studio City has more in common with other hillside
neighborhoods to the south than those communities to the north. Region O is too unwieldy and spreads too far north, including too many communities of dissimilar interests. Please make adjustments and consider the
following characteristics of Studio City:
Studio City is a residential hillside community and has more in common with other hillside communities, and therefore should be grouped with them in order to help protect our irreplaceable parkland and wildlife
Studio City is classified as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone and our district must be contiguous with other Santa Monica Mountain communities that share our fire and environmental concerns.
Studio City is also part of the Los Angeles' Wildlife Pilot Program, and is the home of SMMC/MRCA public parkland including Wilacre Park, among the most visited parklands in Los Angeles. Again, providing more
commonality with other hillside communities than areas to the north.
Studio City should be kept together and not divided in representation.
Studio City is no longer an entertainment district. CBS Radford Studios is leaving and that space will likely become residential. Our interests, priorities and populace are not similar in any way to that of an
entertainment district. Using Studio City as a gateway to advertise Hollywood -- with electronic billboards and overdevelopment -- will subvert what Studio City actually is – a quiet, hillside, low-rise residential
community.
Studio City should NOT be grouped with Valley Village and other communities to the north of the 101 freeway, as we do not have the same interests. They do not share our natural habitat and wildlife concerns and
have actively worked against hillside communities on many challenges. I am also compelled to express my bewilderment and disgust with the political manipulations of the Commission. We could not have asked for a
more damaging outcome, if the maybe “CD2 or Cd4” Plan K2.5 is approved by this Commission. It is absolutely shameful for the Committee to claim to be helping the San Fernando Valley — which the Commission
misunderstands as ending south of vital, unique, hillside communities in Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino — while disenfranchising two important, tax-contributing districts, CD2, my district , and CD4.
I have asked multiple times that STUDIO CITY be labeled on the maps and that has not happened, leading to utter the utter disregard we see for STUDIO CITY throughout this process, with our community pingponging
from District to District. WHO is responsible for this very impactful decision to omit Studio City from the maps?

Begin forwarded message:
From: Kimberly Turner <turner.kimberly.4@gmail.com
Date: October 1, 2021 at 12:38:45 PM PDT
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, fred.ali@lacity.org, frank.cardenas@lacity.org, denis.cagna@lacity.org, alexandra.suh@lacity.org
Subject: MAP K2 - PLEASE REVISE CD2, REGION O
Dear Commissioners,
I watched the meeting last night and was extremely disappointed in the voting process. It appears that there were some members who were more skilled at the vote than others and used that knowledge to make some
slick power moves, effectively duping the rest of the members. Several members expressed that they only voted to move K2 forward because of the assurances they received that there would be a similar vote to move
L forward. The “tabling” motion for Map L confused many of the members not “in the know.” This should not have been allowed to happen. It would have been in the best interest of the public to hold a straight forward
vote on both maps, rather than the convoluted display of democracy that I witnessed.
Moving forward, for future maps, please label the maps with all city names so people can plainly see where cities fall on the map, rather than struggling to discern this information. This aids in transparency.
I am again voicing my strong concern for the extreme changes in the San Fernando Valley in Map K2, particularly in my district CD2 (as well as CD4). Some attention is being paid to CD4, but please don’t forget CD2
in your revisions of Map K2. In particular, please consider what you are doing to STUDIO CITY. As I have said in previous emails, Studio City has more in common with other hillside neighborhoods to the south than
those communities to the north. Region O is too unwieldy and spreads too far north, including too many communities of dissimilar interests. Please make adjustments and consider the following characteristics of Studio
City:
Studio City is a residential hillside community and has more in common with other hillside communities, and therefore should be grouped with them in order to help protect our irreplaceable parkland and wildlife
Studio City is classified as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone and our district must be contiguous with other Santa Monica Mountain communities that share our fire and environmental concerns.
Studio City is also part of the Los Angeles' Wildlife Pilot Program, and is the home of SMMC/MRCA public parkland including Wilacre Park, among the most visited parklands in Los Angeles. Again, providing more
commonality with other hillside communities than areas to the north.
Studio City should be kept together and not divided in representation.
Studio City is no longer an entertainment district. CBS Radford Studios is leaving and that space will likely become residential. Our interests, priorities and populace are not similar in any way to that of an
entertainment district. Using Studio City as a gateway to advertise Hollywood -- with electronic billboards and overdevelopment -- will subvert what Studio City actually is – a quiet, hillside, low-rise residential
community.
Studio City should NOT be grouped with Valley Village and other communities to the north of the 101 freeway, as we do not have the same interests. They do not share our natural habitat and wildlife concerns
and have actively worked against hillside communities on many challenges.
Please consider including Studio City (and both sides and both ends, north and south of Laurel Canyon) with District J in Map K2. District J goes all the way south to Culver City. Please cut District J short on the Culver
City side, and extend it on the valley side to include the HILLSIDE community of Studio City.
Sincerely,
Kimberly Turner
Studio City For Quiet Skies, Cofounder
3637 Goodland Ave.
Studio City, CA 91604

Date
10/19/2021 9:16:49

Name
Robert Lautz

Testiony
Subject: KEEP CD5 INTACT
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.
We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Don't undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.

Robert Lautz
St. Cloud Capital
10866 Wilshire Blvd.,
Suite 1450
Los Angeles, CA 90024
Phone: ###-#### x 104
Fax: ###-####

10/19/2021 9:18:48

Donald Yang

10/19/2021 9:40:53

jgo

rlautz@stcloudcapital.com<mailto:rlautz@stcloudcapital.com
www.stcloudcapital.com<http://www.stcloudcapital.com
Donald Yang and elaine Yang
We live in Windsor Square, a part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. I appreciate the
Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area — as you make your
determinations. Respectfully, Donald and elaine Yang
Sent from iPhone
For many decades, my family and I have lived in the Franklin
Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district. We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from
the Valley. We are south of the Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the
Westside. Would you please respect our shared communities of interest to
the west? Previous Council left us out of critical Hillside protections.
Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and
environment. Your decision to keep us in CD5 was correct and responded to
these issues. Don’t undo it.

Respectfully,

10/19/2021 10:10:38

10/19/2021 10:12:45

10/19/2021 10:24:23

James Goller
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.
We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
Thank you,
Ziba Hay
Get Outlook for iOS<https://aka.ms/o0ukef
alan burbank
Dear sir and madam,I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.We belong in CD5.Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south
of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has
gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.Thank you
Alan and Barbara Burbank2138 El Roble LaneBeverly Hills, CA 90210
"L. Patrick Nicholson" This redistricting is an incorrect nomenclature, this is Gerrymandering.
There is NO logical nor honest reason for this new map. The real honest reason, and only reason to redraw the districts is based on racism.
Here's a question that's honest and requires an honest answer.
When the 2024 Olympics come to Los Angeles and they want to use the Sepulveda Basin, which is currently in the district that is mostly low income but is being moved out of the corridor to the more affluent areas of
Tarzana and Encino, where will the revenue generated go?The only honest answer is it will go to these affluent areas and the District where it currently is will get nothing. The infrastructure of the current district 3 will
continue to crumble while these affluent areas will continue to get beautification updates because their infrastructure is already doing well.
Ziba Hay

Sent from AT&T Yahoo Mail on Android

Date
10/19/2021 10:25:04

Name
Sam Wasserman

Testiony
Hi Chair Ali and Commissioners
You have done an amazing job so far keeping politics out of this process and listening to the wishes of the community. That said, a huge misunderstanding and mistake took place last night that we urgently and kindly
yet strongly ask you to fix tonight before it’s too late.
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Instead, at the last minute, Commissioner Goldberg (while texting or emailing with cd4 staff) made a politically gerrymandering motion to move all of Los Feliz into CD4. What resulted was breaking the eastside
communities apart and putting Los Feliz with North Hollywood etc that they have nothing in common with and are on completely separate sides of the hill.
We on the eastside ask that you please put Los Feliz back in Cd13 with the park so that the map makes sense and is with communities of interest. In order to makeup the population you can shed the area below west
hollywood seen in the picture below from cd13 which is something that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Please please right this wrong, you’ve done such an amazing job so far, we truly hope you will adjust this tonight.
Thank you,

10/19/2021 10:28:26

lisa morrison

Sam Wasserman
EXECUTIVE PRODUCER/ DIRECTOR
###-####
sam@wassermanproductions.com <mailto:sam@rawsomeproductions.com
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Hancock Park. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Hancock Park and Greater Wilshire remain together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in
new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s following of the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our
area - as you make your determinations.

Respectfully,
Lisa Morrison

Date
10/19/2021 10:29:08

Name
Siri Garber

Testiony
Hi Chair Ali and Commissioners,
You have done an amazing job so far keeping politics out of this process and listening to the wishes of the community. That said, a huge misunderstanding and mistake took place last night that we urgently and kindly
yet strongly ask you to fix tonight before it’s too late.
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Instead, at the last minute, Commissioner Goldberg (while texting or emailing with cd4 staff) made a politically gerrymandering motion to move all of Los Feliz into CD4. What resulted was breaking the eastside
communities apart and putting Los Feliz with North Hollywood etc that they have nothing in common with and are on completely separate sides of the hill.
We on the eastside ask that you please put Los Feliz back in Cd13 with the park so that the map makes sense and is with communities of interest. In order to makeup the population you can shed the area below west
hollywood seen in the picture below from cd13 which is something that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Please please right this wrong, you’ve done such an amazing job so far, we truly hope you will adjust this tonight.
Thank you,
Siri Garber & Thomas Chorley
Beachwood Canyon residents since 2003

Siri Garber
President
Platform Public Relations
2666 North Beachwood Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90068
o: ###-#### | e: siri@platformpr.net
IG @platformprteam

10/19/2021 10:42:49

Samip Raval

10/19/2021 10:42:56

Michele Klein

NOTE: This message contains information which may be confidential and/or privileged. It is intended solely for the addressee. If you are not the intended recipient, you may not use, copy, distribute, or disclose any
information contained in the message. If you have received this transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message. Please note, all rights of concurrent review and comment are
hereby reserved. Thank you.
Dear Commissioners, I live on the East Side of Manhattan Place in Greater Wilshire.
Please keep the East Side of Manhattan Place between Beverly and Third in the Greater Wilshire Boundaries where we have always been.
Please keep St. Brendan's School and Church together in Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for your hard work and kind consideration in this difficult process. Sincerely, Samip Raval
142 N Manhattan Place
Dear Commission,
My name is Michele Bahremand.
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park,
part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater
Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing
to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of
interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who
actually reside in our area - as you make your determinations.
Respectfully,
Michele Bahremand

Date
10/19/2021 10:44:18

Name
Jasey Crowl

Testiony
Hello Chair Ali and Commissioners,
At the 10/18 meeting a mistake was made that ignored the voices of myself
and other Los Feliz stakeholders who support the k2.5 map for redistricting
Los Feliz into CD13.
*Please support the k2.5 maps that puts Los Feliz and Griffith Park into
CD13 with neighboring communities that share geography, commerce, transit,
populations, history, and a laundry list of other socio-economic reasons*.
It makes no sense to gerrymander Los Feliz to be at the whims of the very
different needs and interests of North Hollywood and beyond.
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The *only adjustment* the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Commissioner Goldberg made a politically gerrymandering motion to move all
of Los Feliz into CD4. What resulted was breaking the eastside communities
apart and putting Los Feliz with North Hollywood etc that they have nothing
in common with and are on completely separate sides of the hill.
Thank you and I hope you will listen to the stakeholders living in these
districts and put Griffith Park with Los Feliz into CD13.

10/19/2021 10:45:22

Cat Gwynn

10/19/2021 10:45:56

Ron Luba

10/19/2021 10:46:55

-Sincerely,
Jasey Crowl
I am currently out of town and just received a message from my
neighbor that you are going to be voting on possibly redistricting Los
Feliz with the valley, which is a shady move to keep the corrupt
Nithya Ramen and her developer graft in power. This is disgusting. I
am a 2nd generation Los Angeleno and have lived in Silverlake,
Atwater, Echo Park and Los Feliz the better part of 50 years. Los
Feliz should NEVER be separated from these likeminded, very close in
proximity neighborhoods. Please do the right thing and keep Los Feliz
in the home district it belongs in.

Sent from my iPhone
We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake. Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake
and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
Thank you,
Ron Luba
2062 1/2 N. Commonwealth Ave
90027
Sarah Mackenzie WadeDear Commissioners,
I live on the East Side of Manhattan Place in Greater Wilshire. Please keep
the East Side of Manhattan Place between Beverly and Third in the Greater
Wilshire Boundaries where we have always been. Please keep St. Brendan's
School and Church together in Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for your hard work and kind consideration in this difficult
process.
Sincerely,
Sarah M. Wade
142 N. Manhattan Place
Los Angeles, CA 90004

Date
10/19/2021 10:47:04

Name
Don Andres

Testiony
Good morning,

It is my understanding that the discussion in the last minutes of last
night's LA City Redistricting Meeting regarding redistricting divided our
Neighborhood Association into two separate Council Districts.

The Franklin / Hollywood West Residents Association was founded in November
1987 as a means of communicating with our city government regarding our
neighborhood issues and concerns. The Association boundaries extend from La
Brea Ave on the east to Laurel Canyon on the west and from Hollywood Blvd on
the south to the mountain ridge on the north. See my initial email
enclosed.

Our Neighborhood Association has been an active organization in helping to
preserve the quality of life in our area and is tightly coupled with
preserving, protecting and enhancing our Runyon Canyon Park which is
adjacent to our neighborhood.. This is the neighborhood that is most
affected by the average 5,000 visitors to Runyon Canyon Park daily. We are
the caretakers for Runyon just as the neighbors in Los Feliz are the
caretaker and advocate for Griffith Park. Seven years ago, we created a
non-profit organization, the Friends of Runyon Canyon Foundation in
partnership with LA City Rec & Parks, and have raised significant funds for
that purpose as well. It is through these collective efforts that the park
is now much improved to accommodate the ~2 million visitors per year.

Additionally, this neighborhood has been aligned with and a member of the
Hillside Federation for decades, and shares the same issues/concerns of the
hillside communities. This neighborhood is best placed in the Council
District that has oversight for Santa Monica Mountains.

While it is unlikely that we will be able to generate the amount of response
that Los Feliz and other neighborhoods did -- as they had more time, we
strongly encourage you to NOT DIVIDE our neighborhood community between two
Council Districts.

The simple solution is to extend the southern boundary of our Neighborhood
Association to Hollywood Boulevard as was previously defined in earlier
versions of Map K2 - thus, consolidating our entire neighborhood in a single
Council District ---- Council District 2-or-4 on your Map.

Thank you for your attention in this matter,

Don

Don Andres, President
Franklin/Hollywood West Residents Association
Andres2007@sbcglobal.net <mailto:Andres2007@sbcglobal.net
###-#### (cell)

Note: The Franklin/Hollywood West Residents Association consists of more
than 250 residents. If copied on this email, their respective email

Date
10/19/2021 10:47:44

Name
Testiony
"Linda van der Steen ~ Dear,
Innerstarfilms"
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.
We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
Thank you so much and wishing you a lovely day!
Linda Vandersteen

10/19/2021 10:48:02

Ryan Hines

Sent from my iPhone
We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Thank you,Ryan Hines

10/19/2021 10:48:24

10/19/2021 10:48:33

Lori Ramos

Paul Fitzpatrick

ryanmhines@yahoo.com
###-####
Dear Redistricting Commission:
I am a lifelong Los Angeles resident, and current resident of Koreatown just north of Wilshire Blvd., and I’m writing to state my opposition for splitting parts of CD-10 and CD-13 at Beverly Blvd, as seen in district draft
map K2.5. In the proposed map, south of Beverly in Koreatown would be in District 10 and north would be in 13, perhaps under the guise of keeping Koreatown in one district.
However, the area between 3rd and Beverly is heavily Latino. The vendors and shops are Latino, as are the residents. Pushing this area out of its current district would greatly weaken the voice of the Latino community
here, particularly around Beverly Blvd, where there is heavy presence of Latino-owned businesses and residents that have their own concerns. For that reason and others, this area should not be absorbed into District
10, and 13 should continue to include all the homes and businesses to 3rd Street.
Please keep the initial boundary at 3rd Street between Normandie and Vermont, as it has always been for District 13. This assures that the needs of the Latino population in this area will be considered, and not lost in a
Koreatown majority.
Thank you,Lori Ramos
Dear To Whom It May Concern,
I live in the Briarcrest district. We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
Thank you for your consideration.

10/19/2021 10:51:40

Nataly Berookhim

Paul Fitzpatrick
I am very disappointed in last night's redistricting move of all of Los Feliz and Griffith Park back into CD4 with Nithya Raman.
I urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13.
Thank you,

Date
10/19/2021 10:53:04

Name
Emily Cook

Testiony
Good Morning!
I urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North
Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in
Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most
Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West
Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that
community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.

10/19/2021 10:54:24

Leo Kogan

Thank you,
We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North
Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in
Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most
Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West
Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that
community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Thank you,

10/19/2021 10:55:53

David Jourdan

-Leo Kogan
(###-####
Hello.
PLEASE, as a Los Feliz resident I urge you to keep ALL of Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD13.
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5, because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Atwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have raise any issues since the park has no population) and to include Los Feliz areas like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake. Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake
and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
Thank you,
David Jourdan

Date
10/19/2021 10:59:17

Name
Robin Buday

Testiony
We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5

The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz,
Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for was to
keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn't have been hard since the
park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from
Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.

Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North
Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.

Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in
Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most
Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.

In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West
Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that
community asked for anyways and so it's a win win.

Thank you,

Robin Buday

1759 N New Hampshire Ave.

10/19/2021 11:00:36

Los Angeles, CA 90027
I am writing to urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
and stop gerrymandering. Los Feliz demands equal representation!

The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
K2.5 because we are communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz,
Silverlake, Atwater). The only adjustment the community asked for was to
keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (because Los Feliz is most affected by
policies at the Park) and to add small slivers that had been removed from
Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.

Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North
Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake. Los Feliz wants to be represented in
the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater.

Cathy McCann
1800 N. New Hampshire, Los Feliz

Date
10/19/2021 11:02:13

10/19/2021 11:04:09

10/19/2021 11:07:21

Name
Wendy Foster

Testiony
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Ridgewood Wilton/St. Andrews Square, a part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together except for the East
side of Manhattan Place, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5.
It is important to our community to keep both sides of Manhattan Place together within Greater Wilshire. St Brendan and its school need to remain in the same district.
I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make
your determinations.
Thank you very much for your time.
Wendy Foster
Sharon Mastropietro Malone
Dear Chair Ali and our Commissioners,I am a Miracle Mile resident. Miracle
Mile needs to be kept in one city council. Please include east of Cochran to La Brea and South of Olympic to San
Vicente in map K2.5 from early last week. Do not divide the Miracle Mile. See map attached. I was also shocked to see the map change to move Los Feliz
and part of Hollywood to the valley. Commissioner
Goldberg and the CD4 staff made this change to move Los Feliz into CD4, which resulted
in putting communities together that have absolutely NOTHING in common. This change is a severe political move, and thus
far, the committee has kept politics out of it.Please put Los Feliz back in CD13 and add Griffith Park. To make up the population, you can remove
part of West Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13, which the community
has requested. Please don’t give in to
their politics. We beg you to consider this.My family loves all of LA, and this fix will help our neighboring
communities.Thank you,SharonSharon Mastropietro-Malone
cell: ###-####
email: sharonmastro@me.com
Josh Small
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas. We encourage you to keep it this way on the final map.
I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4. For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon from our
immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and LAPD service
areas as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks as well as to address the challenges of canyon living in the heart of
the Santa Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council addressing most effectively the fire danger and
other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Thank you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with Bel
Air.
Sincerely,
Josh Small

10/19/2021 11:08:10

Donna Grillo

Franklin Canyon Resident
We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.

10/19/2021 11:23:56

Simone Nathanson

Thank you,Donna GrilloLos Feliz
"Surround yourself with people whose eyes light up when they see you and
who have no agenda for your reform."
Hello there,
I live in the Melrose area and am concerned about the plans to split up the area into 2 districts, as part of the redistricting initiative.
Moving part of Melrose into CD13 will unfortunately split up the Jewish community (which I am part of) and make tackling the uptick in crime even harder. It would be best for the entirety of the neighborhood to stay in
CD5.
Thank you for your consideration!
Best,
Simone Nathanson
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/19/2021 11:26:10

Name
Cheryl Holland

Testiony
Dear Commissioners: I am president of Sunset Square Neigh Org and I am also a board member of Hollywood Hills West Neigh Council. Our Community of Interest is Area 7 of HHWNC. Map below.
I am writing to say on behalf of my community and our COI, THANK YOU for listening to our request to keep Area 7 together! Last night’s map tweak, as it applies to our west side of Hollywood along Sunset Blvd i.e.,
putting our Area 7 into CD13, is PERFECT for keeping our community unified [i.e., MAP K2.5, amendment 3]. In these final days, Please do not change a thing as it applies to our Area 7 COI. We also think it is a much
better fit for our COI to be in CD13, as it unifies Hollywood and our issues along Sunset Blvd. We look forward to working collaboratively with our new Council District.
This last year has been a very discouraging for those of us on the front lines of community involvement. It did not seem like Sacramento and our local representatives were listening to their constituents. So, it is an
excellent experience to be heard in this redistricting process. Additionally, I want you to know that many of us in our COI did attempt to make comments at your meetings but were not chosen to speak so it is not true,
as some claim, that we have been uninvolved in the process. We saw that the Commission did push back on this claim, and the Commission acknowledged that we have been involved in this process via email and
submitting of forms.
Thank you again for listening to our COI. Please keep the latest CD13 map as it applies to our COI/Area 7, Map K2.5, amendment 3 AS IS. We have concurrence on this from all my Sunset Square board members,
Spaulding Square residents & board, Area 7 chair etc. We think it is best fit for our COI/AREA 7. Thank you again, Cheryl Holland
[please note I have copied Spaulding Square Board Member Lesley O’Toole, our Area 7 Chair Linc Williamson, and our HHWNC president Anastasia Mann]

10/19/2021 11:26:44

Sara Geimer

cheryl holland president | sunset square neighborhood org | sunsetsquarehollywood.org <http://sunsetsquarehollywood.org/
<https://twitter.com/sunsetsquarehwd <https://instagram.com/sunsetsquarehwd <https://facebook.com/sunsetsquarehwd <mailto:sunsetsquarehwd@gmail.com
Thank you commissioners for your work so far.
*We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5!! THIS
LAST MINUTE CHANGE AT 1020 PM LAST NIGHT BLINDSIGHTED US AS A COMMUNITY. *
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater).
The only adjustment the community - including me - asked for was to keep
the Park in Los Feliz. Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the
deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in
Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most
Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West
Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that
community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.

10/19/2021 11:28:21

Sandra

Thank you,
S Geimer
We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Thank you,
Sandra Gonzalez
Owner/Resident in Los Feliz currently CD4

10/19/2021 11:35:07

Ray Kohler

Sent from my iPhone
Thank you all for your hard work but please do not make the mistake of taking Griffith Park out of the Los Feliz area. Almost every road in this area dead ends in the park and whatever happens in the park DIRECTLY
affects the Oaks and the greater Los Feliz area. There are also very natural boundaries for redistricting and that is HOA areas. To come along and split the Oaks HOA into two districts is again not the right solution.
Please don’t try to reinvent the wheel and start with the most obvious direction and keep established neighborhoods in the same district Thank you
Ray and Janie Kohler
Spreading Oak Dr
The Oaks Sent from my mobile device - please excuse typos.

Date
10/19/2021 11:36:32

Name
Lawrence Lebo

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Committee,
My name is Lawrence Lebo. My husband Denny Croy and I have been homeowners
in Reseda for the past 20 years. I have a background in grassroot
neighborhood activism. Following the 1992 LA riots I single-handedly
organized my Pico/Fairfax neighborhood of 750 households into a
neighborhood association and served as their elected president for two
years. I was then recruited by Mayor Richard Riordan and Kaiser Permanente
to run for president of their Model Neighborhood Program (the pilot program
for our current Neighborhood Councils). I served as president of the MNP
for two years.
We would like to comment regarding the proposed new CD4 or 2.
We reject map 2.5 Amended 3. We are very concerned that leaders of the
Latino community have been engaged in *political gerrymandering* during
this process to affect a district that votes the majority Latino. Map 2.5
Amended 3 DOES NOT represent my husband and I. It DOES NOT represent my
African American next-door neighbor to my South, nor does it represent my
Asian neighbors next-door to my North.
*No district should be comprised of a certain majority.* Furthermore, the
economic impact of marginalizing an area as low-income is very
shortsighted. In addition, it adds up to government supported * white
flight* from a more diverse community. It is wrong, it is SHAMEFUL, and it
is economically hurtful.
We are grateful that the committee came to their senses last meeting and
returned the Sepulveda Basin assets to the area map 2.5 Amended 3 has
designated DC4 or 2, but it is NOT ENOUGH.
We request that:
1) Warner Center assets be returned to the proposed area.
2) The current proposed CD4 or 2 be returned to CD3. Please don’t
disenfranchise this area for 7 more years.
3) Map 2.5 Amended 3 reflects a 55.6% majority Latino voters. Return enough
Warner Center area to represent more equal voting percentages.
We thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
Ms. Lawrence Lebo

*Awarded BEST BLUES SINGER by the LA WEEKLY- BEST OF LA *
*WINNER TWO 2018 GLOBAL MUSIC AWARDS *
*WINNER 2018 LA MUSIC CRITIC AWARD*
*VOTING MEMBER THE RECORDING ACADEMY (GRAMMYS)*
*COLUMNIST AT BLUES IN THE SOUTH (BiTS) UK*
*www.lawrencelebo.com*
*www.facebook.com/LawrenceLeboFanPage*
*www.instagram.com/lawrencelebo*
*www.twitter.com/LawrenceLebo*

Date
10/19/2021 11:39:41

Name
Matthew Eskander

10/19/2021 11:41:08

Steven Blom

10/19/2021 11:54:01

Laura J

Testiony
Hi Chair Ali and Commissioners You have done an amazing job so far keeping politics out of this process and listening to the wishes of the community. That said, a huge misunderstanding and mistake took place last
night that we urgently and kindly yet strongly ask you to fix tonight before it’s too late. The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of
interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add
small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Instead, at the last minute, Commissioner Goldberg (while texting or emailing with cd4 staff) made a politically gerrymandering motion to move all of Los Feliz into CD4. What resulted was breaking the eastside
communities apart and putting Los Feliz with North Hollywood etc that they have nothing in common with and are on completely separate sides of the hill. We on the eastside ask that you please put Los Feliz back in
Cd13 with the park so that the map makes sense and is with communities of interest. In order to makeup the population you can shed the area below west hollywood seen in the picture below from cd13 which is
something that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win. Please please right this wrong, you’ve done such an amazing job so far, we truly hope you will adjust this tonight. Thank you, Matt Eskander - Los
Feliz Stakeholder
<IMG_8494.jpeg
Hi!
I hope you are doing well and thank you for reading my email.
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest
district; we belong in CD5.
- Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us
from the Valley.
- We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
- Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside
protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the
hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these
issues. Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
Thanks,
Steven
<https://www.yaiks.com/
Steven Blom
Founder
+1 (###-####
Linkedin profile <https://www.linkedin.com/in/stevenblomyaiks
Email me <steven.blom@yaiks.com
yaiks.com <https://www.yaiks.com/
Hello Chair Ali and Commissioners,
You have done a great job so far keeping politics out of this process and
listening to the wishes of the community. That said, a huge
misunderstanding and mistake took place last night that we urgently, kindly
and *strongly* ask you to fix tonight before it’s too late.
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of like interests (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Atwater). The only adjustment the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz, like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Instead, at the last minute, Commissioner Goldberg (while communicating
with CD4 staff) made a politically-inspired, gerrymandering motion to move
all of Los Feliz into CD4. What resulted was breaking the Eastside
communities apart to package Los Feliz with North Hollywood, etc. which are
communities that they have nothing in common with and are on completely
separate sides of the hill.
Those of us on the Eastside ask that you *put Los Feliz back in CD13* with
the park so that the map makes sense and is with communities of interest.
In order to adjust the population you can shed the area below West
Hollywood (seen in the picture below from CD13) which is something that
they asked for anyway. It’s a win-win solution.
Please, *please* right this wrong! You’ve done an amazing job so far and we
truly hope you will adjust this tonight.
[image: image.png]
Thank you,
*Laura Jones*
*Residential Manager and tenant*
*Edgemont & Banbury Manor*
*###-####*

Date
10/19/2021 11:59:36

Name
Marlan Warren

Testiony
MARLAN WARREN
1831 WINONA BLVD., #104
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027
RE: PROTEST E-MAIL AGAINST REDISTRICTING LOS FELIZ
Hi Chair Ali and Commissioners:
I'm incensed to learn from Sam Wasserman of your nonsensical move to redistrict all of Los Feliz into Ms. Raman's district. My home is south of Griffith Park on the border of Hollywood, and until now I've had few
issues with our rep Mitch O'Connell. However, I've kept up via posts on this topic via NextDoor.com re the obscene neglect exhibited by the newly elected Raman when it comes to actually listening to her constituents -specifically re their fear and anxiety regarding the drug-dealing, weapon-wielding gang members who moved onto the Berendo St./Hollywood Blvd. area under guise of being "Homeless."
It took "forever" to get clean up that situation, and only after news teams at KABC got involved.
Worse still, Raman has demonstrated more focus on the need for real estate development in Los Feliz than the issues of law and order, and how street gangs threaten taxpaying, law abiding citizens.
The only plus that I can find is that the redistricting might finally give us enough names on a petition to remove her from office.
Below is a copy of Mr. Wasserman's email to you on this topic, which appears to accurately give the history and situation that brought on your apparently ignorant decision.
DO NOT REDISTRICT. WE DON'T NEED IT. AND PAY ATTENTION TO THE VOTERS' COMPLAINTS WHEN THEY MAKE THEIR VOICES HEARD.
I'm saddened to hear of Jackie Goldberg's role in this misguided action. I've held her in high regard.
Until now.
Please please please, STOP THIS MADNESS!
People who don't live in L.A. often see it as "Crazy and Crazy Making."
Please don't prove them right.
Sincerely,
Marlan Warren
cc: Sam Wasserman
MR. WASSERMAN'S EMAIL:
Hi Chair Ali and Commissioners
You have done an amazing job so far keeping politics out of this process and listening to the wishes of the community. That said, a huge misunderstanding and mistake took place last night that we urgently and kindly
yet strongly ask you to fix tonight before it’s too late.
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Atwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Instead, at the last minute, Commissioner Goldberg (while texting or emailing with cd4 staff) made a politically gerrymandering motion to move all of Los Feliz into CD4. What resulted was breaking the eastside
communities apart and putting Los Feliz with North Hollywood etc that they have nothing in common with and are on completely separate sides of the hill.
We on the eastside ask that you please put Los Feliz back in Cd13 with the park so that the map makes sense and is with communities of interest. In order to makeup the population you can shed the area below west
hollywood seen in the picture below from cd13 which is something that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Please please right this wrong, you’ve done such an amazing job so far, we truly hope you will adjust this tonight.

10/19/2021 12:11:14

Marcia Lewis Smith

Thank you,
Dear Commissioners,
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district. Please leave us in CD5.
Moving this area into CD2or4 is a totally artificial construct that is being done to accommodate one area over another. It flies in the face of the commissions own principles, respect natural boundaries and communities
of interest. We are south of Mulholland. CD2or4 is primarily a Valley district.
The lack of logic behind the decision should tell you it is wrong.
When you moved us into CD5, you were righting a wrong done in prior redistricting exercises that have used our small pocket like a detached cohort of numbers. We have lacked proper representation that has resulted
in destruction of our hillsides and increasing life/safety issues.
Ask yourselves, "Which change does the least harm?" I believe separating a vulnerable area from its neighborhood council and attaching it to a district where it doesn't belong is more harmful.
Please keep us in CD5.
Thank you.
Marcia Smith
Meredith Place

Date
10/19/2021 12:13:02

Name
Erica Elsasser

Testiony
We urge you to keep Los Feliz and Griffith park in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Thank you,

Erica Elsasser
KeyBanc Capital Markets
C | (###-####

10/19/2021 12:19:09

Grace Fritzinger

10/19/2021 12:19:14

Gary Werner

10/19/2021 12:20:50

Lauren Fritzinger

10/19/2021 12:24:48

Russell Conte

Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all of your hard work. I live in Hancock Park. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Hancock Park and Greater Wilshire should remain together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new
District 5.
I appreciate the Commission's following of the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you
make your determinations.
Respectfully,
Grace Fritzinger
Good afternoon Redistricting Staff:
Hope you are all doing well.
Please see attached letter to the Chairperson and Commission. Please, kindly, forward the attached letter to the Chairperson and Commission members and send me a confirmation that it was sent. Much appreciated.
If you have any questions, comments or concerns please feel free to call me at the number listed below, or reply to this email.
Thank you,
Gary Werner
Rosenheim & Associates, Inc.
21600 Oxnard Street, Suite #630
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
P: ###-####
F: ###-####
gary@raa-inc.com
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all of your hard work. I live in Hancock Park. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Hancock Park and Greater Wilshire should remain together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new
District 5.
I appreciate the Commission's following of the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you
make your determinations.
Respectfully,
Lauren Fritzinger
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
As a resident of Mid City West of nearly 30 years, I am asking that you
stop trying to divide Mid City West north of Rosewood into CD13. Mid City
West has never been in CD13 in its 22 year history, and has very different
needs than residents of Atwater Village!
Mid City West for its entire history has been in either CD4 or CD5, and it
will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services,
and many other things to have yet a third council district in this area.
Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway,
which runs along Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, solve this and put Mid City West
north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Should you wish to reach me for comment, please don't hesitate to contact
me: ###-####.
Thank you,
Russell Conte
90046

Date
10/19/2021 12:29:30

Name
Matthew Gardocki

Testiony
As a business operating in Los Angeles for 50 years 28 of those in Los
Feliz, we urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5 .
Council Member Ramen does not represent the interest of businesses in our
area,
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North
Hollywood, Valley Glen, and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in
Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most
Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population, you can shed the area below West
Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that
community asked for anyways and so it’s a win-win.
Thank you,
*Matthew Gardocki* | Director
La Luz de Jesus Gallery / Soap Plant / Wacko
4633 Hollywood Blvd. | Los Angeles, CA 90027
T: (###-#### | M:(###-####
*Follow us on:*

10/19/2021 12:30:24

Bahar

<https://www.facebook.com/La-Luz-De-Jesus-Gallery-###-####4/
<https://www.instagram.com/laluzdejesus/
<https://twitter.com/laluzdejesus
<https://visitor.r20.constantcontact.com/d.jsp?llr=jm4i5ybab&p=oi&m=###-####&sit=bdqexuybb&f=556247a6-7bfe-4929-960f-dfb1be284ff3
We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Thank you,
Bahar
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/19/2021 12:37:31

Name
Melissa Algaze

Testiony
Hello Commissioners,
Thank you for your increased attention to the issues facing the Melrose
District with your most recent discussion of the draft map
*The public deserves an EFFICIENT GOVERNMENT and the proposed split of the
Melrose District from CD5 creates an inefficient local government process
for the residents, business owners, communities of interest and the Mid
City West NC.*
*Please move the Melrose District back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West
Neighborhood Council under a single council district. The good work of the
Mid City West NC cannot be ignored and splitting this district further
jeopardises the past good work and the future best work of the Council *
*We do not appreciate that our repeated testimony has been ignored.* We do
not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest
region weighs more heavily than ours. They have fire concerns, yet most of
the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that you will
feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%.
Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into CD5 should keep this
below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up” some
population. Again, we know this is a complicated process and we appreciate
how public you have been throughout. That said, we have valid and well
thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and
residential community off from other communities with similar concerns.
Here are our top 5 issues with what you have proposed:
1. *The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. *Forcing the
board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very
small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one
of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder
engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make a
positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
2. *You’d n**egatively impact the work that has been done to c**ombat the
rising crime happening across Melrose.* The Melrose District has one of
the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents,
Business Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with
community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to
construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking
Melrose off into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
3. *Although not pictured on the Jewish Federation map, what you have
proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be
splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community.* This will drown out
the voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already
a very small population minority.
4. *You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project.* This
currently runs along Rosewood.
5. *The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored!* The Melrose
District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of
security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We do
not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial
lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what
they want.
Thank you,
*Melissa Algaze 90048*
Mid City West Neighborhood Council
At Large Representative
Board Secretary
Outreach and Civic Engagement Committee Member

Date
10/19/2021 12:38:04

Name
tanja damha

Testiony
Hi Chair Ali and Commissioners
You have done an amazing job so far keeping politics out of this process and listening to the wishes of the community. That said, a huge misunderstanding and mistake took place last night that we urgently and kindly
yet strongly ask you to fix tonight before it’s too late.
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Instead, at the last minute, Commissioner Goldberg (while texting or emailing with cd4 staff) made a politically gerrymandering motion to move all of Los Feliz into CD4. What resulted was breaking the eastside
communities apart and putting Los Feliz with North Hollywood etc that they have nothing in common with and are on completely separate sides of the hill.
We on the eastside ask that you please put Los Feliz back in Cd13 with the park so that the map makes sense and is with communities of interest. In order to makeup the population you can shed the area below west
hollywood seen in the picture below from cd13 which is something that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Please please right this wrong, you’ve done such an amazing job so far, we truly hope you will adjust this tonight.
Thank you,

10/19/2021 12:41:52

Honey Milestone

10/19/2021 12:49:11

Melissa Tillman

10/19/2021 12:51:02

thomas colley

[cid:C78C187E-B68A-4C0B-8528-7B3EE3185D1F]
We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake. Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver
Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win. Thank you,
Warm Regards,
Honey Milestone MD
Obstetrics & Gynecology
Disclaimer: This E-Mail is covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. §§ ###-#### and is legally privileged. The information contained in this E-Mail is intended only for use of the individual or
entity named above. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution,
or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you receive this E-Mail in error, please notify the sender immediately at ###-#### and delete the information from your computer. Please do not copy or use it for
any purpose nor disclose its contents to any other person.
*We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5*
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). *The only adjustment the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz *(which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North
Hollywood, Valley Glen, and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in
Hollywood, Silver Lake, and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most
Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population, you can shed the area below West
Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that
community asked for anyways and so it’s a win-win.
[image: image.png]
Respectfully,
*Melissa*
Dear Commissioners, I live on the East Side of Manhattan Place in Greater Wilshire.
Please keep the East Side of Manhattan Place between Beverly and Third in the Greater Wilshire Boundaries where we have always been.
Please keep St. Brendan's School and Church together in Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for your hard work and kind consideration in this difficult process. Sincerely, Tom and Miranda Colley Manhattan Place

Date
10/19/2021 12:52:24

Name
Dan Ilves

Testiony
We are concerned about the proposed redistricting and do support Map K2.5 Amend 3 which keeps West of Westwood HOA and Westside NC in one council district (CD5) with communities of common interest.
Dan Ilves (resident in the WOW district)
Sr. Vice President, Leisure
###-#### direct phone/fax
[cid:image001.gif@01D7C4E8.32DB7960]
An Employee Owned Company
www.travelstore.com

10/19/2021 12:58:57

Saieh Khademi

P Please consider your environmental responsibility before printing this e-mail & any documents
We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Thank you,

10/19/2021 13:06:07

SUSAN MORGAN

Sent from my iPhone
My name is Susan Morgan and I have been a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton neighborhood, located within District 4, for 24 years. I want to thank the Commision for its hard work and particularly Plan K2.5,
Amendment 2.We are glad that Greater Wilshire will remain together-- with exception of the East side of Manhattan Place-- in new District 5. I urge you, however, to place both sides of Manhattan Place together within
Greater Wilshire. It is essential that the Commission continues to follow the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the local residents -- in
making its determinations.
Yours sincerely,
Susan Morgan
127 Wilton Drive
Los Angeles, California 90004

Date
10/19/2021 13:16:10

Name
Lindsey Chase

Testiony
Hello Commissioners,
Please move the Melrose District back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West
Neighborhood Council under a single council district. We know balancing
populations is complicated, but breaking up our neighborhood/constituency
should not be used as a way to expedite this process.
Here are our top 5 issues with what you have proposed:
1. *The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. *Forcing the
board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very
small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one
of the highest voter turnouts in the city and highest level of stakeholder
engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make a
positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
2. *You’d n**egatively impact the work that has been done to c**ombat the
rising crime happening across Melrose.* The Melrose District has one of
the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents,
Business Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with
community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to
construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking
Melrose off into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
3. *Although not pictured on the Jewish Federation map, what you have
proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be
splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community.* This will drown out
the voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already
a very small population minority.
4. *You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project.* This
currently runs along Rosewood.
5. *The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored!* The Melrose
District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of
security, road safety, homeless services, and many other things. We do not
have similar needs to east LA .

10/19/2021 13:17:39

Sean McMillan

Thank you,
Lindsey Chase
MCWNC
*AS A STAKEHOLDER with over 100 years of family residing in the
Westwood/Rancho Park community, I support Map K2.5 Amend 3 which keeps West
of Westwood HOA and Westside NC in one council district (CD5) with
communities of common interest.*-SEAN McMILLAN
FOUNDER
###-#### | DRE# ###-####
Sean@HeylerRealty.com
*HeylerRealty.com* <https://heylerrealty.com/
[image: https://www.heylerrealty.com] <https://www.heylerrealty.com/
CHAIRMAN - WLAH.ORG
TREASURER - WESTWOOD GREENWAY
FOUNDER - SANTA MONICA INTERNATIONAL CHESS PARK
BOARD MEMBER WESTWOOD GARDENS CIVIC ASSOCIATION
“I have not verified any of the information contained in those documents
that were prepared by other people. You will never receive wire
instructions or changes to previously provided wire instructions from me or
my team. NEVER WIRE FUNDS PRIOR TO CALLING THE ESCROW OFFICER AT THE PHONE
NUMBER PREVIOUSLY PROVIDED TO YOU."

Date
10/19/2021 13:20:50

Name
John Gresham

10/19/2021 13:21:57

Barry Jablon

Testiony
Commissioners,
My name is John Gresham. I am an active 32-year resident of Wilshire Park, a
diversified historic neighborhood which is part of the Greater Wilshire
Community of Interest. I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ, in the Park Mile
Specific Plan. I am on the boards and am a founding member of both the
Wilshire Park Association, a non-profit neighborhood association, and the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I want to thank you for all of your
hard work getting to this point. I support Plan K 2.5, Amendment 3. It
places Greater Wilshire in one council district, exactly where we belong,
together with our community of interest neighbors to the west, where we
share extended families, historic homes, schools, parks, businesses, and
our churches and synagogues.
I appreciate that you continue to follow the facts in your very transparent
determinations. Census data, voting rights protections, communities of
interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people have
all been openly utilized. Thank you again for placing all of Greater
Wilshire into Council District 5 where we can receive the focused attention
and services we need.
I cannot end this email without adding my express hope that this Commission
continues to *avoid being distracted* by the organized attempts at interference
I have observed. In my humble opinion, these interferences amount to
nothing more than disrespectful attempts to distract you from performing your
mandate.
Thank you,
John Gresham
We support Map K2.5 Amend 3 which keeps West of Westwood HOA and Westside NC in one council district (CD5) with communities of common interest.Thanks,Barry and Diane Jablon2525 Kelton

Date
10/19/2021 13:22:14

Name
Elizabeth Lovins

Testiony
October 19, 2021

Redistricting Commission

City of Los Angeles – City Hall, Room 275
200 N. Spring Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012
RE:

In Response to October 18, 2021 Redistricting Commission Hearing and Los Feliz

Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners,

Thank you for all the great work you have done thus far, to maintain a clean, democratic and fair redistricting process. Please see my response below and attached copy of my letter.

As you are aware, redistricting, or the redrawing of district lines, is a once-in-a-decade opportunity to ensure a fair democratic process at the local level. So with great sadness, to my shock and dismay -- last night, the
hearing proceeded in quite the opposite manner, sullying the process moving forward, unless immediately remedied.

With that, I’m asking you to correct this blatant and egregious act of gerrymandering by Jackie Goldberg and others, from last night in the October 18, 2021, meeting. As a native third generation Angeleno, who has
lived in the Hollywood and Los Feliz area, since 1910, and as one of the first Jewish artist families, I’m requesting that you correct this situation at the meeting tonight. Please know, that I have spent a great deal of time
examining this beautiful, layered and historic landscape. And I strongly feel it’s my duty to speak up for the long term protection and survival, of my precious community.

Today, I’m pleading with this commission, to listen to the citizens of the Eastside Communities, who extensively wrote and called in, like myself, in support of the K2.5 map, which placed Los Feliz in CD13, with other
like communities of interest, such as Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake and Atwater. A multitude of people, including myself, had asked for a simple adjustment to add back in the Oaks, Griffith Park, Los Feliz Hills and
Waverly Heights. Griffith Park has no population, so this should not have drastically re-drawn the lines last night, in such an illogical and destructive way, back into CD4. And North Hollywood has literally nothing to do
with my community and is geographically too far in the valley.

One of the defining items in California Constitution article XXICA Government Code, sections 8251 - 8253.6, is that this code strictly does “Prohibit Favoritism,” and says that “districts shall not be drawn to favor or
discriminate against an incumbent, candidate or political party. And in this case, the line was drawn for political power and personal gain, to gerrymander our district, and consolidate power. It gave my longtime
community, over to the incumbent, Nithya Raman, who essentially, designed her own territory, via Jackie Goldberg. This was clearly done, in order to for her to choose her voters and favor/ benefit her DSA-LA group,
which has claimed to co-govern with her, a particular set of people and related organizations, that are destroying our community.

Democracy depends on voters, having the ability to choose our representatives in the future. And now, thanks to this new map from last night, this now gives my community an unfair voter advantage with how the lines
have been drawn. This is devastating to our community and now Raman has chosen who her voters are, by this type of manipulation. And in general, partisan manipulation, favors one political party over another.

Moreover, the Los Feliz/Griffith Park decision made last night, yielded little debate, during the redistricting process. It was devastating to witness that the clean process made so far, be sullied in such a manner with
Jackie Goldberg, receiving text messages during the meetings from someone clearly telling her what to say. How is this legal? Again, her overall conduct, since she came on last week, is unacceptable.

This should be a fair and transparent process by unbiased commissioners to adhere to the criteria previously set, in order to ensure that everyone is equally represented here. This incumbent does not reflect the
interests of the Eastside communities.

And lastly, the surrounding Los Feliz hills, views to the observatory from my apartment front door, and the cascading balconies of bougainvillea, within this urban setting, on my suburban type street, is a place I’ve loved
and called home since 2003. Within our creative economy, Los Feliz has elegantly framed the lives of the many artists, scholars, filmmakers, architects, designers, and musicians, etc., And in turn, lends as a center of
cultural production, and is an inspiration to many artists and creatives, worldwide.

In Hollywood, Silverlake, and Los Feliz, we are ethnically diverse, with a range of socio-economic backgrounds and an aging population, in rent controlled apartments. We are renters, we are homeowners, some
wealthy, some poor, some middle-class and definitely not all privileged. We enjoy one of the last untouched walking neighborhoods, built in human scale, that has been historically intact for decades. And most
importantly, we’ve all always accepted each other, despite our differences. I have personally, never seen such disturbing partisan politics, devastating our community like this, and especially as illustrated, in the

Date
10/19/2021 13:27:55

10/19/2021 13:29:34

Name
Richard C

Testiony
Hi Chair Ali and Commissioners
You have done an amazing job so far keeping politics out of this process and listening to the wishes of the community. That said, a huge misunderstanding and mistake took place last night that we urgently and kindly
yet strongly ask you to fix tonight before it’s too late.
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Instead, at the last minute, Commissioner Goldberg (while texting or emailing with cd4 staff) made a politically gerrymandering motion to move all of Los Feliz into CD4. What resulted was breaking the Eastside
communities apart and putting Los Feliz with North Hollywood etc that they have nothing in common with and are on completely separate sides of the hill.
We on the Eastside ask that you please put Los Feliz back in Cd13 with the park so that the map makes sense and is with communities of interest. In order to makeup the population you can shed the area below west
Hollywood seen in the picture below from cd13 which is something that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Please please right this wrong, you’ve done such an amazing job so far, we truly hope you will adjust this tonight.
Thank you, Richard CascioliLos Feliz resident
DUDLEY SAUNDERS I’m Dudley Saunders, and I live in Wilshire Park (part of Greater Wilshire). And I support Plan K2.5, Amendment 2 - which as you know is the result of a long, open process that’s allowed all interested parties to
participate. This revision has done great work at keeping our unique mix of cultures and communities of interest together so that we can receive the kind of focused attention and services we need and deserve.
Please don’t allow the sudden pushback from groups and individuals who did not participate, and often do not even live in our communities, to ruin the good work you have taken such pains to do. And while I have
admired the City Council members who are currently pushing back, I am deeply disturbed at their efforts to twist this redistricting process to suit them. I urge you not to give in to their political pressure.
Thank you.

10/19/2021 13:35:30

charles horwitz

Dudley Saunders
(###-####
dudley@dudleysaunders.com
*We support Map K2.5 Amend 3 which keeps West of Westwood HOA and Westside
NC in one council district (CD5) with communities of common interest.*

*DO NOT BREAK UP THIS HOA!!!*
*SINCERELY,*
*CHARLES HORWITZ*

10/19/2021 13:41:16

Ltlitalian

10/19/2021 13:44:12

Linda Ignarro Smith

*2630 BENTLEY AVE, 90064*
To Whom it May Concern,
I thought it is important that I email you to let you know that my husband, daughter and myself support Map K2.5 amended 3 it keeps West Hills in CD12 with communities of common interest. Thank you, Paul, Carole
and Christina Fiorino
Hello Commissioners,
Please move the Melrose District back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council district. We know balancing populations is complicated but we are not a pawn that can be used
to expedite this process.
We do not appreciate that our repeated testimony has been ignored. We do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than ours. They have fire concerns, yet most
of the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that you will feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into CD5 should keep
this below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up” some population. Again, we know this is a complicated process and we appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, we have valid
and well thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you have proposed:
1. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to
tackle community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability
to make a positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
2. You’d negatively impact the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents,
Business Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking
Melrose off into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
3. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority.
4. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We
do not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want.
Thank you,
Linda Ignarro Smith
90046

Date
10/19/2021 13:49:21

10/19/2021 13:54:33

Name
Armen Makasjian

Leslie Weisberg

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners
Thank you for you efforts in working on the redistricting maps. I understand that there are many challenges facing you and the constituents living within the various communities. Due to last minute changes proposed by
Commission Goldberg, the community of Los Feliz faces a split-up.
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly supported map k2.5 because they were placed with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Atwater). The only adjustment the community asked for was to
keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz while adding smaller communities that included Whitley Heights and Los Feliz Oaks.
Commissioner Golderberg's proposal is a gerrymandering tactic pressured by CD4. Instead of keeping Los Feliz intact, the community would be placed with North Hollywood which is completely out of place. Both
communities are separated by the Hollywood Hills and have nothing in common.
Thus far, you have made logical decisions. Please keep Los Feliz connected with Atwater and Silverlake within CD13. Historically, the three communities are strongly connected through business ties and community
benefits.
I strongly urge you to support the K2.5 map as originally intended.
Thank you,
Armen Makasjian###-####
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for your hard work on establishing fair and balanced districts within Los Angeles County. I’m Leslie Weisberg, an At Large member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s Planning and Land
use and Traffic Committee’s.
Regarding map K2.5: I’m writing to urge you to adopt Briarcrest as a dividing line between council districts and leave Holmby Hills, Benedict and Franklin Canyons in CD 5 since they are contiguous to the district. I
encourage you to seek solutions to the issue of Melrose Avenue that do not amputate already compact and contiguous areas while balancing populations.
Thank you for your consideration.
Best,

10/19/2021 13:54:39

Karly Gilbert

Leslie
Leslie Weisberg
(###-####
Sent from my iPhone
To Whom it May Concern:
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Windsor Square, a part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together and with our similar neighborhoods to the
west, in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in
our area — as you make your determinations.

10/19/2021 14:10:06

Stacy Sillins

Respectfully, Karly Gilbert
Dear Executive Director Cardenas, Chair Ali and Commissioners,
I am one of the Team for our Neighborhood Association(and yes, we call ourselves that so it is all inclusive and not just homeowners) in Upper Nichols Canyon, which is in CD4. I am also one of the Founding Board
members of Friends of Runyon Canyon and I sit on one of the Community Oversight Boards for MRCA.
We work closely with our neighbors at the bottom of the canyon and to the East and West.
Sadly, neither of our Commissioners have advocated for us. I am hoping that you will.
We are greatly disturbed that our area was talked about in the last 10 minutes in one of the last meetings before there is no more public comment. It might have even been less time. Our residents are freaking out by
these 11th hour moves in our densely populated hills. It will be impossible for us to generate the kind of public comments that other neighborhoods have been allowed like Los Feliz, the Valley, all of CD5. You get my
point.
It seems like most of the Commissioners don’t really understand our area and were willing to just let neighborhoods be divided. We live in a High Fire Severity Zone. It wasn’t like this when we moved here nor when my
98 year old neighbor moved here over 50 years ago. Climate change has had a huge impact on our lives and we live in fear many days out of the year. While we realize it was not the intention of the Commission to
worsen our fire threat and affect our ability to evacuate, it’s what has been done. It is much easier to advocate and work with one Council District on these safety issues.
Nichols Canyon is the only canyon in the last 20 years that has had a successful evacuation exercise. We worked with over 30 City agencies and most of our canyon neighbors
were part of the exercise. LAPD and LAFD among others were able to see what it would be like if the hills needed to evacuate down one canyon road.
The Commission has bent over backwards ensuring other hillside communities are tied to their foothills and flats and we ask the same.
We are also a de facto freeway between the valley and city. We have hundreds if not thousands of cars traversing our small canyon roads every day.
There is more but these are the changes we would appreciate.
A part of lower Nichols is now in 13. It’s a little triangle from Courtney ave to the East side of Nichols Canyon. That needs to come back. Our boundaries should actually extend
South to at least Hollywood Blvd if not Sunset. To the west, a small area was carved out of Laurel. That needs to go back to CD4. I think there is some room in the Valley part of CD4 that can help balance things out.
And as part of Friends of Runyon, the area below the park needs to go back to CD4 to Hollywood Blvd from Sierra Bonita to La Brea. Give these neighbors the same accommodation that was given to Los Feliz as
caretakers of Runyon Canyon.
If you have any questions, please let me know.
Thank you so much for your time!
Stacy Sillins
Upper Nichols Canyon Team

Date
10/19/2021 14:23:28

Name
Virginia Kahn

10/19/2021 14:30:22

LYNN CAMPBELL

10/19/2021 14:38:02

Monica Vacas

Testiony
Dear Commisioners,
We live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest District. In the past we have been subject to numerous developers who have been able to disrupt our beautiful canyon neighborhood, causing
loss of habitat for our wildlife and destroying landscapes for which the canyon was known. We were without critical hillside protections. By keeping us in the CD5 you will correctly place us in the proper district which
shares the concerns of our neighbors with respect to safety, fires, development and preservation of the environment. We are just south of Mulholland Drive and therefore belong on the Westside rather than the valley.
Please keep us in CD5.
Thank you and we hope you will seriously consider our request (plea),
Sincerely,
Arthur M. Kahn M.D.
Virginia Kahn
Dear Commissioners, I live on the East Side of Manhattan Place in Greater Wilshire.
Please keep the East Side of Manhattan Place between Beverly and Third in the Greater Wilshire Boundaries where we have always been.
Please keep St. Brendan's School and Church together in Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for your hard work and kind consideration in this difficult process. Sincerely, Lynn Campbell
Manhattan Place
Thank you!
Lynn
Commission: Please keep the Vulcan Pit located on Glenoaks Blvd and Peoria St. in Sun Valley together with all the other industrial properties in Sun Valley with CD6. Also please keep together the Glencrest Hills
community along Vinevalley and Roscoe. This area belonged to CD-2 and now you have placed it in CD-7 and it should be part of the Sun Valley CD-6 community.
Thank you, Monica Vacas
###-#### Cell
###-#### Fax
monicavacas@hotmail.com
MVRE at RE/MAX One
Monica Vacas
BRE####-####
###-#### Cell
###-#### Fax
monicavacas@hotmail.com

Date
10/19/2021 14:43:11

Name
Hilary

Testiony
To the Commissioners:

I am 25+ year resident of CD4 in Laurel Canyon, the co-chair of the Woodstock Road Homeowners Coalition, and I am writing against the change to the district boundaries that was made last night.

I and my many neighbors are shocked and angry about the behind-the-scenes deal with CD13 that, in exchange for Los Feliz, will cut off our hillside community from our southern evacuation route – a first-ever rupture
of our shared community and a threat to public safety at a time when EMD is in upheaval and shortages in police and fire staffing compound the damage of this decision.

This change to the southern boundary of CD4 below Laurel, Nichols and Runyan Canyons was enacted at the last minute with no input from the hillside communities which are directly affected - and with no time for
public comment or correction.

I and my neighbors are against the removal of the two Sunset Historic districts from CD4 for the same reasons that Los Feliz demanded to be reunited with Griffith Park in CD4: everything that comes out of Griffith Park
directly affects Los Feliz. We in the hillsides need to retain the communities directly south of Laurel, Nichols and Runyan Canyons in our same district because we share the same ecosystem in terms of traffic,
development, and fire and emergency access. We have far more in common with the community that extends from Crescent Heights east to LaBrea and south to Fountain, than we do with the far northern reaches of
the valley which have been added to CD4 in plan K2.5.

We need your help to correct this. Unlike other NCs which have been meeting for months and proactively engaged in arguing for the integrity of their neighborhoods within a single district, we in the Hollywood Hills West
have had no opportunity to discuss the redistricting of CD4 within our HHWNC. Our president has allowed only one meeting – tomorrow night, the day before the final map will be approved by your commission - to
debate this change that has already been made to the district’s boundaries in your map. And she seems to be actively engaged in facilitating this breakup on behalf of CD13.

We need your help to retain our hillside and adjacent communities intact within a single district. An easy correction would be to move the north valley section of CD4 into the adjacent CD6 – which is currently
underpopulated – and restore the two Sunset historic districts to CD4 where they been for decades.

Thank you for your help and consideration.

Hilary de Vries
2717 Woodstock Road
LA, CA

Date
10/19/2021 14:43:58

Name

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Committee,

It is CRITICAL that you keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the
original map K2.5

The Eastside communities have exhaustively beseech you to
support map k2.5 because it united us with neighbors of
mutual history and mutual needs; the communities of
Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, and Atwater.

We, in Los Feliz, share little of our community needs with
on with our respected neighbors in San Fernando Valley:
North Hollywood, Valley Glen, Toluca Lake and others.

We, residents of Los Feliz since 1980, want to unite with
our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The
latest map of CD4 looks to be a Gerrymandered shape designed
to support some ulteriorly motivated political agenda rather
than honest-to-god needs of us the residents.

Sincerely,
Ami Adini, for Ami Adini and Rivka Adini

10/19/2021 14:44:26

Caryn Stump

10/19/2021 14:44:53

adrianavandepol

10/19/2021 14:52:09

Jonathan Kedj

Residents of Los Feliz since 1980
Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Sent from my iPhone
Hello Commissioners, Please take whatever time is needed and move the Melrose District back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council district.
As a Melrose resident, I do not appreciate that my repeated testimony has been ignored. I do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than mine. They have fire
concerns, yet most of the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that you will feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into
CD5 should keep this below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up” some population. Again, I know this is a complicated process and I appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, my
neighbors and I have valid and well thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you
have proposed:
1. You’d negatively impact the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents,
Business Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking
Melrose off into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
2. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority. 3. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.
4. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We
do not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want.
5. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to tackle
community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to make
a positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
Thank you,
Adriana van de Pol
747 n Orange dr LA
I have lived in this neighborhood since 1994.
PLEASE keep Melrose IN Council District 5 and keep the Mid City West Neighborhood Council united under one council district.
Thank you,
Jonathan Kedj
431 1/2 N Stanley Ave

Date
10/19/2021 14:56:52

10/19/2021 14:57:10

10/19/2021 15:00:22

Name
Jon Owyang

Testiony
The latest amendment to Map K2.5 (amendment 3) with respect to Los Feliz makes no sense, and seems to be politically motivated, not community focused.
As I've mentioned in prior comments, Map K2 with respect to the manner in which Los Feliz is incorporated into CD13 makes the most sense (even more so than any permutation of Map K2.5). Los Feliz, Hollywood,
East Hollywood, Atwater and Silverlake share common issues, particularly with regard to housing, homelessness, transportation, traffic and public safety. There is no connection to communities over the hill into the
valley. As such, _*all of Los Feliz, including the Los Feliz Oaks neighborhood, should be included in CD13*_.
Additionally, because of the disproportionate traffic and community impacts on Los Feliz residents caused by Griffith Park's high visitor venues of the Griffith Park Observatory and the Greek Theater, _*Griffith Park
should also be incorporated into CD13*_. Los Feliz has an over 200 year association with Griffith Park. Much stronger than the valley side connection to the Park. Los Feliz resident volunteers have initiated and
implemented many Park improvements over the years, including those supported by Mr Griffith Park, Tom LaBonge.
I have been a homeowner in the Los Feliz Oaks and Los Feliz community of Laughlin Park for 35 years. I have also been involved for years addressing the homelessness issues in Los Feliz, Hollywood, and East
Hollywood. I was so excited to see that Map K2 was going to properly combine these neighborhoods. The current separation of these three neighborhoods between CD4 and CD13 has been frustrating because, for
instance, once one crosses Hollywood Blvd, you need to contact a different council district to address an issue. Amendment 3 to Map K2.5 creates this same problem again!
Please listen to the Los Feliz constituents that understand the issues. Thank you.
-- Jon Owyang
Los Feliz resident
president Laughlin Park Association
member Los Feliz Neighborhood Council Homelessness and Housing committees
member Hollywood4WRD
prior board member Los Feliz Oaks Homeowners Association
Steven MacCarthy
Dear Chair and Commissioners:
I have lived on Berendo Street between Franklin and Hollywood Boulevard for
over 35 years. I know this community.
Up until the last meeting of your Commission - it was clear that your
Committee had worked hard to conduct a process that did not include
politics but was fair and took common sense into account. I and many of my
neighbors in the Los Feliz area wrote to you in support of map k2.5 because
we would be put with nearby communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz,
Silverlake, Atwater). We also asked for a minor adjustment to keep Griffith
Park in Los Feliz and to add small sections that had been removed from Los
Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Now - a newly appointed Commissioner - Jackie Goldberg, ( a career*
political* operative), not only cast the work of the Committee in disrepute
at the onset, but backed a position to Gerrymander Los Feliz back into CD4
when it logically belongs in CD13. It is ironic that the Committee strived
to keep politics out of this process when Wikepedia refers to Jackie
Goldberg as an "American Politician and Teacher." My street was in
District 13 for many years before it was redistricted to CD4. This was a
mistake. Not only that, but *Jackie Goldberg was our City Council Member*.
At the last minute, could this process have become any more political?
It seemed as though you were on the right track until the last meeting.
Please correct this and do not bow to political pressure. We on the
Eastside ask that you put Los Feliz back in CD13 with the Park so that the
map makes sense and we are with local communities of interest - not coupled
with far-removed communities out in the Valley. In order to make up the
population you can shed the area below West Hollywood from CD13 which is
something that community asked for in the first place.
Respectfully,
Steve MacCarthy
Resident - CD4
"Steven L. Weinberg" To the Honorable Redistricting Commissioners:
I am the newly elected boardmember of the Bel Air-Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council representing the Franklin Coldwater District. On behalf of the residents and stakeholders of the Franklin Coldwater District, I
urge the Commission to keep the entire Franklin Coldwater District within CD 5 as presently shown in Amended Map K 2.5. Please see attached correspondence supporting this urgent request.
Thank you very much.
Respectfully,
S t e v e n L. W e i n b e r g
2022 Coldwater Canyon Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
###-#### (cell)
Boardmember, Bel-Air Beverly Crest NC
(For identification purposes only.)
Founder, HillsidesAgainstHadid.org
Steven@WeinLawGroup.com<mailto:Steven@WeinLawGroup.com

Date
10/19/2021 15:00:30

Name
Natasha Berechko

Testiony
Hello Commissioners,<BR<BRI implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!

10/19/2021 15:01:31

carol banever

Thank you.
Best regards,
Natasha Berechko
Hello Commissioners,

10/19/2021 15:01:45

"Eleeza V. Agopian"

I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Dear commissioners:
Thank you all for the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park,
part of Greater Wilshire. I bought my home in Wilshire Park earlier this
year because of its strong community ties to the Greater Wilshire area. I
would like to see my neighborhood preserved in a single district and not
split among two districts which would make representation at the city level
even more challenging.
Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. Greater Wilshire remains together,
and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. I
appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights
protections, protecting communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area as you make your determinations.
Many thanks again for your hard work and your consideration of our
neighborhood's concerns.

10/19/2021 15:06:24

Erica Gonzales

Eleeza Agopian
948 3rd Ave.
To Whom it may concern:
I'm writing this e-mailing in support of Map K2.5 Amend 3 to keep West of Westwood HOA and Westside Neighborhood Council in one council district (CD5) with communities of common interest.
Thank you for your consideration.

10/19/2021 15:06:45

Sara Schulte

Erica A. Gonzales, Esq.
The Linde Law Firm
6701 Center Drive West, Ste. 610
Los Angeles, CA 90045
(###-#### Telephone
(###-#### Facsimile
Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Get Outlook for iOS<https://aka.ms/o0ukef

Date
10/19/2021 15:09:50

10/19/2021 15:13:17

Name
Testiony
"Barsoumian, Edward" Hello Esteemed Commissioners,
On behalf of the Armenian National Committee of America - Western Region
(ANCA-WR), and the input of more than 20 Armenian Community Organizations,
I wanted to reach out to provide a few points that are necessary to
preserve our community voice. If these changes are not made, the commission
will still separate densely populated Armenian communities, and remove them
from key Armenian Community Assets in their district.
While we appreciate the commission's attempts to ensure the Armenian
community is able to have a voice in this process, map K-2.5 Amendment 3 is
still flawed and unacceptable. Last year we overwhelmingly re-elected
Councilmember Krekorian who is working actively on projects of interest in
our neighborhood, our voices should not be silenced. Any district which
does not include communities of North Hollywood, Van Nuys, and Valley Glen
as District 2, would permanently disenfranchise the Armenian Community in
Los Angeles.
To ensure Armenian community has representation and to preserve community
cultural assets within a single district, please name the North Hollywood
district as Council District 2 and add the following areas to the district:
Roscoe to Vanowen to Whitset to Laurel Canyon
Van Nuys to Woodman and Victory to the Railroad Track, to include Ararat
Charter School
Remove the hillside communities of Hollywood Hills etc. and allow North
Hollywood, Valley Glen, Valley Village and Van Nuys to exist in a single
district
Please include the Glencrest Neighborhood and Cabrini Communities of Sun
Valley in District 2 as recommended by the Sun Valley Neighborhood Council.
This will also bring Saint Leon Cathedral --the Headquarters of the
Armenian Diocese-- into our community.
If you can make these changes, our community would be content with the new
configuration of the map.
All the best,
-*Edward Barsoumian*
*Government Affairs Coordinator *
*ANCA Western Region *
104 N Belmont St Suite 200, Glendale CA 91206
office (###-#### | cell (###-####
email info@ancawr.org | web www.ancawr.org <https://ancawr.org/
<https://www.facebook.com/ANCAWesternRegion/
<https://www.linkedin.com/company/###-#### <https://twitter.com/anca_wr
<https://www.instagram.com/anca_wr/
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain
confidential and/or legally privileged information. It is solely for the
use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or
disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the
Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended
recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of the
communication.
Sir or Madam,
Dany Margolies
As a resident of this area, I support Map K2.5 Amendment 3 to keep West of Westwood HOA and Westside NC in one council district (CD5) with communities of common interest.
Thank you.
Dany Margolies

Date
10/19/2021 15:19:49

Name
Halsted Sullivan

Testiony
Hello,
I am a resident of the Sunset Square neighborhood. Our community of
interest is Area 7 of the HHWNC. Thank you for the latest iteration of the
map - K2.5, amendment 3 - which keeps our COI together.
We do not want any further changes to this map as it applies to our
COI/Area 7
We also think being in CD 13 is the best fit for our community because it
unifies all the Hollywood neighborhoods along Sunset Blvd.
Thanks so much!

10/19/2021 15:23:36

Marge Piane

10/19/2021 15:28:18

LC

10/19/2021 15:29:51

Helen Klein

Halsted Sullivan
Hello, Commissioners:
I wasn’t called upon to speak last night, and I need to attend the Glassell Park Neighborhood Council meeting tonight, so I am sending you my fervent request to please look at the line between CD13 and CD1 in
Glassell Park. If you change the line from the 2 Freeway to Division Street (and briefly along Eagle Rock Blvd.), you will make us whole at last.
I am attaching my rather poorly drawn map to show you what I am trying to describe.
Thank you,
Marge Piane
Marge Piane
2267 Moss Av
LA,CA90065
###-####home
###-####cell
margepiane@mac.com
I am a resident of the Sunset Square Neighborhood. Our Community of Interest is Area 7 of the HHWNC. Thank you for latest iteration of the map, Map K2.5, amendment 3, which keeps our COI together. We
do not want any changes to this map as it applies to our COI/Area 7. We also think being in CD13 is best fit for our community because it unifies all of the Hollywood neighborhoods along Sunset Blvd.
Thank you, again...
Lara Cody
Sunset Square
I am a resident of the Sunset Square Neighborhood. Our Community of
Interest or “COI" is Area 7 of the HHWNC.
Thank you for the latest iteration of the map, Map K2.5, amendment 3, which
keeps our COI together. We do *not* want any changes to this map as it
applies to our COI/Area 7. We also think being in CD13 is best fit for our
community because it unifies all of the Hollywood neighborhoods along
Sunset Blvd.

10/19/2021 15:30:32

10/19/2021 15:30:43

YARELI ARIZMENDI

Florian Schaugg

Helen Klein
1562 Courtney
Hello Commissioners
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5! The past two years have presented us with great challenges that we, as a community, have been
attempting to face, understand and fix. Do not take away our joint commonality. Do not split us unnecessarily.
If you feel we are not being loud enough it’s not because we don’t want to, we are busy making a living and trying to navigate the difficult times. Don’t make them harder.
I thank you!
Yareli Arizmendi
801 N. Poinsettia Pl LA 90046
(for 27 years)
To whom it may concern,
My husband Florian and I are residents of the Sunset Square Neighborhood. Our Community of Interest is Area 7 of the HHWNC. In your latest iteration of Map K2.5, amendment 3, you keep our neighborhood
together. We appreciate this thoughtful change and do not want any changes to this map as it applies to our COI/Area 7. Furthermore, being in CD13 is the best fit for our community because it unifies all of the
Hollywood neighborhoods along Sunset Blvd.
Best regards,
Courtney Small

Date
10/19/2021 15:32:22

Name
Alan Bernstein

10/19/2021 15:32:55

Tim Friedlander

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I am writing to express my support for Map K2.5 which aligns my
neighborhood of Hancock Park and the broader Greater Wilshire Community
with our communities of interest in CD-5. This map is well considered and
reflects admirable work by the commission in properly executing their
assigned duties in drawing new maps.
Recently organized opposition has arisen against this map. This opposition
reflects the political interests of an elected councilmember (which is not
an appropriate consideration for drawing these council maps). In a week in
which we are watching the disgrace of another indicted councilmember it can
not be emphasized strongly enough that the map drawing process must
continue to reflect the alignment of communities of interest and not the
political expediency of an elected councilmember.
I request that you continue to keep Hancock Park and the Greater Wilshire
Community where they belong -- with their communities of interest in CD-5.
Sincerely,
Alan Bernstein
Rimpau Blvd.
Los Angeles
Hello Commissioners,
I am a small business owner located on Gardner St just south of Melrose and have been a resident in the district since 2002. I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District
in Council District 5!

Melrose/Fairfax district is such a unique place and our issues and our needs and concerns are not the same as any other areas around us.

Please keep our area intact!
Thank you

Tim Friedlander
CEO/Founder soundBOX LLC

10/19/2021 15:34:30

Susi Klein

www.soundbox.la
I am a 50 year resident of the Sunset Square Neighborhood. Our Community
of Interest or “COI" is Area 7 of the HHWNC.
Thank you for the latest iteration of the map, Map K2.5, amendment 3, which
keeps our COI together. We do *not* want any changes to this map as it
applies to our COI/Area 7. We also think being in CD13 is best fit for our
community because it unifies all of the Hollywood neighborhoods along
Sunset Blvd.
Susi Klein
1628 Courtney

Date
10/19/2021 15:35:21

Name
Primal Critters

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
I am writing because I am a concerned Silver Lake resident and like many
others, implore you to please put *ALL of Los Feliz and Griffith Park back
into CD 13 with other communities of interest such as Silver Lake, and
Atwater per map k2.5.*
It is outrageous that Los Feliz and Griffith Park will be moved into a
different District that includes North Hollywood and the deep valley,
communities that have no stake in Los Feliz and Griffith Park.
The people that support the K2.5 map are vociferous in their disdain for
the proposed changes made at last nights meeting. It is unconscionable that
Los Feliz and Griffith Park would be moved to a different District
considering the strong and deeply rooted cultural community alliance that
is grounded in Los Feliz, Atwater, Silver Lake, and Griffith Park.
Please retract the alterations immediately and I ask that you act with
integrity by respecting the many cultural ties that bind us together,
maintaining all of cd-13 and the communities that inhabit it.
Respectfully,

10/19/2021 15:35:22

Jenifer Barkon

10/19/2021 15:35:30

"B. Kessler"

Danielle Sheremetiev
(###-####
Hello. I am a resident of the Sunset Square Neighborhood. Our Community of Interest or “COI" is Area 7 of the HHWNC.
Thank you for latest iteration of the map, Map K2.5, amendment 3, which keeps our COI together. We do not want any changes to this map as it applies to our COI/Area 7.
We also think being in CD13 is best fit for our community because it unifies all of the Hollywood neighborhoods along Sunset Blvd.
Thank you,
Jenifer Barkon
1540 N. Sierra Bonita Ave.
LA 90046
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Ridgewood
Wilton/St. Andrews Square, a part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan
K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together except for the East
side of Manhattan Place, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in
new District 5. Please place both sides of Manhattan Place together within
Greater Wilshire. I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data,
voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area as you make your determinations.
Respectfully,

Beate Kessler

10/19/2021 15:35:30

Yasmine

10/19/2021 15:35:37

yolanda molina

###-####
My name is Yasmine. I've lived/owned property in Los Feliz for over 20 years and I am a Los Angeles native. A friend just forwarded a redistricting map to me and if me and my neighbors are going to be legitimately
represented you will see that we do not make a community with Toluca lake, Valley Glen etc. neighborhoods over the hill with which we do not share interests. Most of our interests, our kids schools, our business, our
daily interactions, our concerns intersect with Atwater, Silverlake, Echo Park, East Hollywood. Our representation will make sense in CD13.
Sincerely,
Yasmine Ross and Family
Sent with [ProtonMail](https://protonmail.com/) Secure Email.
Hello Commissioners,I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!

Date
10/19/2021 15:36:16

10/19/2021 15:40:10

Name
angela joo

Charmaine Smith

Testiony
I am a long term homeowner and resident of City Council District 13, Mitch
O Farrell's district for more than 13 years. At yesterday's redictioning
meeting, the commissioners, especially Comissioner Friedburge proposed that
our area, which his part of Historic Filipino town, composed of Koreans and
Fililipinos (a largely Asian district with most Asians living here)
proposed that our area be incorporated to City Council District 1. I
represent Virgil Courts Homeonwer Association, that has 90 units in the
condominium building object to this. We have been part of CD13 for more
than 25 years. We have nothing in common with Gil Cedillo's Pico Union and
McCarthur Park district. You cannot arbitrarily put us there when we share
no common interests. This area, where I live on 435 S. Virgil Ave,
Virgil Courts Homwner Association composed of 90 households in this
building, object to this. Most of our residents here are Filipino and
Asians living in this neighobrhood. We DO NOT IDENTIFY with pico Union and
CD 1 district. We have nothing in common with them. We did not vote for Gil
Cedillo. we voted for Mitch O farrell. Please keep filipino and the asian
community WHOLE. We do not want to be divided. We deserve to stay here. We
are a cohesive community of Asians in the Fillipino town. Thank you.
Angela Joo
community organizer
and a president of Virgil Court HOA
435 S. Virgil Ave
LA CA 90020
Hello!
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the
west, in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who
actually reside in our area - as you make your determinations.

Respectfully,

10/19/2021 15:43:41

Sid Condo

10/19/2021 15:53:49

Brian Konowal

Charmaine Smith
Wilshire Park Resident
Hello Commissioners,I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5! Collectively the residents of Melrose / Fairfax have become a tight knit family
dedicated to make our community safe for all. Through zoom meetings and The Melrose Action committee we are finally making some progress, admittedly slowly, however progress to turn our area around to be as it
once was. We align our concerns with our area's residents and businesses not with areas many many miles away. Take a real look, before you arbitrarily decide, at the uniqueness of our area and you will see how
important it is that we not be broken apart at this critical time.Thank you
To Whom it may Concern,
I am a part of the Mid City West community.
I am a Parent with a Kindergartener in CD5.
We frequent the Melrose District and Wilshire Blvd areas of commerce.
We often get waterice at Happy Ice on Melrose. We get food at Lalas, The Village Idiot, Fratelli’s etc etc. It no longer feels safe.
Drugs are smoked openly on the street and I’ve witnessed many altercations both verbal and physical with my daughter present.
It is imperative that you keep these districts and communities united so that we can have the voice necessary to make Melrose and CD5 thrive. This area is a great part of the City.
Its been my home for 17 years now.
While Melrose has had its ups and downs in that time its been a joy to see it flourish again.
The Pandemic has put every business at great risk. This area and people need to have a United front to bring back prosperity and make the community safe for residents and visitors.
The Melrose District is suffering a lack of Police presence, public safety in both the shopping areas and places where people park to enjoy the district.
Please keep Melrose in CD5 and keep the Mid City West Council United.
Brian Konowal

Date
10/19/2021 15:56:27

Name
Austin Melrose

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission,
I live and work within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to
care about keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who
are trying to change a well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next draft addresses public
concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Austin Melrose
Business owner & resident of 90046

10/19/2021 15:58:27
10/19/2021 16:01:20

10/19/2021 16:01:23

Sent from my iPhone
"juarez@frontiernet.net"Map K2.5 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single district; Map K2.5 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’ associations; Map K2.5 continues the historical relationship of Westside
communities. Thank you.
Wesley Brown
Hello Commissioners, I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Joseph Brown
725 N Sycamore Apt 1 90038
angela joo
Dear Mitch O Farrell's Office and LA City redistricting commission,

I am a long-term homeowner and resident of City Council District 13, Mitch
O Farrell's district for more than 13 years. At yesterday's redistricting
meeting, Commissioners Friedburg that you appointed for CD 13
proposed that my area, which is currently part of CD13, in Historic
Filipino town, be moved to City Council District 1. We oppose this loudly.
I am a president of the Virgil Court HOA that contains 90 household units
in this condominium and as well as other condominiums across us, at 436 S.
Virgil that contain 75 household units, as well as other apartment
buildings and homeowners in this area, *oppose this.*
We have been part of CD 13 for more than 25 years. This area has nothing
similar to Gil Cedillo's district of Pico-Union and Mc Carthur park. We are
largely an Asian community, composed of homeowners and residents. We are
mostly Asian, Korean and Filipino residents. We have been identified as
part of the historic Filipino town and we want to be united with our
community.
This area is a largely residential area that has no common traits with the
Gil Cedillo's district. We share nothing in common with Pico-Union, Mc
Carthur park or Highland park. We did not vote for him. Please keep our
Asian elderly, adults, and families whole in this community. We have
nothing in common with CD1.
Thank you.
Angela Joo

Date
10/19/2021 16:01:33

Name
Zach Patterson

10/19/2021 16:07:04

Thomas Lawson

Testiony
To the Redistricting Commission,
I live within the boundaries of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Please stop trying to divide us. Please stop trying to fracture off the area north of Rosewood into CD13. On your meetings you claim to care about
keeping Neighborhood Councils and communities of interest together, but when it comes to Mid City West and our Melrose District, we are not seeing that care. Please do not allow new commissioners who are trying to
change a well established process redirect the focus of meetings. After public comment, please jump right into the work of adjusting map K2.5 amendment 2 so that your next draft addresses public concerns.
For 22 years Mid City West has had nothing to do with CD13 and we have incredibly different needs than residents of east LA and Hollywood.
Mid City West for its entire history has had a relationship with CD5 (or CD4), and it will complicate matters of public safety, resident security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things to have a third
council district in this area. One that will largely be looking to serve the needs of people further east than our community. Additionally, it could jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway, which runs along
Rosewood.
I ask that you, AT YOUR MEETING TODAY, put aside your personal differences and take some time to solve this and put Mid City West north of Rosewood and West of La Brea back into CD5 where it belongs.
Thank you,
Zachary Patterson
90046
Sent from my iPhone
October 19, 2021

Dear Commissioners
My name is Thomas Lawson and I live in Ridgewood Wilton/St. AndrewsSquare, a part of Greater Wilshire. I have written several timesconcerning the redistricting plan, and thank you for your hard work, and
forlistening to us. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. It keeps GreaterWilshire exactly where we belong: together with our community of interestneighbors to the west. I believe that you are discussing the proposed
line downManhattan Place today, moving the boundary of CD5 a block west from Western. Ido not attend St Brendan’s and have no children at their school, but I dowonder how it can be beneficial to the community to
have these twointer-related institutions represented by different Council Members. I hopethis question will get a thorough airing this evening and that an equitabledecision can be made.
Please do not be distracted by organized protests fromoutside the district. Thank you again for your hard work on this.

Yours,
Thomas Lawson
127 Wilton Drive

10/19/2021 16:07:48

10/19/2021 16:09:21

Los Angeles, CA 90004
jaskogypsy@aol.com Dear Commissioners:
Thank you for extending the boundary of CD5 to include Coldwater to Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest. That is the right place for us, so please keep us there.
We know you have a very difficult task and conflicting pressures, but CD5 is the appropriate district for us. We share the same issues and public safety concerns as hillside neighborhoods to the west
Up to this point, we have felt disenfranchised because we have been not have access to any of the protections of those neighborhoods to the west, including the Hillside Construction Regulation ordinance. The result is
out-of-control and irresponsible and unsafe construction that has laid waste to our substandard roads and our neighborhood.
Thank you again for correcting this situation. Again, please keep us in CD5.
Sincerely,Emma Valentine
"a. sogh"
Hi Chair Ali and Commissioners,
Please fix the Los Feliz mistake.
Please put Los Feliz back into CD13 with Mitch O Farrell, as you originally envisioned.
Gerrymandering Los Feliz into CD4 with Nithya Raman thereby merging it with North Hollywood is wrong.
Please correct this wrong, and put Los Feliz back into CD13 with Mitch O Farrell, as you originally envisioned.
Thank you,

10/19/2021 16:17:30

Aaron Borden

Abraham
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the
west, in new District 5.
I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area as you make your determinations.
Respectfully,
Aaron J. Borden
Sent from my iPad

Date
10/19/2021 16:28:13

Name
ML Hennigan

Testiony
Hello, my husband and I were horrified at the meeting last night for
reasons that include:
- Los Feliz being given NO time for discussion, despite other
communities getting HOURS. (which was strategy on Goldberg's part - delay
delay until everyone was tired and would look for the "quick fix"
- NO alternatives were looked at other than moving Los Feliz into a
Valley district. There are plenty of other districts nearby and areas where
population could be moved. No one even mentioned moving Atwater Village.
*GLASSELL PARK GOT MORE TIME THAN WE DID. *
*You have been so conscientious with other communities, what happened????*
We should be staying with our urban neighbors, not trying to get attention
for issues that are largely Valley-based. Of course we should have the
park, *but we shouldn't have to pay the price of being connected to the
Valley*. Just because Jackie Goldberg told you to do it, doesn't mean you
have to do it. She was literally READING OFF HER PHONE as text messages
came in.
PLEASE PLEASE look at other alternatives rather than putting us in a
district where our concerns will be ignored.

10/19/2021 16:31:27

Justin Pease

10/19/2021 16:36:48

Susan Collins

Melody & Lawrence Hennigan
Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Justin Pease
Hi Chair Ali and Commissioners,
You have done an amazing job so far keeping politics out of this process
and listening to the wishes of the community. That said, a huge mistake
took place last night which we urgently ask you to fix tonight before it’s
too late.
The eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to *support map
k2.5 *because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Instead, at the last minute, Commissioner Goldberg made a politically
gerrymandering motion to move all of Los Feliz into CD4. What resulted was
breaking the eastside communities apart and putting Los Feliz with North
Hollywood etc that they have nothing in common with. These communities are
on completely separate sides of the hill. Avoiding this split in
communities is exactly what everyone has asked to have corrected.
The eastside communities ask that you please put Los Feliz back in CD13
with the park, so that the map makes sense and is with communities of
interest. In order to make up the population you can shed the area below
West Hollywood (seen in the picture below from cd13) which is something
that their community has asked for so it will be a win-win.
Please please right this wrong, you’ve done such an incredible job this
far. We hope you will adjust this tonight.
[image: thumbnail.jpeg]

10/19/2021 16:37:12

terry werner

Thank you,
Susan Collins
Keep Europe in CD5 and keep the Mid City west neighborhood council unified.
Terry Werner 6400 Orange St. Los Angeles, CA 90048CP ###-####0.
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad

Date
10/19/2021 16:41:50

Name
Lisa Dosch

10/19/2021 16:48:43

Ruth Silveira

10/19/2021 16:49:12

Bora

Testiony
Hi Chair Ali and Commissioners
You have done an amazing job so far keeping politics out of this process
and listening to the wishes of the community. That said, a huge
misunderstanding and mistake took place last night that we urgently and
kindly yet strongly ask you to fix tonight before it’s too late.
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Instead, at the last minute, Commissioner Goldberg (while texting or
emailing with cd4 staff) made a politically gerrymandering motion to move
all of Los Feliz into CD4. What resulted was breaking the eastside
communities apart and putting Los Feliz with North Hollywood etc that they
have nothing in common with and are on completely separate sides of the
hill.
We on the eastside ask that you please put Los Feliz back in Cd13 with the
park so that the map makes sense and is with communities of interest. In
order to makeup the population you can shed the area below west Hollywood
seen in the picture below from cd13 which is something that community asked
for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Please please right this wrong, you’ve done such an amazing job so far, we
truly hope you will adjust this tonight.
Thank you,
Lisa Dosch
2919 Angus Street, Los Angeles, CA 90039
ommissioners,
I write today as President of the Friends of the Wilshire Branch Library.
Wilshire Branch is located in St Andrews Square which is in the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) area.
The Friends supports Map K2.5 with the stipulation that the official boundary of the GWNC is respected, applied, and honored.
Western Avenue is the logical boundary for both City Council Districts and Neighborhood Council Districts. The area West of Western is overwhelmingly residential while the area to the East of Western, and including
Western Avenue itself, is much more commercial.
Each area is better served by being in different districts.
Suggestions have come to you that chunks of the GWNC should be shunted over to another NC and another Council District. Some of the suggested chunks are large, some smaller. No shunting of chunks is
acceptable to us.
We, the Friends, are even now writing an NPG grant requesting financial support from the GWNC for framing a number of historical photos the library would like to have hung in the Community Room.
Previously the GWNC has also supported our patio garden. We have a good history with the GWNC.
We have no connection to Wilshire Center/Koreatown NC.
We consider ANY encroachment into the GWNC area as a hostile move at worst and ignorant and misguided at best. This includes the slicing off of the East side of Manhattan Place to satisfy I don’t know what idea
someone has had. And especially hostile would be the taking of both sides of Manhattan Place. I want to make it crystal clear—St Andrews Square and Ridgewood/Wilton areas have NEVER been part of the NC to the
East of the GWNC. These areas have always been in the GWNC. Manhattan Place is basically a residential street. You do not want residents on one side of the street in a different City Council district than those on the
other side. Nor do you want to put St Brendan’s School in the different district than St Brendans church, and that would happen if Manhattan Place were annexed by WC/K and a city council district other than that of the
rest of the GWNC.
I apologize, but we feel bullied and disrespected and feel the victims of treacherous behavior. I know that sounds dramatic but I think that is an apt description of lies about making outreach into the community effected,
outreach that must have been quite narrowly done as none reached me or the library, or SASNA, or even, I believe, the GWNC. Also we do not want to be used as a pawn in the furtherance of someone’s political
ambitions. I do not know if making the boundary between Council District 5 and whatever is to the East would in your minds change the boundary of the NCs, but I am sure respecting the official boundary of the GWNC
would help put an end to the encroachment into the GWNC’s area.
Respectfully submitted,
Ruth Silveira
President, Friends of the Wilshire Branch Library (FOWL)
Debi King,
Member, FOWL
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually
reside in our area - as you make your determination.
Respectfully,
-BoraSent from my iPhone. Please pardon any spelling or grammatical errors.

Date
10/19/2021 16:51:27

Name
Jeffery Jon Masino

10/19/2021 16:51:36

Lorna Hennington

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commission members,
I am a resident of the Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council in the
Sunset Square neighborhood. Thank you for the latest version of the
district map, Map K2.5, amendment 3, which keeps our Community of Interest
together. We do not want any changes to this map as it applies to our
area. We also think that being in CD13 is a better fit for our community
because it unifies all of the neighborhoods along Sunset Blvd.
Sincerely,
Jeff Masino
*1566 Courtney Ave*
*Los Angeles, CA 90046*
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the
west, in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who
actually reside in our area - as you make your determinations. Respectfully,

[https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/wK0xs-mADWRlCLxdTkmf8hNA_BpmJHdvf6fVPx1BXQslHhxZNlRKcZ5oeGfxinM0uBnhW2jaqiR1_6xWY158JosbHuZe9S4NunRdpZj1H2HH2RoVt66CPJ0ff80TB_4J18i-rx45]
[https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/ZqDIpYJA9-2d6M-1GCVgK5bDL0kwNAG9_XOWYviKMagpZjyx9qWuAx5XxFSrOk4x3QjLwUMe_OtJiX0rCMiDJwHgUPxLoZjRqc7FVTst1WTJSdA_8MMgz2B4SXHo4_sJnrtMJ8Ze]
Lorna Hennington
Realtor ︳Broker ︳Attorney
KW | KELLER WILLIAMS REALTY, LARCHMONT

BRE # ###-####
###-####
lorna@bateshennington.com<mailto:lorna@bateshennington.com
www.bateshennington.com<https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.bateshennington.com&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%
7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C###-####2741&sdata=ii1%2BIUleRu4MYoCO%2BVn4Ph%2BJjNw60hLH5BivHVzuZj0%3D&reserved=0

[https://lh5.googleusercontent.com/Q11GZfUj6nYhg10euzdnmfBnAkmL_Z41nekFiWTrTUblajxifLQBaY98EGhVlGk48P4EkkSj_uDDDvC7JPTwTVTzrU0GOaMX2drPx7Bw4xKgrD1zlxn-fPtx8ohB6MkXjdE-1Xgr]<https:
//eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%
7C1%7C0%7C###-####2746&sdata=bHxn5H7k0UU9Fz%2BFb%2FIG36UXfF9kbUrdYXEHoPXAMxM%3D&reserved=0 [https://lh6.googleusercontent.
com/lXHIzDu5brNXu0NmMxbpYtqjhsp6GH6kbz2v9PHx6mH3hEbCXKCvbmvVsDIfLcpdfXf3xzndnaPDOWbB6xAa3rEm_XUvB-WQfLRrWGIZ3fkhCuRNy0Obvr6yTLPCyrPfHNtKDAYP] <https://eur04.safelinks.
protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.instagram.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C#######2746&sdata=rXUhihoV%2Fp%2FgkoR6Pjb%2BL7Lqv38TTXpSlcte7d8a3og%3D&reserved=0 [https://lh4.googleusercontent.com/wl0S09H8_aOmDuSjizypCHIcPjfhoVQyL7jHDct_6mB330X_ZpZBmg7i9tl1mVtUO2cXKLXKkMMHsDUkU7knGwTZB30OsX8Om4IcfmlYJF8evt8cCELwaxHupobcAd_XnSWNYu1] <https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.
twitter.com%2Fbateshennington&data=02%7C01%7C%7C7afcb84ae720465b30f508d6f4cec147%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C###-####2754&sdata=ekg%2FLP4m%
2BpkejJd3QYOMKz%2BuopGl7YX6BV5zA1q%2B%2FZ4%3D&reserved=0

10/19/2021 16:51:38

Rosalinda Wenby

Call
Send SMS
Call from mobile
Add to Skype
You'll need Skype CreditFree via Skype
Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
It makes no sense to add us to cd 13. How widespread is the Jewish community there? If one reason is to consolidate groups of like interest it seems the Orhodox Jewish community is being ignored. There is a
synagogue and Yeshivas ( orthodox schools) both on the south side of Melrose Ave and on Waring, North of Melrose but south of Willoughby.
AND the issues of crime in the Melrose area do not stop at Rosewood, the new boundary for the division of cd5. We will still need 2 council districts to deal with the. Urgent issues, wasting valuable time of councilpeople
and staff, doubling the cost burden of the public.
This makes no sense.
We have nothing in common with Los Feliz and Atwater.
Rosalinda Wenby
606 N. Stanley Ave
Los Angeles, Ca. 90036
Resident of CD 5
Sent from my iPad

Date
10/19/2021 16:53:03

Name
Freda Shen

10/19/2021 16:53:15

MICKI SAUER

Testiony
Dear Commissioners:
As a Silver Lake resident, I strongly urge you to put Griffith Park and Los Feliz back into CD 13, as had been promised when we supported the original map K2.5.
Our only request was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz and to add small areas that had been removed from Los Feliz, such as the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Atwater and Hollywood have longtime cultural ties, as well as geographical and geological ties. Los Feliz has no stake and nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North
Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
I have lived in Toluca Lake. I now live in Silver Lake. Los Feliz and Griffith Park belong with Silver Lake.Our interests are in common and must be represented in the same council district - CD 13.
In order to equalize population numbers, you can shift the area below West Hollywood, currently in CD13, which is a move the community has asked for. This would be a win all the way around.
To proceed with the newly shaped CD4 is to proceed with clear gerrymandering.
Keep Los Feliz in CD13!
Thank you,
Freda F. Shen2124 Redcliff St.###-####
Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Let’s try to make sensible choices for our community!

10/19/2021 16:59:43

10/19/2021 17:02:37

Micki Sauer
617 N Alta Vista Blvd 90036
We support Map K2.5 amendment 3, which keeps Cheviot Hills and the Westside Neighborhood Council unified within CD5 and preserves our communities of interest.
Jim Ardell I Vice President, Corporate Services
Anthem, Inc. I 4553 La Tienda I Thousand Oaks, CA
o: (###-#### I m: (###-####
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is
for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential
and privileged information or may otherwise be protected by law. Any
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you
are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail
and destroy all copies of the original message and any attachment thereto.
"MGBUSYBE@GMAIL"To whom it may concern:
"Ardell, Jim"

My husband Michael Rotblatt MD and I, Mia Goldman at LA 90064, support Map K2.5 amendment 3, which keeps Cheviot Hills and the Westside Neighborhood Council unified within CD5 and preserves our
communities of interest.
This is very important to the health and effectuality of our neighborhoods.

10/19/2021 17:02:48

Eunkyoung Bae

Warmly, Mia Goldman
Hello,
My name is Eunkyoung Bae and I am one of the homeowners of 435 S. Virgil
Courts.
I really wished to attend the LA City Redistricting commission meeting
today but I do not think I can make it. Instead, please allow me to speak
my comments via this email.
*I do not want to be part of City Council 1 and I want to remain in City
Council 13 with Siverlake and Echo Part, etc.*
Sincerely,

10/19/2021 17:04:57

Amy Thogmartin

Eunkyoung Bae
I support Map K2.5 amendment 3, which keeps Cheviot Hills and the Westside Neighborhood Council unified within CD5 and preserves our communities of interest.

10/19/2021 17:08:04

Joe Sparacio

Amy Thogmartin
We support Map K2.5 amendment 3, which keeps Cheviot Hills and the Westside Neighborhood Council unified within CD5 and preserves our communities of interest.
Joe Sparacio

Date
10/19/2021 17:08:10

Name
Mark Sedlander

Testiony
LA City Redistricting Commission,
I am a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder and a resident of Cheviot
Hills. I am on the board of the Cheviot Hills Homeowners' Association,
although I am writing in my individual capacity.
I support Map K2.5, amendment 3, which keeps Cheviot Hills and the Westside
Neighborhood Council unified within Council District 5 and preserves our
communities of interest.
Thank you,

10/19/2021 17:08:41

Kim Kevorkian

Mark Sedlander
3001 Patricia Avenue
Attached is my letter to express my displeasure on the new redistricting
that is being proposed in my area.

Thank you,

10/19/2021 17:09:13

David Donley

10/19/2021 17:10:26

Todd Lahman

10/19/2021 17:11:55

Drew Shields

10/19/2021 17:12:56

Simon Furie

Best,
Kim
Hello Commissioners,
This is David Donley. I live in Wilshire Park, which is a part of Greater Wilshire. I support Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. However: I would greatly appreciate it if the small tab of CD10 jutting into Wilshire Park at 6th St.
/Wilshire Blvd/7th St ending at Wilton Place be kept intact with Wilshire Park and CD5. Thank You Commissioners for all of your tremendous work on this project.
David
David Donley
cell/text ###-####
daviddonley213@gmail.com
Hi Chair Ali and Commissioners You have done an amazing job so far keeping politics out of this process and listening to the wishes of the community. That said, a huge misunderstanding and mistake took place last
night that we urgently and kindly yet strongly ask you to fix tonight before it’s too late. The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of
interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add
small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Instead, at the last minute, Commissioner Goldberg (while texting or emailing with cd4 staff) made a politically gerrymandering motion to move all of Los Feliz into CD4. What resulted was breaking the eastside
communities apart and putting Los Feliz with North Hollywood etc that they have nothing in common with and are on completely separate sides of the hill. We on the eastside ask that you please put Los Feliz back in
Cd13 with the park so that the map makes sense and is with communities of interest. In order to makeup the population you can shed the area below west hollywood seen in the picture below from cd13 which is
something that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win. Please please right this wrong, you’ve done such an amazing job so far, we truly hope you will adjust this tonight. Thank you, Todd Lahman(owner of
Sweeney Todd’s Barber Shop)
The commission’s proposed adoption of Map K2.5 is out of touch with reality. As a CD5, Melrose resident of 7+ years, arbitrarily lopping off part of a unified neighborhood makes no sense. No one who lives in the City
of Los Angeles is asking for this backwards gerrymandering. Drew Shields
CD5 resident.
Commissioners:
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.
We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
Please don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
Best-Simon Furie
Simon Furie
9151 Hazen Drive
(###-####
simonfurie@yahoo.com

Date
10/19/2021 17:14:20

Name
Marci Donley

Testiony
Hello Commissioners,

This is Marci Donley. I live in Wilshire Park, which is a part of Greater Wilshire. I support Plan K2.5, Amendment 3.
However: I would greatly appreciate it if the small tab of CD10 jutting into Wilshire Park at 6th St./Wilshire Blvd/7th St ending at Wilton Place be kept intact with Wilshire Park and CD5.
Thank You Commissioners for all of your tremendous work on this project.

10/19/2021 17:15:11

parmer fuller

10/19/2021 17:15:31

mikekrose

10/19/2021 17:18:25

John DiGregorio

Thank you,
Marci Donley
We support Map K2.5 amendment 3, which keeps Cheviot Hills and the Westside Neighborhood Council unified within CD5 and preserves our communities of interest.
Parmer FullerNarcissa VanderlipCheviot Hills
Dear Commissioners:As a Silver Lake resident, I strongly urge you to put Griffith Park and Los Feliz back into CD 13, as had been promised when we supported the original map K2.5.Our only request was to keep
Griffith Park in Los Feliz and to add small areas that had been removed from Los Feliz, such as the Oaks and Waverly Heights. Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Atwater and Hollywood have longtime cultural ties, as well as
geographical and geological ties. Los Feliz has no stake and nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake. I have lived in Atwater. I now live in Silver
Lake. Los Feliz and Griffith Park belong with Silver Lake.Our interests are in common and must be represented in the same council district - CD 13.In order to equalize population numbers, you can shift the area below
West Hollywood, currently in CD13, which is a move the community has asked for. This would be a win all the way around.To proceed with the newly shaped CD4 is to proceed with clear gerrymandering.Keep Los
Feliz in CD13!Thank you,Mike KroseMoreno Dr.Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
Good afternoon Commissioners,
My name is John DiGregorio, a 6 year resident of Panorama City and 15 year
resident of the San Fernando Valley. I also serve our community in several
advocacy capacities at the local and City level and am writing to you to
express my *extreme disappointment *regarding the latest Redistricting
Map: https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-K-2.5-Amended-3.html.
<https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-K-2.5-Amended-3.html.
Our community is being gerrymandered for seemingly no reason,
specifically between
Plummer St. the Pacoima Wash, Lassen St, Vesper Ave down to Van Nuys Blvd.
I am not sure what would promote cutting such an odd tract of land out of
the district, but if there was some logic applied, I'd love to understand.
I have attached a map of Panorama City for your reference. We have several
natural boundaries, including the Wash, the Metro/Railway, the
intersections of Van Nuys and Woodman, etc. *I am urging you to please
follow these lines and use them to inform our boundary.*
Panorama City has to fight for every slice of City Services we receive and
already experience nearly insurmountable amounts of bureaucracy to handle
issues that cross jurisdictions and districts.
*Please keep Panorama City 91402 in ONE City Council District. *This small
adjustment to the map will have a huge impact on our community and the
advocacy we are so passionate about.
Thank you,
Regards,
John DiGregorio
Panorama City Resident

Date
10/19/2021 17:18:25

Name
John DiGregorio

Testiony
Good afternoon Commissioners,
My name is John DiGregorio, a 6 year resident of Panorama City and 15 year
resident of the San Fernando Valley. I also serve our community in several
advocacy capacities at the local and City level and am writing to you to
express my *extreme disappointment *regarding the latest Redistricting
Map: https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-K-2.5-Amended-3.html.
<https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-K-2.5-Amended-3.html.
Our community is being gerrymandered for seemingly no reason,
specifically between
Plummer St. the Pacoima Wash, Lassen St, Vesper Ave down to Van Nuys Blvd.
I am not sure what would promote cutting such an odd tract of land out of
the district, but if there was some logic applied, I'd love to understand.
I have attached a map of Panorama City for your reference. We have several
natural boundaries, including the Wash, the Metro/Railway, the
intersections of Van Nuys and Woodman, etc. *I am urging you to please
follow these lines and use them to inform our boundary.*
Panorama City has to fight for every slice of City Services we receive and
already experience nearly insurmountable amounts of bureaucracy to handle
issues that cross jurisdictions and districts.
*Please keep Panorama City 91402 in ONE City Council District. *This small
adjustment to the map will have a huge impact on our community and the
advocacy we are so passionate about.
Thank you,
Regards,

10/19/2021 17:19:59

"rachel c."

10/19/2021 17:22:19

Sabrina Rubin

10/19/2021 17:22:57

Gladys Mike

John DiGregorio
Panorama City Resident
*Hello, good evening. **My name is Rachel Chavez and I live in North Hills.
I want Council District 7 to represent my North Hills East community along
with the communities of Pacoima, Sylmar, and Mission Hills because of
the improvements I have seen and the ongoing projects such as the Mission
Mile and San Fernando Valley Light Rail. Thank you. *
As a resident, I am writing to request that the commission keep the current
CD4 boundaries. The current boundaries make sure communities of interest
have a voice with regards to issues that affect public safety, in
particular those that affect emergency situations requiring evacuation,
which are increasingly likely in our drought-affected environment.
Thank you,
Sabrina Rubin
(###-####
Good afternoon. Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. We live in Hancock Park, and have been in our home for over four years. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Hancock Park and Greater Wilshire
remain together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. We so appreciate the Commission’s following of the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood
council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make your determinations. We cannot overstate our support for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2.
Respectfully, Gladys & Mike Sandoval Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/19/2021 17:24:42

Name
Fox

Testiony
Dear Councilmember I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.
We belong in CD5.
Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley.
We are a south of Mulholland neighborhood and belong on the Westside.
Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.
Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections.
Development has gone unchecked and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.
Your decision to keep put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues.
PLEASE don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
Many thanks -

10/19/2021 17:25:25

10/19/2021 17:27:54

Profe Chavez

Karen Lorre

Francine Fox
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I'd like yo ask to please keep the Vulcan Pit located on Glenoaks Blvd. and Peoria St. in Sun Valley together with all the other industrial properties in Sun Valley with CD6.
Thank you for considering my concerns!
Best,
Norma O. Chávez
Sent from the all new AOL app for Android
PLEASE HOLD FAST TO THE CURRENT CD4 BOUNDARIES IN THE NAME OF CLIMATE SCIENCE, PUBLIC SAFETY AND COMMUNITIES OF INTEREST.

Breaking up the councils for Laurel canyon is a recipe for disaster. Please keep the current CD4 Boundaries as they are. Thank you!
10/19/2021 17:30:14

Victoria Miller

10/19/2021 17:31:29

Josh Templet

We live in this canyon for 20 years.
We DO NOT want to see MORE developers and corrupt politicians try to take over this land. There is already too much over building and destruction of our area.
We are facing Climate change and fires and our wildlife is already threatened. ENOUGH!
DO NOT change our community to suit your greed. We are OPPOSING this move
Lance PEreira
Victoria Miller
Carole MIller
Hi,
My wife and I support Map K2.5, Amendment 3, which keeps the West of
Westwood HOA and Westside NC in one council district (CD5) with communities
of common interest.
Thank you,
Josh Templet and Angela Makabali
2548 Veteran Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90064

Date
10/19/2021 17:31:52

Name
"Lesley O'Toole"

Testiony
Dear Commissioners
Thank you very much for your incredibly diligent work on this staggeringly
difficult assignment. As a neighborhood leader of an important area of
Hollywood history - Spaulding Square HPOZ (sister neighborhood in our
Hollywood Hills West NC Area 7 COI to Sunset Square HPOZ), I am so grateful
for your sanity amid an ocean of its opposite during this redistricting
process - and thrilled with the latest Map K2.5 (v.3). I'm excited for its
submission to and approval by the City Council.
History aside, we are mainly a diverse residential area (absolutely not to
be confused with the regional center) of renters (in condos, apartment
buildings, duplexes, bungalow courtyards etc), homeowners, and small
mom-and-pop businesses. A move to CD13 aligns perfectly with our goals for
our Area 7 COI. Many of us in the area have been working together for
years, devoting countless hours of volunteer time, but it has been a very
tough period, during which we have not felt remotely represented at either
local or state level.
So we are a critical part of our City - one which tourists flock to, for
our Hollywood history - but also one which thousands of us call home. Thank
you for listening to the constituents here, and for keeping us together.
We look forward to starting afresh with a new Councilmember, with whom we
can build a great relationship to work for the betterment of every single
resident in our district.
With gratitude,
Lesley O'Toole-Roque
Spaulding Square
Los Angeles
On Tue, Oct 19, 2021 at 11:26 AM Cheryl Holland <hollandc@me.com wrote:
Dear Commissioners: I am president of Sunset Square Neigh Org and I am
also a board member of Hollywood Hills West Neigh Council. Our Community of
Interest is Area 7 of HHWNC. Map below.
I am writing to say on behalf of my community and our COI, *THANK YOU*
for listening to our request to keep Area 7 together! Last night’s map
tweak, as it applies to our west side of Hollywood along Sunset Blvd i.e.,
putting our Area 7 into CD13, is PERFECT for keeping our community unified
[i.e., MAP K2.5, amendment 3]. In these final days, *Please do not change
a thing as it applies to our Area 7 COI.* We also think it is a much
better fit for our COI to be in CD13, as it unifies Hollywood and our
issues along Sunset Blvd. We look forward to working collaboratively with
our new Council District.
This last year has been a very discouraging for those of us on the front
lines of community involvement. It did not seem like Sacramento and our
local representatives were listening to their constituents. So, it is an
excellent experience to be heard in this redistricting process.
Additionally, I want you to know that many of us in our COI *did* attempt
to make comments at your meetings but were not chosen to speak so it is not
true, as some claim, that we have been uninvolved in the process. We saw
that the Commission did push back on this claim, and the Commission
acknowledged that we have been involved in this process via email and
submitting of forms.
Thank you again for listening to our COI. *Please keep the latest CD13
map as it applies to our COI/Area 7, Map K2.5, amendment 3 AS IS*. We
have concurrence on this from all my Sunset Square board members, Spaulding
Square residents & board, Area 7 chair etc. We think it is best fit for our
COI/AREA 7. Thank you again, Cheryl Holland
*[please note I have copied Spaulding Square Board Member Lesley O’Toole,
our Area 7 Chair Linc Williamson, and our HHWNC president Anastasia Mann]*
*cheryl holland* president | sunset square neighborhood org |
sunsetsquarehollywood.org
[image: Twitter] <https://twitter.com/sunsetsquarehwd [image: Instagram]
<https://instagram.com/sunsetsquarehwd [image: Facebook]
<https://facebook.com/sunsetsquarehwd [image: email]
<sunsetsquarehwd@gmail.com

Date
10/19/2021 17:34:08

Name
Minzu David Khon

Testiony
Dear Commissioners, Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas. We encourage you to keep it this way
on the final map. I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4. For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon
from our immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and
LAPD service areas as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks as well as to address the challenges of canyon living
in the heart of the Santa Monica Mountains. Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council
addressing most effectively the fire danger and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Thank
you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of interest related to
fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air. Sincerely, David Khon
Franklin Canyon Resident Sent from my iPad

Date
10/19/2021 17:36:50

Name
mary robinson

Testiony
PLEASE!!!!!...HOLD FAST TO THE CURRENT CD4 BOUNDARIES IN THE NAME OF CLIMATE SCIENCE, PUBLIC SAFETY AND COMMUNITIES OF INTEREST.
MOST IMPORTANTLY, ALL OF LAURE CANYON'S EMERGENCIES and EVACUATION PLANS WILL REQUIRE CITY AGENCIES TO WORK WITH TWO COUNCIL OFFICES.
IN A POST-PANDEMIC LOS ANGELES, WHERE CLIMATE CHANGE LOOMS LARGE, WE NEED TO SIMPLIFY, NOT COMPLICATE, MATTERS RELATING TO PUBLIC SAFETY IN LAUREL CANYON AND OUR
SURROUNDING HILLSIDES.
The eastern advocates that are proposing that the Hollywood flats, and even portions of the foothills, from LaBrea to Marmont be turned over to a new council district. This would mean that Laurel Canyon would no
longer have a voice in the council office making decisions about what happens in our foothills and flats. Our businesses, schools, houses of worship, post offices- will no longer be in our district. Big new developments
at Sunset and Crescent Heights? Laurel Canyon will no longer be constituents of the Council Member representing that area. We will not be able to advocate for our community when 8150 Sunset begins construction...
think about all of that traffic and the potential public safety issues.

IMMEDIATE CALL TO ACTION BAD LINES BEING DRAWN Nobodies Right, If Everybodies Wrong PLANS ARE IN PLAY TO TURN OVER ALL OF THE HOLLYWOOD HILLS WEST
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Date
10/19/2021 17:40:38

Name
Erika Pinto

Testiony
Good evening,
Please accept into the record this letter approved and submitted by the Best Start Region 2 Regional Task Force as feedback for the draft map soon to be deliberated and approved by the Commission.
The letter has also been translated into Spanish.
Thank you,
Erika Pinto
Policy Analyst
Community Health Councils (CHC)
3731 Stocker, Suite 201
Los Angeles, CA 90008
c. ###-#### ▪ e. epinto@chc-inc.org<mailto:epinto@chc-inc.org

10/19/2021 17:42:14

Noelle

10/19/2021 17:42:17

Jason Cahill

10/19/2021 17:43:02

Claire Guy

10/19/2021 17:48:58

Cathy Mock

[signature_###-####] [signature_###-####9]
I am writing to let you know that I do NOT support changing the boundaries of Laurel Canyon. It makes no sense to split the canyon in half, and thereby create arbitrary boundaries that don’t serve Laurel Canyon
residents. We share unique and similar concerns and should be able to reach out to one council office to address those concerns. If half of us contact one CD office, and the other half another, it makes for a
complicated mess. There’s the potential for no cohesiveness in terms of communication and access to important services that impact public safety. Furthermore, canyon businesses, like the Canyon Country store, and
Pace should be in the same district as the residents they serve. This proposed change is nonsensical and potentially dangerous.
This proposed change
1. threatens public safety. 2. divides the canyon from its residents, businesses and restaurants. 3. complicates the process of getting city services.
4. limits stakeholders ability to weigh in on developments and projects that directly affect their community. We’re dealing with fire danger like we’ve never experienced. This isn’t the time to make things more
complicated. I support keeping the Laurel Canyon community together. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone
Hello commissioners:
Thank you for all your hard work on redistricting. I was disappointed to learn of a last minute decision to return Los Feliz to CD 4, and simultaneously separate Los Feliz from communities that have a natural shared
interest with it (Hollywood, Silverlake, Atwater).
This last minute decision feels very much like gerrymandering.
I urge you to return to map k2.5, wherein Los Feliz was contained in CD 13. I also urge you to return the Oaks and Waverly Heights to the map, again for the shared interest and contiguity issues.
Please do not group Los Feliz with North Hollywood in District 4. That literally makes no sense and again, feels like gerrymandering. - thanks, Jason Cahill
I am a resident of the Sunset Square Neighborhood. Our Community of Interest or “COI" is Area 7 of the HHWNC.
I write to thank you for latest iteration of the map, Map K2.5, amendment 3, which keeps our COI together. We do not want any changes to this map as it applies to our COI/Area 7.
We also think being in CD13 is best fit for our community because it unifies all of the Hollywood neighborhoods along Sunset Blvd.
Claire Guy, Ph.D., J.D.
1641 N. Stanley Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90046
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas. We encourage you to keep it this way on the final map.
I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4. For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon from our
immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and LAPD service
areas as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks as well as to address the challenges of canyon living in the heart of
the Santa Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council addressing most effectively the fire danger and
other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Thank
you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of interest related to
fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air.
Sincerely,
Cathy Mock

10/19/2021 17:49:05

10/19/2021 17:50:12

Franklin Canyon Resident
SUELLEN WAGNER Dear Commissioners,I am a Studio City resident, writing in support of K 2.5 amendment 3, District 2 or 4. This district should go to Paul Krekorian, as he is familiar with many of the residents, including the Armenian
community and is also a leader in hillside issues, having represented Studio City hillside residents for many years.This plan unites Studio City with other hillside communities with unique challenges and interests. The
new 2 or 4 would be a strong environmentalist community and will work together to protect our threatened natural habitat, wildlife, and open spaces that are public and shared with everyone in the City and the
world. Just as Los Feliz and Hollywood Hills are stewards of Griffith Park, Studio City and Laurel Canyon are similarly stewards of our Santa Monica Mountains between the 170 and the 405. We all share the threat of
fire and will work together to keep our communities safe.I hope that you will make this bold step to keep the hillsides together, while at the same time affording continuity of leadership to the Armenian community and
with the hillside community of Studio City with Paul Krekorian.Suellen WagnerStudio City
Lori Weyuker
Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the
Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Sincerely,
A resident of CD5, Lori Weyuker

Date
10/19/2021 17:52:12

Name
Carol Hamilton

10/19/2021 17:54:56

Jen Polenzani

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you again for your tremendous efforts in a verydifficult process of resolving the redistricting issues before you.
Your comments last night regarding possible reconsiderationof the inclusion of Franklin Canyon in DC 5 caused concern in the FranklinCanyon neighborhood.
For those of you who have never been in this area, I wouldlike to explain that this small canyon with approximately 200 homes, is precariouslysituated in probably the highest fire risk area of the Bel Air Beverly
CrestNeighborhood Council. Yet we are almost completely separated from Los AngelesCity borders.
We are bordered on the north by a 605 acre park which was formedto connect inner city youth with California’s natural resources servingover 10,000 Los Angeles Unified School District children yearly. The park is
jointlymanaged by the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy, the National Park Service,Department of Water and Power, City of Los Angeles and the City of BeverlyHills. The east side of Franklin Canyon is separated
from Coldwater Canyon by aSanta Monica Mountain chaparral covered ridge and, on the west, is separated from Beverly Park by another brush covered hillside ridge. Onthe south, we’re bordered by Beverly Hills.
Due to the isolation of our area, Los Angeles City public serviceshave often been a challenge. We share fire services with Bel Air, from the firestation at the base of Bel Air, and we’re served by a police station west
ofthe 405. Our involvement and partnership with the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Counciland the historic relationship with CD 5, prior to 10 years ago, proved to be atremendous support in navigating public
services for our unique location, mostspecifically fire and police. Sadly, this was not always true in our experience inCouncil District 4 over the past 10 years, possibly due to the very different issuesconfronting us as
compared to other CD 4 neighborhoods. This was especially concerningdue to the threat of wildfire.
The work and relationships that are so important in our fireprevention efforts are enhanced when we’re included in a Council Districtworking to address these same challenges in a coordinated manner. For these
reasons,we respectfully request you continue with your inclusion of Franklin Canyon inCouncil District 5.
Thank you,
Carol Leslie HamiltonFranklin Canyon Resident
Hi we are 20 year residents of Laurel Canyon and we ask you to please hold tight the current boundaries of CD4. It is imperative that we have a voice in the council office making decisions about what happens in our
foothills and flats. Our businesses, schools, houses of worship, post offices- will no longer be in our district.
We need to be able to advocate for our community when it comes to developments on Sunset Bl. The traffic and the potential public safety issues directly affect us MOST IMPORTANTLY, ALL OF OUR
EMERGENCIES and EVACUATION PLANS WILL REQUIRE CITY AGENCIES TO WORK WITH TWO COUNCIL OFFICES.
IN A POST-PANDEMIC LOS ANGELES, WHERE CLIMATE CHANGE LOOMS LARGE, WE NEED TO SIMPLIFY, NOT COMPLICATE, MATTERS RELATING TO PUBLIC SAFETY IN LAUREL CANYON AND OUR
SURROUNDING HILLSIDES.
WE SIMPLY ASK THAT THE COMMISSION HOLD FAST TO THE CURRENT CD4 BOUNDARIES IN THE NAME OF CLIMATE SCIENCE,PUBLIC SAFETY AND COMMUNITIES OF INTEREST Thank you
Jen Polenzani & Clark Benaon
Jen Polenzani
###-#### Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/19/2021 18:00:00

Name
Jay Smith

Testiony
Dear Commissioners and Staff Members,
Yesterday's South Los Angeles vote between district 8 and 9 was out of the
normal. Initially the majority had voted to abstain with 7 Yes', 8
Abstain's, and 6 No's. Which normally would have failed in every other vote
you have taken, but on that day it did not. Chair Ali and the City
Attorney made each commissioner vote Yes or No acknowledging that an
abstention would still count as a Yes. The final vote was 10 Yes', 10
No's, and 1 Abstention, making it an 11 to 10 vote and thus passing
Commissioner Shaw's motion. This process has never been used before but
the Chair still pushed it forward at the detriment of the black and brown
community in South Los Angeles. This show's that the South Los Angeles
community was being disregarded and pushed on to fend for themselves once
again.
I also want to point out two commissioner's who might have violated ethics
laws by voting on this issue. First, *Commissioner Maria Brenes* who
according to the website https://www.innercitystruggle.org, is the
executive director of Inner City Struggle and who currently employs Karrie
Harris-Dawson, director of finance at Inner City Struggle and wife to
Councilmember Marqueece Harris-Dawson. Marqueece the Councilman for the
8th district who just acquired a 10 Billion dollar asset where the swing
vote was Maria Brenes.
Another point to make is *Commissioner David Hyun*, who according to the
website https://cocosouthla.org is on the board of Community Coalition, a
loud and powerful voice that has advocated for CD8 to acquire USC and EXPO
and has received special treatment from Chair Ali allowing them to call in
on blocks and make presentations. Community Coalition's previous executive
director also known as Councilmember Marqueese Harris-Dawson and as many
callers have claimed to be a conflict of interest but has yet to be
addressed. Another connection to Commissioner Maria Brenes, is that the
Chair of the Board of Inner City Struggle is also the Political Director
for Community Coalition.
With all that being said, yesterday's vote was not in the benefit of anyone
in South Los Angeles but only a select few that are to gain from this. I
ask the commission to reverse their vote from yesterday or call for a new
vote with the two commissioners recusing themselves from voting for
potential ethical violations.
Thank you
Jaylen S.

PS: I have copied David Zahniser and Dakota Smith who are familiar with Los
Angeles City ethics violations and can help inform the public of your
decision. Also, please forward to Commissioner Minato as you have not
updated her information

Date
10/19/2021 18:03:13

Name
shary shavalian

Testiony
We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North
Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in
Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most
Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West
Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that
community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Thank you,
Shary Zev

10/19/2021 18:03:39

JUNE HARTON

Sent from my iPhone
Hello, Redistricting Commisioners.
Thank you for adding Griffith Park back with Los Feliz and removing that "sliver" to make Los Feliz more continuous.
The reason the K2.5 map was strongly supported by eastside communities was because Los Feliz was put with communities of interest: Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Atwater. The only adjustment the community
wanted was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (easy to do since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
However, Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen, and Toluca Lake. Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council district as their neighbors in
Hollywood, Silver Lake, and Atwater. The new CD4 seems to be the most Gerrymandered shape yet, and we demand equal representation.
Please put Los Feliz back into CD13 and keep Los Feliz with Hollywood, Silver Lake, and Atwater.
If you need to adjust the population, you can drop the area below West Hollywood from CD13 which is something that that community asked for anyway.

10/19/2021 18:04:59

coni acos

10/19/2021 18:07:44

Minzu Khon

Thank you,June and Paul HartonLos Feliz
Good evening Commissioners,
Again, thank you for your wonderful and diligent work. You make L.A. Shine.
Connie A
Echo Park NC Board member.
,
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas. We encourage you to keep it this way on the final map.
Also, we'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until it was gerrymandered into Council District 4 ten years ago. For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon from
our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with which we share critical interests of fire preparedness and prevention, canyon and Santa Monica Mountain issues as well as the same LAFD and LAPD service
areas.
Sincerely,David Khon

Date
10/19/2021 18:10:42

Name
Lyndsey Bonomolo

Testiony
Hello Commissioners,
Please move the Melrose District back into CD5 and unite the Mid City West Neighborhood Council under a single council district. We know balancing populations is complicated but WE ARE NOT A SACRIFICIAL
LAMB that can be used to expedite this process.
We do not appreciate that our repeated testimony has been ignored. We do not understand why the testimony of the Bel Air and Beverly Crest region weighs more heavily than ours. They have fire concerns, yet most
of the remainder of CD5 does not share their fire risk. You say that you will feel legally safe if your population standard deviation is under 10%. Adding the Melrose District’s 10,000 people back into CD5 should keep
this below 10%, even if you can’t find somewhere else to “give up” some population. Again, we know this is a complicated process and we appreciate how public you have been throughout. That said, we have valid
and well thought out concerns with splitting the Melrose Business District and residential community off from other communities with similar concerns. Here are our top 5 issues with what you have proposed:
1. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council would be split up. Forcing the board to work with an additional council office where they make up a very small minority of voters could undermine the council’s ability to
tackle community improvement projects. Mid City West Neighborhood Council has one of the highest voter turn outs in the city and highest level of stakeholder engagement. Splitting it up would complicate the ability to
make a positive impact and would undermine 22 years of stakeholder engagement.
2. You’d negatively impact the work that has been done to combat the rising crime happening across Melrose. The Melrose District has one of the fastest growing crime rates in Los Angeles. Melrose residents,
Business Improvement District, LAPD-Wilshire Division C-PAB, along with community stakeholder groups have been working closely with CD5 to construct, coordinate, and deploy programs to combat crime. Breaking
Melrose off into CD13 would force this work to be restarted.
3. Although not pictured the Jewish Federation map, what you have proposed means a small part of the historic Jewish community will be splintered off from the rest of the Jewish community. This will drown out the
voices of members of an ethnic group with unique needs that is already a very small population minority.
4. You will jeopardize the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway Project. This currently runs along Rosewood.
5. The needs of the residents along Melrose will be ignored! The Melrose District has always been in CD5. Moving it will complicate matters of security, road safety, homelessness services, and many other things. We
do not have similar needs to east LA and resent that we are the sacrificial lamb being used to give other (sometimes less populous) neighborhoods what they want.
Thank you,
Lyndsey Bonomolo
90036

Date
10/19/2021 18:11:33

Name
Elizabeth Isralowitz

Testiony
Dear Honorable Staff and Members of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission,
On October 12th, 2021 the Wilshire Center Koreatown Neighborhood Council
(WCKNC) voted unanimously to approve a letter calling for the true
unification of Koreatown by extending including the areas north of Beverly
to Melrose with the rest of Koreatown. The northern part of our district
shares many of the same cultural, municipal resources (and lack thereof)
such as police and fire, cultural values, and concerns as the rest of WCKNC
.

We are also deeply troubled by the lack of outreach to Neighborhood
Councils and other community organizations representing marginalized
communities such as Koreatown. Like Koreatown, where nearly 30% of our
residents have limited internet access, thousands of residents across the
city rely on radio, area-specific newspapers, churches, and other
non-profits and community organizations to inform them of local events and
share their concerns and struggles. WCKNC has no regularly assigned DONE
or CD 10 representative to provide us with information on this process.
Additionally, we have not even had direct contact or in-person reports from
our designated representatives from CD13, CD10, or CD1. Our lack of
consistent representation is just one more reason why your commission needs
to unify Koreatown.
We thank the commission for all its hard work but *call on it to reconsider
its current map and provide all the residents of Koreatown,* the most
densely populated area on the west coast*, the voice they deserve.* We
would also like to recommend that *future commissions have a specific plan
for reaching out to Neighborhood Councils*
Sincerely,
/s/ Elizabeth Isralowitz
*Wilshire Center-Koreatown Neighborhood Council*

10/19/2021 18:19:45

10/19/2021 18:22:38

10/19/2021 18:27:58

wcknc.info@gmail.com
s.h.reckstin@gmail.comTo whom it may concern:
My name is Haesook Hwang, a unit owner and resident of 435 S Virgil Ave, LA 90020. I’D LIKE TO KEEP STAYING IN CITY COUNCIL 13. NOT Councill 1. Thank you for this matter.
Sincerely Haesook.
Sent from my iPhone
Roxie Zelden
We support Map K2.5 council district 5 1. K2.5 keeps Neighbor hood council entirely in to
one district.
2. K2.5 Respects boundaries of prominent home owner’s associations.
3. K2.5 Continues the historical relationship of Westside Communities.
Please do not make any changes to our district 5.
Thank you
Westside Homeowner Roxie Zelden Sent from my iPhone
Kathleen Bayley
Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Kathy Bayley
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/19/2021 18:29:18

Name
Karen Kirchner

Testiony
I support Bob Anderson. Please keep Sherman Oaks whole, do not split us. Also, please keep us with Encino, Tarzana, and Woodland Hills.
Thank you for your time,
Karen Kirchner
Sherman Oaks

[Facebook icon]<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=7f676be237&e=0be63eef68
[Instagram icon] <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?
u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=737dc767de&e=0be63eef68 [Twitter icon] <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=b590525ee3&e=0be63eef68
[Website
icon] <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=e14ae3a16d&e=0be63eef68
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Margo Hamilton

10/19/2021 18:30:12

Sonja Diaz

Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/profile?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=fb14d3cbf1&e=0be63eef68&c=00de77b191 or unsubscribe<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.
com/unsubscribe?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=fb14d3cbf1&e=0be63eef68&c=00de77b191
I am deeply concerned and want the current southern boundaries of CD4 to remain intact. I am a 22 year home owner in Laurel Canyon on Kirkwood Ave. I do not want our current southern boundaries to be
changed. We do not want to be separated from our foothills and flats nearby.
For reasons of public safety and holding together communities of interest. please keep the current CD4 boundaries.
Margo Hamilton8233 Kirkwood DriveLos Angeles, Ca. 90046
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Clara Solis <claramsolis@earthlink.net
Date: Tue, Oct 19, 2021 at 5:31 PM
Subject: Olvera Street accidentally moved last night?
To: <sonja.diaz@lacity.org

FYI, I think I recall Olvera Street wanted to remain in CD 14. I don’t
think moving them back impacts population much – 48 people.

*Clara Solis*
(She,her,ella)

[image: Title: Mobile - Description: mobile-icon] ###-####

-Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission

Date
10/19/2021 18:30:56

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Got it.
On Tue, Oct 19, 2021 at 5:45 PM stacy sillins <lupio@aol.com wrote:
Hi SonjaThank you for responding!
I just got done with meetings. I am sending you screen shots from you map
as it just seems quicker right now.
Yes it is related to the moves made last night by the Commissioners from 4
and 13. We are the Canyon just east of Laurel Canyon and are affected.
Here is a little screen shot where you can see the triangle that comes up
into the canyon. So it divides us at the bottom of the Canyon.
Ideally, it would be great for us to be in the same district as the
foothills and flats so we can be in one district to work together on safety
and traffic issues.
Let me know if you have any more questions.
Stacy
In this one, you can see how Runyon is separated from the neighborhood
below it.

On Oct 19, 2021, at 3:24 PM, Sonja Diaz <sonja.diaz@lacity.org wrote:
Hi StacyThanks for this. Can you send a map of the area and changes, it can be
google maps with some stars or lines, so that I can visualize it precisely?
Also is this related to the movement last night, re: Laurel Canyon?
thanks,
sd
On Tue, Oct 19, 2021 at 1:50 PM stacy sillins <lupio@aol.com wrote:
Dear Commissioner Diaz,
i am writing to you separately at the recommendation of a mutual
acquaintance.
We text during the meetings and I always tell her how in awe I am of you
and your knowledge, care about all areas, and of course your patience!
I am one of the Team for our Neighborhood Association(and yes, we call
ourselves that so it is all inclusive and not just homeowners) in Upper
Nichols Canyon, which is in CD4. I am also one of the Founding Board
members of Friends of Runyon Canyon and I sit on one of the Community
Oversight Boards for MRCA.
We work closely with our neighbors at the bottom of the canyon and to the
East and West.
Sadly, neither of our Commissioners have advocated for us. I am hoping
that you will.
We are greatly disturbed that our area was talked about in the last 10
minutes in one of the last meetings before there is no more public comment.
It might have even been less time. Our residents are freaking out by these
11th hour moves in our densely populated hills. It will be impossible for
us to generate the kind of public comments that other neighborhoods have
been allowed like Los Feliz, the Valley, all of CD5. You get my point.
It seems like most of the other Commissioners don’t really understand our
area and were willing to just let neighborhoods be divided. We live in a
High Fire Severity Zone. It wasn’t like this when we moved here nor when my
98 year old neighbor moved here over 50 years ago. Climate change has had a
huge impact on our lives and we live in fear many days out of the year.
While we realize it was not the intention of the Commission to worsen our
fire threat and affect our ability to evacuate, it’s what has been done. It
is much easier to advocate and work with one Council District on these
safety issues.
Nichols Canyon is the only canyon in the last 20 years that has had a
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Hi StacyThanks for this. Can you send a map of the area and changes, it can be
google maps with some stars or lines, so that I can visualize it precisely?
Also is this related to the movement last night, re: Laurel Canyon?
thanks,
sd
On Tue, Oct 19, 2021 at 1:50 PM stacy sillins <lupio@aol.com wrote:
Dear Commissioner Diaz,
i am writing to you separately at the recommendation of a mutual
acquaintance.
We text during the meetings and I always tell her how in awe I am of you
and your knowledge, care about all areas, and of course your patience!
I am one of the Team for our Neighborhood Association(and yes, we call
ourselves that so it is all inclusive and not just homeowners) in Upper
Nichols Canyon, which is in CD4. I am also one of the Founding Board
members of Friends of Runyon Canyon and I sit on one of the Community
Oversight Boards for MRCA.
We work closely with our neighbors at the bottom of the canyon and to the
East and West.
Sadly, neither of our Commissioners have advocated for us. I am hoping
that you will.
We are greatly disturbed that our area was talked about in the last 10
minutes in one of the last meetings before there is no more public comment.
It might have even been less time. Our residents are freaking out by these
11th hour moves in our densely populated hills. It will be impossible for
us to generate the kind of public comments that other neighborhoods have
been allowed like Los Feliz, the Valley, all of CD5. You get my point.
It seems like most of the other Commissioners don’t really understand our
area and were willing to just let neighborhoods be divided. We live in a
High Fire Severity Zone. It wasn’t like this when we moved here nor when my
98 year old neighbor moved here over 50 years ago. Climate change has had a
huge impact on our lives and we live in fear many days out of the year.
While we realize it was not the intention of the Commission to worsen our
fire threat and affect our ability to evacuate, it’s what has been done. It
is much easier to advocate and work with one Council District on these
safety issues.
Nichols Canyon is the only canyon in the last 20 years that has had a

Date
10/19/2021 18:32:53

Name
Bob Anderson

10/19/2021 18:33:05

I Sandler

Testiony
Dear Commissioners and Commission Staff,
The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association submits the attached PDF copy of the statement that I made at the October 19th public meeting. Thank you for your consideration.
Bob Anderson
Board Member and Chair, Redistricting Committee
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA)
www.SOHA914.com
Mobile: (###-####
BobHillsideOrdinance@gmail.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners.
I am a resident of Bel Air Crest, located just off Sepulveda Blvd. between
the I-405 Getty on/off ramps and the Skirball/Mulholland on/off ramps. I
have been actively involved with Bel Air Crest, the BABCNC, and with
neighboring groups.
At your last meeting, you made some positive changes for redistricting the
CD5 boundaries by extending our CD5 District eastward to include Coldwater
Canyon, Franklin Canyon, and Briarcrest. In the interim between that
meeting and this one tonight you erased Coldwater, Franklin, and Briarcrest
and added to your chopping block: Benedict Canyon.
If the Commission takes those communities from our CD5 district, it will
attenuate our strength of purpose and the strength of our community
participation. We are dealing with the special needs of our Santa Monica
Mountain communities, our severe high fire area. We need one another!
Meanwhile, you have stranded the Melrose area (and its issues) and left it
standing alone, ignoring its need for local support.
Please reconsider your recent decisions:
1. The Redistricting Committee knows that the issues faced by the Bel Air
Beverly Crest area are not the same as those of the Melrose Area. Neither
area benefits from being joined together.
2. As a result of the proposed change, this Commission would succeed in
disenfranchising both geographic areas in order to balance numbers that may
be otherwise mitigated.
3. Why would the Commission propose splitting up a valid contiguous area,
thus splitting up its emergency services in the mountains? Why abandon a
far flung Melrose area, which is facing enormous challenges to its business
district and increasing crime in both its residential and commercial areas?
Please revise the map again.

10/19/2021 18:34:44

Sincerely Yours.
Irene Sandler
isandler@babcnc.org
imsandle@gmail.com
"lanzafoto@earthlink.net"
Dear City Council Members,
PLEASE HOLD FAST TO THE CURRENT CD4 BOUNDARIES IN THE NAME OF CLIMATE SCIENCE, PUBLIC INTEREST AND
COMMUNITIES OF INTEREST
Thank you

10/19/2021 18:40:24

John Dotto

10/19/2021 18:40:40

bLAnk Company

Patricia Lanza
8569 Wonderland Ave
LA CA 90046
Dear Alexandra,
As a resident of Hollywoodland, I'd like to voice my support of Hollywoodland, redistricting, and maintaining our connection to Griffith Park.
Hollywoodland tract 6450 ( residential and openspace) should be placed in the same council district as neighboring residential communities bordering Griffith Park. These communities included Los Feliz, The Oaks,
Lake Hollywood Estates and the Hollywood Knolls.
We all share similar concerns and it's important we have a represented and consistent voice in said representative.
Please keep us close to our neighborhoods of common interest shown in map “K2 “.
Thank you for your consideration. John Dotto3311 Ledgewood DriveLos Angeles, CA 90068
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually
reside in our area - as you make your determination.
Respectfully,
MJ

Date
10/19/2021 18:41:38

Name
minjae

10/19/2021 18:42:07

MJ

10/19/2021 18:42:30

MJ Sung

Testiony
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually
reside in our area - as you make your determination.
Respectfully,
Min
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually
reside in our area - as you make your determination.
Respectfully,
MJ
Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. Greater Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the
west, in new District 5. I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting rights follow protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who
actually reside in our area - as you make your determination.
Respectfully,

10/19/2021 18:49:46

Sheena

10/19/2021 18:49:56

Julie Kremkus

10/19/2021 18:50:13

Loraine Shields

Minjae
Hello Commissioners I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Sent from my iPhone
Hello,
I am contacting you on behalf of the Nichols Canyon Neighborhood Association. Our association was founded in 2009 and represents 500 residents. We are currently part of Council District 4. Nichols Canyon
Neighborhood Association is dedicated to communicating with our city government regarding our neighborhood issues and concerns. The Association boundaries extend from Hollywood Boulevard to the south, Willow
Glen to the north west and Astral Drive to the North east.
It is our understanding that at the LA City Redistricting Meeting on October 18th, our neighborhood association could potentially be divided into two separate Council Districts. We strongly oppose the new districting
plan that would separate our neighbors from each other for the following reasons:
Lower Nichols Canyon is considered a Community of Interest with concerns which will be diluted in gaining attention to our common interests;
While it may not be the intention of the commission to worsen our fire threat, it is precisely what will be done by disallowing any coordination of efforts in case of an emergency. We need to advocate with one voice for
our evacuation routes and emergency response times. (Nichols Canyon is the only canyon in the last 20 years that has had a successful evacuation exercise that included over 30 city agencies);
There are areas directly below us constantly under construction, creating detours through our small streets. As it is currently, we have dangerous response time issues for ambulances and other safety vehicles;
Nichols Canyon has become defacto freeways for traffic during rush-hour acting as the second lane for Laurel Canyon traffic between Hollywood and the Valley. We must monitor safety issues regarding traffic through
the entire length of our part of Nichols Canyon, not just the part that is close to Hollywood Boulevard;
Please do not divide us. Keep the sections of Nichols Canyon Road and Courtney Avenue north of Hollywood Blvd. in Council District 4. We are stronger together when we can coordinate efforts, especially in
emergencies such as fire and earthquakes as well as in traffic and safety.
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Julie Kremkus
………………………….
Julie Kremkus - President
Nichols Canyon Neighborhood Association
president@NCNA.info
nicholscanyonna.org
Sign up <http://ncna.info/connect/ for our newsletter
Dear Commissioners, Thank you for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD service areas. We encourage you to keep it this way
on the final map. I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4. For no rational reason, that action separated Franklin Canyon
from our immediate hillside neighbors in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD and
LAPD service areas as our Neighborhood Council members. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our neighborhoods together to plan and watch out for risks as well as to address the challenges of canyon living
in the heart of the Santa Monica Mountains. Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow our Canyon residents to continue as effective partners with our Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council
addressing most effectively the fire danger and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Thank
you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of interest related to
fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air. Sincerely, Loraine Shields
1551 N. Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210

Date
10/19/2021 18:50:38

Name
Kimberly Turner

10/19/2021 18:52:20

Karen Kirchner

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Committee,
*I am a 33-year Studio City resident, writing in support of K 2.5 Amendment
3, District 2 or 4.* *This should be Paul Krekorian’s district,* as he is
familiar with many of the residents, including the *Armenian* *community*,
and is also a leader in hillside issues, having represented *Studio City
hillside residents* for many years.
This plan unites Studio City with other hillside communities that have
unique challenges and interests. The new 2 or 4 would be a strong
environmentalist community and will work together to protect our threatened
natural habitat, wildlife, and open spaces that are public and shared with
everyone in Los Angeles and the world. Just as Los Feliz and Hollywood
Hills are stewards of Griffith Park, *Studio City and Laurel Canyon are
similarly stewards of our Santa Monica Mountains *between the 170 and the
405.* We all share the threat of fire, as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone, and will work together to keep our communities safe.*
I hope that you will be sure to *keep the hillsides together*, while at the
same time affording *continuity of leadership *to the *Armenian community*,
and with the *hillside community of Studio City*, with *Paul Krekorian*.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Kimberly Turner
Studio City, CA
I am in Sherman Oaks, I DO NOT want to draw our district lines solely to keep Nithya Raman as council person for Sherman Oaks, as someone suggested in tonight's meeting (10/19). I like Ms. Raman but this is so
much bigger than one person. Please keep us with Encino, and Tarzana.
Thank you,
Karen Kirchner
Sherman Oaks
________________________________

[Facebook icon]<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=7f676be237&e=0be63eef68
[Instagram icon] <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?
u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=737dc767de&e=0be63eef68 [Twitter icon] <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=b590525ee3&e=0be63eef68
[Website
icon] <https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=e14ae3a16d&e=0be63eef68
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Jodi Teti
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To Whom it May Concern,
As a Laurel Canyon resident and homeowner whose children attend Wonderland Elementary School, I urge the redistricting commission to keep the Hollywood foothills and flats together in CD4.

10/19/2021 19:01:50

Karolynne Gee

10/19/2021 19:02:29

Liz Bronstein

Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Jodi Teti
8916 Allenwood Rd.
Los Angeles, CA 90046
Dear Redistricting Committee Members and Partners:
Thank you for your dedicated work.
Please retain the current CD 4 Boundaries.
I write as a concerned citizen and community mmember of Laurel Canyon of which I have been a resident for close to 59 years. I am more than familiar with the issues of public and environmental safety and the havoc
that climate change continues to exert on our fragile hillsides, and surrounding and similar coummunities of interest.
As a surivor of the 1979 Laurel Canyon Fire (Kirkwood Bowl) and subsequent fires, I know first-hand the
challenges that face fire and emergency vehicles that are dispatched to protect us, and more than grateful for the numerous times they have been at the ready. Expediency and knowledge of the area is paramount as
you must be aware.
That said, to consider the possibility of placing Laurel Canyon in two different new council districts seems fraught with unnecesssary bureaucracy as our emergencies and evacuation plans will require city agencies to
work with two council offices. It seems apparent that the goal should be to simplify, not complicate all matters relationg to public safety in Laurel Canyon and our surrounding hillsides.
For these resons, I urge you to maintain the current CD 4 Boundaries .
Respectfully,
Karolynne A. Gee8223 Yucca TrailLos Angeles, CA 9###-####
Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!

Date
10/19/2021 19:02:52

Name
Denise C

10/19/2021 19:03:30

Rosa Ramirez

10/19/2021 19:03:50

Marge Piane

10/19/2021 19:06:55

Marlulu Acosta

10/19/2021 19:08:33

Jeremy Gardiner

10/19/2021 19:10:31

Mary Mendez

Testiony
HelloI live in 4th street and Virgil Ave, behind Shatto Park, am part of the HOA
of 74 units. We are currently part of CD13 and we would like to stay in
CD13 instead of being incorporated into CD1.
We do not identify with Gil Cedillos and never voted for him. We have been
part of historic Filipino town and we want to be unified and stay whole as
a community, with communities with similar interests.
Please do not split our community up.
Thanks,
Denise
-- Denise Cheng
(###-####
Mi nombre es Rosa Ramírez soy Recidente del Sur de Los Angeles hace más de 30 años tengo 3 hijos e sido miembro activo de la comunidad del distrito 9 soy miembro de SODLA soy vos de la comunidad en el año
2021 levantado la voz para desmantelar racismo queremos ser tratados como ciudadanos de primera clase exijo que Expo y USC continue en nuestro distrito 9 no no lo muevan por favor Enviado desde mi iPhone
Hello:
I wasn’t called upon tonight, so here is the statement (in one minute) I wanted the commission to hear:
Hello, Commissioners
Glassell Park needs to be made whole.
With the latest amendment, you’ve now divided us unevenly between CD1 & CD13. You’ve ignored the fact that we are a river adjacent community and we need to be wholly in a single district that includes G1 & G2
along the river.
Please give us the same consideration you’ve given Koreatown, the Valley, and so many others. We need to be whole.
In addition, using the 2 Freeway to divide us further hardens a division this community has worked since the freeway was built in the 60s to overcome. Please use Division Street as the line, not the 2 Freeway.
Please make Glassell Park whole and put us fully in CD13.
Thank you,
Marge Piane
Marge Piane
2267 Moss Av
LA,CA90065
###-####home
###-####cell
margepiane@mac.com
Mi nombre es Maria Acosta residente del sur centro he vivido y sido un
miembro activo de la comunidad CD9 durante 17 años y soy miembra activa de
SODLA en conjunto con CDTECH. En los últimos 10 años como comunidad hemos
trabajado y creado alianza para mejorar nuestra comunidad en el distrito 9,
no queremos que pierdan sus trabajos personas de bajos recursos poreso
pedimos que Expo y USC se mantenga como parte de nuestra comunidad
,queremos seguir trabajando juntos como comunidad.
Dear Commissioners and Redistricting team members,
For safety and emergency preparedness it is essential to keep the entire Hollywood Hills intact and the foothills below to the West Hollwyood border in one unified district. These areas share traffic flows, evacuation
paths and essential public service providers. LA’s hillside communities face the highest risks from fires, flooding and mudslides in the entire city.
We need your help, please make public safety your highest priority was you establish council boundaries.
Thank you,
Jeremy Gardiner
8751 Wonderland Park Ave
Laurel Canyon, CA 90046
###-####
jeremy.gardiner@gmail.com
Mi nombre es Maricarmen Mendez, residente de Los Angeles, tengo 2 hijas, he
vivido siendo miembro activo de la comunidad del CD 9 durante 17 años y soy
miembro de SODLA. Como Promotora de Salud, soy testigo de primera mano de
los traumas que la inequidad a causado a mis vecinos.
El Distrito 9 en los ultimos años a progresado por los esfuerzos
colectivos y en compañia de organizaciones que miran por el bienestar de la
comunidad.
No tiene sentido desmantelar el trabajo de los ultimos 10 años, pedimos de
una manera rotunda que el Distrito 9 incluya Expo y USC.
Es una falta de respeto mover expo y USC al Distrito 8 el mapa, cuando ya
se habia quedado que Expo y USC quedaria en el Distrito 9.
Tomen en cuenta la voz de la comunidad y no solo intereses personales y
abuso de poder.

Date
10/19/2021 19:12:25

Name
Min Young Lee

Testiony
Dear City Council Officer,
This is Min Lee, homeowner at 435 South Virgil Ave. I don't want our building/us to go to Council District 1 and want to remain in City Council 13.

10/19/2021 19:20:08

Rowena Koenig

Regards,
Min Lee
Dear Commissioners:

Thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I live in Wilshire Park,
part of Greater Wilshire. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 3. Greater
Wilshire remains together, and with our similar neighborhoods to the west,
in new District 5.

This is what we need, this is the best outcome.

I appreciate the Commission’s continuing to follow census data, voting
rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council
boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area as you make your determinations.

Respectfully

10/19/2021 19:25:53
10/19/2021 19:31:44

Alice Goldman
Joel Peel

10/19/2021 19:36:13

Felicitas Salinas

10/19/2021 19:36:28

vanessa Pino

Rowena Koenig
Hello Commissioners,I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
I am writing to express my support for the Southern Boundaries of my Council District remaining intact.
Please support the current CD4 boundaries for the sake of our ecology, economy, and safety
Joel Peel Leifer
Laurel Canyon Resident
Hola muy buenas tardes. Mellamo Felicitas Salinas, soy residente del
distrito 9, tengo 3 hijos somos una familia unida.
Soy miembro activo de la comunidad CD 9
Por 20 años y soy promotora de la comunidad soy miembra activa de SODLA
Pedimos rogamos exijimos que
EXPO y USC continu en en nuestro
ditrito 9
Y pedimos que esta comicion sostenga equidad como prioridad. El distrito 9
tiene ingreso promedio del hogar de $28.000 al año, con el $42% dela
poblacion viviendo en pobresa y con la participacion electoral mas baja de
toda la ciudad de solo el 12% El distrito 9 exije equidad y ustedes como
comicion tienen el cargo de asegurar las
Preoridades del distrito 9 para que toda la ciudada de Los Angeles pueda
prosperar. Yo represento la comunidad del sur centro de Los Angeles, junto
con becinos en conjunct con la comunidad exijimos que EXPO & USC
permanescan en el distrito 9 No lo separen. gracias por el trabajo que
asen les pedimos restpeto para la ciudad no separen el distrito 9 lo
queremos como esta miiil gracias.
Felicitas Salinas
Buenas noches, Mi nombre es Roxana Sánchez y he vivido junto con mi esposo 21 años en el distrito 9, mis tres hijos nacieron aquí, tengo un pequeño negocio de limpieza de oficinas y soy miembra activa de la
comunidad; también soy tesorera de SODLA. Mis hijos asisten a USC Hybrid HS y también están en el equipo de natación en Expo. Necesitamos líneas de distrito basadas en esfuerzos multirraciales para la
construcción de alianzas para el beneficio de la comunidad y no lineas que creen lo contrario. En CD9 hemos trabajado con mucho esfuerzo para construir coaliciónes en todo el distrito y no tiene sentido desmantelar
y cambiar las líneas del distrito. Exijo que nuestras voces no continuen siendo ignoradas, exijo que Expo & USC continuen como parte del Distrito 9.
Muchas gracias

Date
10/19/2021 19:39:31

Name
Sherli Shamtoub

Testiony
We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North
Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in
Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most
Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West
Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that
community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.

10/19/2021 19:55:05

Walter Pino

10/19/2021 19:55:10

Brian Mathena

Thank you,
Sherli Frank
Hola,
Mi nombre es Walter Pino y soy residente del distrito 9, tengo 3 hijos y
soy miembro activo de la comunidad CD9 por 21 años. En los últimos 10 años
como comunidad hemos trabajo y creado alianzas para mejorar nuestra
comunidad en el Distrito 9. Pedimos que Expo y USC se mantenga como parte
de nuestra comunidad. Queremos seguir trabajando juntos como comunidad.
Gracias
As a resident of Laurel Canyon, I'd like to request that the commission
hold the current CD4 Southern boundary for the Laurel Canyon and Hollywood
Hills redistricting in an effort to support the public safety of canyon
residents.
It is important that evacuation routes for Laurel Canyon and large planned
developments that will have a significant impact on our daily lives and
safety also be included in our district so that canyon residents are
constituents of the councilmember who represents these areas.
Thank you,
Brian Mathena
--

10/19/2021 20:03:00

Iris Polonsky

Brian M. Mathena
8455 Brier Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90046
+1 ###-#### mobile
Thank you Commissioners. I know you have a difficult job.
I am a board member of the Tarzana Neighborhood Council (TNC). I’m on the TNC Land Use Committee, chair of the Community Beautification Committee, on the Public Safety, Outreach & Events Committees. I’m
also a member of the Tarzana Property Owner’s Association (TPOA). But, I am speaking for myself. I personally would like to keep Tarzana part of CD3. Tarzana has a Tiny Homes community, to temporarily house &
transition our homeless community, which Councilmember Blumenfield worked tediously to implement. I would also like to include Encino to CD3. We share an Encino-Tarzana Neighborhood Watch with the West
Valley LAPD. We are extremely close with Encino with many co-community events. We need to also keep Woodland Hills/Warner Center part of CD 3. Councilmember Blumenfield has been very involved in developing
that neighborhood to make it what it is today. Think about somehow keeping Woodland Hills/Warner Center, Tarzana, Encino & possibly either Canoga Park or Reseda together as part of CD3.
Thank you for considering this. I hope this satisfies your diverse population efforts.
Thank you,
Iris Polonsky
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/19/2021 20:04:01

Name
Mary Palmer

10/19/2021 20:10:43

George Snyder

Testiony
I am closely following the redistricting issue and have attended the online meetings. I am encouraged that the stakeholders are being heard.
With that in mind, I am again writing to emphasize my strong support for Map K2.5 Amend 3. I want my neighborhood association, West of Westwood HOA and the Westisde Neighborhood Council to continue in ONE
COUNCIL DISTRICT, CD5.
Thank you very much for your kind consideration.
Best/
Mary A. Palmer, DDS
2962 Veteran Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064
Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986 for Windows
We urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community
asked for was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Thank you,
George Snyder
Los Feliz Resident

10/19/2021 20:12:47

Sui Yuen Wong

Sent from my iPhone
Hello Commissioners, I implore you to please keep my community together and
keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Thank you,
Sui Yuen Wong
712 N Vista St, Los Angeles, CA 90046

Date
10/19/2021 20:21:57

Name
Doreene Hamilton

Testiony
Greetings,
*I kindy urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 per the original map K2.5*
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North
Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake.
Los Feliz wants to be represented in the same council as our neighbors in
Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater. The new CD4 looks to be the most
Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West
Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that
community asked for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Thank you,
_________
[image: image.gif]
Doreene Hamilton
"Keep your eyes on the stars, and your feet on the ground." - Theodore
Roosevelt.
Create your own email signature
<https://www.wisestamp.com/create-own-signature/?utm_source=promotion&utm_medium=signature&utm_campaign=create_your_own&srcid=
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Yolanda Molina

10/19/2021 20:26:57

Karen Kirchner
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Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
I want to thank all the commissioners for how much work they are putting into the redistricting and also how respectful they are of each other. I appreciate how Mr. Cardenas presents his suggestions and how he
handles himself overall.
Thank you to all.
Karen Kirchner
Sherman Oaks
________________________________

[Facebook icon]<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5b74fa1&id=7f676be237&e=0be63eef68
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[Website
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Date
10/19/2021 20:36:44

Name
Karen Schwartzman

10/19/2021 21:11:54

mark morris

10/19/2021 21:14:25

Elizabeth Lovins

10/19/2021 21:15:04

anne oliver

10/19/2021 21:20:03

Matthew Yaldezian

10/19/2021 21:20:52

Patricia Kljunak

Testiony
Hello, I am a 20 year resident of Los Feliz, a business owner here and employed in Los Feliz as well. I urge you to keep Los Feliz in CD13 as per the original map K2.5
It makes ZERO sense whatsover to attach us to CD4 at this point. We here in Los Feliz have everything in common with our actual geographic neighbors and communities of interest: Hollywood, Silverlake, Atwater.
Our eastside communities resoundingly supported K2.5 map and we want to be represented in the same council as our neighbors, plus keep Griffith Park which is really accessed the most through the Los Feliz portals
and not the valley side.
What the heck is going on here??!! I have been part of so many efforts where residents are completely unified and then our representative entities just carry on ignoring us! Where is the logic? Los Feliz has nothing in
common with North Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake which are in the Valley for goodness sake.
It is exhausting to be subjected to everything going on around us, and this is just one more reason for people to be disenfranchised with our government.
Please do the right thing here, I implore you.
Best wishes,
Karen Schwartzman
1536 1/2 Rosalia Road
Los Angeles, CA 90027
Email: karen@creativeaxis.net
Pleasse don't break up the cheviot hills disteict. It is important to keep it intact.
cheviot hills residentmark and Bridget morris
Dear all,
I'm still watching the redistricting and can I make a suggestion to solve the Melrose issue by giving that area to CD5 to make that community happy and leave room to put Los Feliz back into CD13 to keep communities
of interest together like Hollywood, Los Feliz, Atwater and Silverlake? To me it solves two problems with one solution.
Thanks so much,
Elizabeth

--Elizabeth Lovins
Director, Hollywood Art Center, est.1912
http://www.hollywoodartcenterarchive.com-Research Archivist, Art, Design & Architecture MuseumUniversity of California, Santa Barbara-Los Feliz Resident, since 2003
Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the
Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Please do not disrupt our lives with this ill-conceived and illegitimate
redistricting. We have enough problems trying to restore Melrose Avenue as
a civilized and safe area as it once was.
Thank you for considering our plea,
Sincerely,
Anne Oliver
7714 Waring Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90046
Hello,
As longtime resident and registered voter of the San Fernando Valley
and Armenian-American, I would like to present the following
information:
To ensure that the Armenian community has representation and to
preserve the community cultural assets within a single district,
please name the North Hollywood District as Council District 2 and add
the following areas to the district:
- Roscoe to Vanowen to Whitset to Laurel Canyon.
- Van Nuys to Woodman and Victory to the Railroad Track, to include
Ararat Charter School.
- Remove the hillside community of Hollywood Hills, etc. and allow
North Hollywood, Valley Glen, Valley Village and Van Nuys to exist in
a single district.
- Include the Glencrest Neighborhood and Cabrini Communities of Sun
Valley in District 2 as recommended by the Sun Valley Neighborhood
Council. This will also bring Saint Leon Cathedral, the Headquarters
of the Armenian Diocese, into our community.
Appreciate your time, attention and support in this matter.
Sincerely,
Matt Yaldezian
I have lived in Los Feliz 67 years. Los Feliz belongs in the same CD as Hollywood, Silverlake, and Atwater.
Patricia Kljunak
Sent from my iPad

Date
10/19/2021 21:50:51

10/19/2021 21:55:39

Name
Elizabeth Lovins

Suzie Abajian

Testiony
Dear All,
I realize it's late, but Los Feliz deserves and warrants more than a 2 minutes discussion. Two nights in a row, that this has happened now. I myself have taken hours away advocating for my community.
It must be noted that Commissioner Friedberg said that majority was against K2.5 before, but that’s not true. Many said they liked K2.5 but needed those slivers added in. She just perverted the meaning of hundreds of
constituents. I believe she misrepresented what the emails sent actually said. I'm speechless.
How does placing Los Feliz with North Hollywood, make sense? Los Feliz, was historically developed as part of Hollywood and is STILL considered East Hollywood. When you think about Los Feliz, you think about
Hollywood. Los Feliz needs to stay in CD13.
Please return and give Los Feliz a proper discussion. Please place Los Feliz with Hollywood, Atwater, Silverlake in the CD13 district.
Thank you,
Elizabeth
--Elizabeth Lovins
Director, Hollywood Art Center, est.1912
http://www.hollywoodartcenterarchive.com-Research Archivist, Art, Design & Architecture MuseumUniversity of California, Santa Barbara-Los Feliz Resident, since 2003
Dear Members of the L.A. Redistricting Commission,

While we appreciate your attempts to ensure the Armenian community is able
to have a voice in this process, map K-2.5 version 3 is still flawed and
unacceptable. Last year the Armenian American community of Los Angeles,
that is a historically marginalized community made up of immigrants and
refugees, overwhelmingly re-elected Councilmember Krekorian who is working
actively on projects of interest in our neighborhoods, our voices and his
mandate should not be silenced! Any district which does not include
communities of North Hollywood, Van Nuys, and Valley Glen as District 2,
would permanently disenfranchise the Armenian Community in Los Angeles.
To ensure that the Armenian community has representation and to preserve
community cultural assets within a single district, please name the North
Hollywood district as Council District 2 and add the following areas to the
district:
Roscoe to Vanowen to Whitset to Laurel Canyon
Van Nuys to Woodman and Victory to the Railroad Track, to include Ararat
Charter School
Remove the hillside communities of Hollywood Hills etc. and allow North
Hollywood, Valley Glen, Valley Village and Van Nuys to exist in a single
district
Please include the Glencrest Neighborhood and Cabrini Communities of Sun
Valley in District 2 as recommended by the Sun Valley Neighborhood Council.
This will also bring Saint Leon Cathedral, the Headquarters of the Armenian
Diocese, into our community.

Thank you for your consideration.
Respectfully,
Suzie Abajian, Ph.D.
Co-Director
Armenian American Action Network
https://armenianamericanactionnetwork.org
###-#### cell

Date
10/19/2021 21:56:58

Name
GREGORY ORSON

10/19/2021 22:03:56

Felicitas Salinas

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commission:
Hillside district all the way!!
I am a 15 plus year homeowner in Whitley Heights and I am asking you to please keep our community in a council district with our hillside neighbors. We have very little in common with Valley and equestrian
communities; but share environmental, commercial, historical and geographical concerns with other hillside communities. Whitley Heights is the first Hollywood HPOZ and the Hollywood Heritage museum is located
here. We grew, as did Hollywood, from the film, music and TV industries. We hill communities share many common phenomena including a very high fire severity zone as well as preservation of our urban wildlife. This
has nothing to do with one council member or the other. In order to have a political voice on legislation concerning us, we need to be aligned with our hillside Communities of Interest. Korea Town is appropriately
reunited; the Jewish community has successfully been kept together; south LA is correct in wanting to not be divided, etc.
Staying together in Hollywood with other hillside communities is the only way we will have a voice in the politics and legislation that affect our security, zoning, development, commercial impact and historical
preservation.
Regards
Greg Orson Whitley Heights Resident
2000 Grace Ave LA 90068
###-####
Sent from my iPhone

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Felicitas Salinas <salinasfelicitas05@gmail.com
To: redistriting.lacity@lacity.org
Cc:
Bcc:
Date: Tue, 19 Oct 2021 19:53:10 -0700
Subject:
Buenas noches soy Felicitas Salinas.
Tengo familia de 5 personas soy residente del distrito 9, Promotora de la
comunidad
Activa soy miembra activa en SODLA mi comunidad no eztamos de acuerdo
conlo que quieren aser porfavor no separen al distrito 9 USC Y EXPO deben
quedarse en el distrito 9. E estado en sus informed en zoom y no se no
entiendo por que la malloria dise mobemos aqui ponemos a ca no juegen con
los distritos ustedes afectarian drasticamemte a el distrito 9 si lo
separan porfavor ponganse seros mi comunidad no queremos vernos afectados
por sus mobimientos de distritos dejen el distrito 9 tal y como esta
porfavor.gracias mil gracias.

10/19/2021 22:44:10

Monica Vacas

Good evening Commission: I did not get to speak this evening and explain to you the reason for CD-6 Keeping the Vulcan Pits area and including all of Glencrest Hills in CD-6.
I think it has been an oversight, but please reconsider these 2 areas to be part of CD-6.
The Vulcan Pits does not offer CD-6 much more population but the remainder of Glencrest Hills might. We have spent many, many years keeping the area around the Vulcan Pits clean, being that it is a landfill in
process causing a lot of dust and poor air quality. This property could be ready for new development during the 10 years of the new redistricting. If CD-6 looses the Vulcan Pits, this it could only be seen as someone's
agenda not to the best interest of Sun Valley. Why take it away from CD-6 now when it is almost ready for new development when it has been part of CD-6 for years.
Also, we worked hard to obtain 1800 signatures to name a community Glencrest Hills. This community happens to be made up of 70% Armenian homeowners. Why would you want to split this? I truly believe this could
be an oversight, contrary to what my prediction could be for the 120+ Acres of the Vulcan Pits.
I ask that you all act in an honorable way and due what is right. I was very pleased to see that you all UNITED Sun Valley as one CD-6, but on the other hand the trade off is not justified.
Please reconsider your position with regards to the Vulcan Pits and Glencrest Hills and leave Vulcan Pits alone continuing to be part of CD-6 and put the silly leftover, (might be an oversight) you took from CD-2 of
Glencrest Hills, into CD-6.
Respectfully,
Monica Vacas
SVANC – President and Outreach Committee Chair
###-#### Cell
###-#### Fax
monicavacas@hotmail.com
-----Original Message----From: Monica Vacas <monicavacas@hotmail.com Sent: Tuesday, October 19, 2021 2:38 PM
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Subject: CD-6 Community correction
Commission: Please keep the Vulcan Pit located on Glenoaks Blvd and Peoria St. in Sun Valley together with all the other industrial properties in Sun Valley with CD6. Also please keep together the Glencrest Hills
community along Vinevalley and Roscoe. This area belonged to CD-2 and now you have placed it in CD-7 and it should be part of the Sun Valley CD-6 community.
Thank you,

Date
10/19/2021 23:03:58

Name
cindy bloom

Testiony
Dear Mr. Ali and Redistricting Commission:
I was going through the public comments this evening and came upon row 1608 with a timestamp of 10/15/2021 10:48:33. A comment by “Dave Depinto” [sic] was listed. This caught my eye because he used to be
our property owners’ association president and moved to Oxnard over 2 years ago. I sent him an email demanding to know why he would submit a comment as a stakeholder when he no longer lives here.
His answer was simple: He did not submit this comment and it was submitted falsely under his name. He was genuinely taken aback and he confirmed that he is in South Carolina visiting his son and is no longer is
involved with any local politics.
Upon rereading his comment: "Please keep Shadow Hills under Mr. Paul Krekorian. We don't want to be part of CD7. I was President of Shadow Hills Home Owners Association for 8 years and supported Karo
Torrossian [sic]. We are Republicans with nothing in common with Pacoima and Sylmar” it is clear that David DePinto did NOT write this for the following reasons (plus the fact he denied submitting any comment):
1. His name is "David DePinto,” not "David Depinto" (with a small p)
2. It is unlikely that he would refer to Paul Krekorian as “Mr. Paul Krekorian.” He would refer to him as “Councilmember Krekorian."
3. Our homeowners’ association is “Shadow Hills Property Owners Association,” NOT “Home Owners Association.”
4. The fraudulent submitter misspelled Karo Torossian’s last name. David DePinto is a professional writer and because he was close with Karo, he would not misspell his name. For background, Karo Torossian ran
against Monica Rodriguez for CD7 a couple of years ago.
5. David is not a Republican; he is an Independent.
The reason I am alerting you is that your online public comment form is deeply flawed. Anyone can comment under false names, presumably can input multiple comments to skew the results, and therefore, cannot be
relied upon for true public sentiment. Can you verify the IPO address? How many other fake comments have been submitted?
The comment at row 1609 seems suspiciously similar in linguistics. I know most people in Shadow Hills and I do not know a Ryan Wells.
How can anyone rely on the public comment form when it is so vulnerable to false, phony, and fake comments from people submitting under fake names? THIS IS VERY ALARMING as the comments are clearly
contaminated. There needs to be some kind of validation as to (1) names; and (2) where they live.
I hope you can rectify this situation ASAP and be able to remove unverified submissions so that they are not considered part of your deliberation process.
Thank you.

10/19/2021 23:26:34

Latora Green

Cindy Bloom
Past President, Shadow Hills Property Owners Association
###-####
Hello,
Please strongly consider moving Sherman Oaks with Studio City and North Hollywood’s district. We have many projects that we work on, together, in our district. We have many of the same common interests.
Thank you,
Latora Green
The Valley of Change
Executive Director

Date
10/19/2021 23:27:11

Name
Danielle Dosch

Testiony
Hi Chair Ali and Commissioners,
You have done an amazing job so far keeping politics out of this process
and listening to the wishes of the community. That said, a huge
misunderstanding and mistake took place last night that we urgently and
kindly yet strongly ask you to fix tonight before it’s too late.
The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Instead, at the last minute, Commissioner Goldberg (while texting or
emailing with cd4 staff) made a politically gerrymandering motion to move
all of Los Feliz into CD4. What resulted was breaking the eastside
communities apart and putting Los Feliz with North Hollywood etc that they
have nothing in common with and are on completely separate sides of the
hill.
We on the eastside ask that you please put Los Feliz back in Cd13 with the
park so that the map makes sense and is with communities of interest. In
order to makeup the population you can shed the area below west Hollywood
seen in the picture below from cd13 which is something that community asked
for anyways and so it’s a win win.
Please please right this wrong. You’ve done such an amazing job so far. We
truly hope you will adjust this tonight.
Thank you,
Danielle Dosch
2919 Angus Street, Los Angeles, CA 9003
<https://www.google.com/maps/search/2919+Angus+Street,+Los+Angeles,+CA+90039?entry=gmail&source=g
9

Date
10/20/2021 0:11:16

Name
Natalie Freidberg

Testiony
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Philip Murphy <mirthy382@gmail.com
Date: Tue, Oct 19, 2021 at 11:27 PM
Subject: Thank You for Service!
To: Natalie Freidberg <natalie.freidberg@lacity.org, <
jackie.goldberg@lacity.org, Denis Cagna <denis.cagna@lacity.org

Dear Commissioners,
As a long time resident of Echo Park I want to thank you all for making a
valiant effort to include Angelino Heights back into
our community where it belongs.
Angelino Heights has historically always been part of Echo Park. My
grandfather’s house on West Kensington Drive overlooks Echo Park Lake. He
and his son, my uncle Gordon, used to walk out their backyard and down the
hill to the lake to go fishing. Gordon and his younger sisters, my mother
Patsy being one of them, used to walk or ride down Kensington to Sunset and
then over to Logan Street School in Echo Park. My grandmother went to the
market and shops in Echo Park which current residents of Angelino Heights
still do to this day. So the exclusion of Angelino Heights from the
neighborhood is absurd and unreasonable.
The arguments that Commissioners Diaz, Brenes, and Mitchell made against
your proposal to include Angelino Heights in Echo Park were specious and
unconvincing, especially in light of the counter arguments you all made to
their points. Plus
their position on this seems hypocritical in that they have stressed the
need to listen to the interests of other communities. Just not ours
apparently. Clearly they have their own agenda. And apparently so does
Chair Ali and some of the other Commissioners, or maybe they were all just
tired and wanted to move on?
The other thing I would like to thank you for Commissioner Freidberg is
claiming a bit more Elysian Park for CD13. As Co-President of the Citizens
Committee to Save Elysian Park it makes sense for the park to be equitably
divided between the two council districts, so that each district and each
Council Member has an equal say and an equal investment in the park. I am
grateful that you were able to claim the “forgotten edge” for us, and am
hopeful that we might gain a bit more to include the Police Academy in our
district as well.
Thank you all for your advocacy and tireless support of the people in our
districts. We appreciate all you are trying to do for us!
Sincerely,

10/20/2021 0:15:03

V Sanchez

Philip Murphy
Dear Commissioners:
Why won't you listen to the pleas from the resident's in Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda? Why will you listen to some members of districts but not all? You are stripping us from the relationships we have built with
our neighboring communities. We have nothing in common with Lake Balboa or Van Nuys, and they feel the same about us. There are open discussions on our neighborhood Apps, Facebook, etc., specifically
expressing discontent with the community displacement. Please help us understand why Encino, Sherman Oaks, and Valley Village had to be add to District 3 and in the process causing us to be discarded like
garbage. We are people with community ties that are now being severed. We are not expendable and deserve to have our voices heard. Stop ignoring us. If it wasn't for Commissioner Cagna, we wouldn't have even
been an after thought.
We are begging you to reconsider the changes to 4-or-2, and keep Woodland Hills, Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda and Tarzana together as district 3. We propose that you instead make Encino, Sherman Oaks, Lake
Balboa, Valley Glen, and Van Nuys District 4-or-2. This would leave the West Valley neighborhoods intact and in the same district.
Best regards,
V. Sanchez

Date
10/20/2021 1:15:54

Name
"Eduardo A. Braniff"

Testiony
Dear Redistricting Commission,
Firstly, please accept my thanks for the rigorous work you are undertaking for the redistricting effort. This is an involved and important effort and your care will benefit many for a long time to come.
Secondly, I am a resident of Sunset Square, COI Area 7 of the HHWNC. Prior iterations of the redistricting map found our neighborhood variously divided and assigned to different districts. As someone who has long
participated in building the community that is Sunset Square, and extending further to Spaulding Square, the idea of a district line running through the middle of the neighborhood was difficult to embrace.
However, your latest iteration of the map, K2.5, amendment 3, keeps the neighborhood as one, drawing the line between it and other districts in a more logical/natural place. We DO NOT want changes to this map as it
applies to our COI/Area 7.
Further, being part of ONE Hollywood neighborhood, including all neighborhoods along Sunset Blvd., will greatly serve all those who will live in CD13. I will again undertake my best efforts to help create a strong
community in service of our neighbors, housed and unhoused, and support CD13 in its efforts to bring LA together.
Thank you,
Eduardo A Braniff
1559 N Genesee Ave
LA CA 90046

Date
10/20/2021 7:24:04

Name
Cord Thomas

Testiony
Greetings Redistricting Commission,
I am writing regarding the 2021 Los Angeles redistricting plan K2.5. I am
very much in opposition to removing East Westchester (portion of
Westchester East of the 405) and a portion of Ladera from CD11 as proposed
in the last-minute update to plan K. I had been tracking previous
proposals and suddenly this change was proposed in the most recent plan
update.

As a resident of Westchester and member of the Neighborhood Council of
Westchester / Playa I very much appreciate my neighbors to the East.
Their participation in our council business as well as our shared
experiences shopping, commuting and living next to each other are
invaluable to our communities.

This area, known as Residential District 11, plays an important and
significant role in our community. Our Neighborhood Council represents the
stakeholders who live, work, and play in the Westchester, Playa del Rey and
Playa Vista communities and is opposed to the transfer of this area into
Council District 8 as has been proposed.

I urge the 2021 Redistricting Commission to keep Residential District 11,
the area named Ladera/Triangle, within boundaries in Council District 11.
The boundary of this starts with an ‘L’ shape on the north between 62nd and
63rd Streets, extending from three blocks west of La Cienega Blvd. to La
Brea, and south on La Cienega into the Triangle area south of Centinela
Ave. to east of the 405 Fwy. The area has become an integral part of our
community and has strong ties to the Westchester/Playa community.

Thank you for your consideration.
-Cord Thomas
Neighborhood Council of Westchester / Playa <https://www.ncwpdr.org/
Residential District 9 Director, Westport Heights
Click here to sign up for newsletters
<https://www.ncwpdr.org/user/register
Treasurer
Member, Neighborhood Council Sustainability Alliance <https://www.ncsa.la/
Representative, Neighborhood Council Coalition <http://www.lancc.org/

10/20/2021 7:36:34

Ian Jack

*Working Together to Make our Community Better*
I am writing again to thank you for all the Commission’s hard work. I have
lived in Windsor Square for over 30 years as a part of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you again for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2.
As I continue to follow the redistricting process I see and hear
the challenges you have faced and sincerely want to tell you how much
I appreciate the fact
Greater Wilshire remains together and with our similar neighborhoods to the
west, in new District 5.
I appreciate the Commission’s following the census data, voting rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voices of the people, like me, who actually reside in our area — as you
make your determinations. Gratefully & Respectfully,
Ian Jack
630 S Lucerne Blvd.

Date
10/20/2021 7:51:34

10/20/2021 8:13:33

10/20/2021 8:13:53

10/20/2021 8:17:25

Name
Mark Mynhier

Testiony
We support Map K2.5 amendment 3, which keeps Cheviot Hills and the Westside Neighborhood Council unified within CD5 and preserves our communities of interest.

Abbey McBride

Mark Mynhier
2818 Forrester Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90064
As a resident of CD4, I want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to stay together! Don’t divide our community!

Victoria Pergament

Abbey McBride
Resident of Silverlake
As a resident of CD4, we want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to stay together! Don’t divide our community!

Nicole Marzan

Victoria Pergament
+1 ###-####
vpergament@gmail.com
Hello As a resident of CD4, we want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to stay together! Don’t divide our community!
Best,

10/20/2021 8:17:59
10/20/2021 8:18:52
10/20/2021 8:25:15

Jonathan Forgang
Remy Pearce
Nat Pastor

Nicole Marzan
As a resident of CD4, we want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to stay together! Don’t divide our community!
As a resident of CD4, we want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to stay together! Don’t divide our community!
*Hello,*
*As a resident of CD4, we want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to
stay together! Don’t divide our community!*

10/20/2021 8:34:24

Curt Duffy

10/20/2021 8:37:29

PW Johnston

10/20/2021 8:40:39

Jill Cordes

10/20/2021 8:42:24

Craig DiGregorio

-Nat Pastor
2339 Kenilworth Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90039
Hello Commissioners, I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Sent from my iPad
As a resident of CD4, I want Los Feliz, Silver Lake and Griffith Park to
stay together. Please don't divide our community.
Sincerely,
Philip Johnston
Silver Lake
*- As a resident of CD4, we want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to
stay together! Don’t divide our community! This is ludicrous! Jill Cordes,
Silverlake resident*
To Whom It May Concern:
As a resident of CD4, I *DO NOT* support the division of our community. Please keep Silverlake, Los Feliz, and Griffith Park together. Thank you, Craig DiGregorio

Date
10/20/2021 8:42:55

Name
Dennis Miller

10/20/2021 8:44:37

Chris Widin

Testiony
I have sat through your meeting many nights, my neighborhood comes up at
the last.minute. The Commissioners are tired, and want to go home. Your
decision will affect many lives, We have not been given real
consideration. We had no time to respond largely because K2.5 was a very
last minute change. I am sending my letter with the backing of the
Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa.
Thank you,
-- Dennis Miller
NCWP Board Member
Residential District 11
Do you really need to print this e-mail?
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain
confidential and/or legally privileged information. It is solely for the
use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or
disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the
Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended
recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of the
communication.
Hello,
I'm a resident of Sherman Oaks, and I want to remain in CD4.
Please listen to us. Please don't disrespect the will of the people.

10/20/2021 8:46:25

Steven Linde

Thank you,
Chris
Dear officials The Eastside communities overwhelmingly called and wrote in to support map
k2.5 because we were put with communities of interest (Hollywood, Los
Feliz, Silverlake, Attwater). The only adjustment the community asked for
was to keep Griffith Park in Los Feliz (which shouldn’t have been hard
since the park has no population) and to add small slivers that had been
removed from Los Feliz like the Oaks and Waverly Heights.
Los Feliz has nothing in common with areas in the deep valley such as North
Hollywood, Valley Glen and Toluca Lake. Los Feliz wants to be represented
in the same council as our neighbors in Hollywood, Silver Lake and Atwater.
The new CD4 looks to be the most Gerrymandered shape of all and we demand
equal representation.
In order to make up the population you can shed the area below West
Hollywood seen in the picture below from CD13 which is something that that
community asked for anyways and so it’s a *win win*.

10/20/2021 8:51:14

Aylin Ghookhassian

Thank you,
While we appreciate the commission's attempts to ensure the Armenian community is able to have a voice in this process, map K-2.5 version 3 is still flawed and unacceptable. Last year we overwhelmingly re-elected
Councilmember Krekorian who is working actively on projects of interest in our neighborhood, our voices and his mandate should not be silenced! Any district which does not include communities of North Hollywood,
Van Nuys, and Valley Glen as District 2, would permanently disenfranchise the Armenian Community in Los Angeles.
To ensure that the Armenian community has representation and to preserve community cultural assets within a single district, please name the North Hollywood district as Council District 2 and add the following areas
to the district:
• Roscoe to Vanowen to Whitset to Laurel Canyon
• Van Nuys to Woodman and Victory to the Railroad Track, to include
Ararat Charter School
• Remove the hillside communities of Hollywood Hills etc. and allow North Hollywood, Valley Glen, Valley Village and Van Nuys to exist in a single district
•
Please include the Glencrest Neighborhood and Cabrini Communities of
Sun Valley in District 2 as recommended by the Sun Valley Neighborhood Council. This will also bring Saint Leon Cathedral, the Headquarters of the Armenian Diocese, into our community.
The community stands strong and is hopeful that you will make the right choice.
Aylin G.
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

Date
10/20/2021 8:52:01

Name
Josh Scarcella

Testiony
HiI'm writing to express to you how disappointed I am in map K2.5. CM Raman
was elected by a wave of renters represented in Los Feliz, Sherman Oaks,
Koreatown, and Hollywood. To remove the CM from the majority of a district
that voted for her to fight for all Angelenos (housed or unhoused, poor or
wealthy) seems arbitrary at best, and punitive at worst.
As a renter in Los Feliz since 2015, I've seen care for the community from
my current council member I haven't seen before her term. The engagement
community members show for city politics and government solutions is also
greater than it was prior to CM Raman being elected. The redistricting
would also cut short important and humane work the council office has been
handling in response to homelessness and the housing crisis in our
community.
This process has been rushed and I'm urging you, the LACCRC, to reconsider
approving this map, that totally disregards the massive voter turnout we
saw in the 2020 election.

10/20/2021 8:59:20

Gary Adamyan

Thank you for reading.
-Josh Scarcella
(###-####
Dear City of Los Angeles Redistricting Commissioners:
My name is Gor Adamyan and I’m a proud resident of the City of Los Angeles.
While I appreciate the Commission's attempts to ensure that the Armenian American community is able to have a voice in the redistricting process, map K-2.5 version 3 is still flawed and unacceptable. Last year, Los
Angeles City Councilmember Paul Krekorian was overwhelmingly re-elected. He is working actively on projects of interest in the East San Fernando Valley region. Our voices and his mandate should not be silenced!
Any district which does not include the contiguous communities of North Hollywood, Van Nuys, and Valley Glen within District 2 would permanently disenfranchise the Armenian community in Los Angeles.
To ensure that the Armenian community has representation and to preserve community cultural assets within a single district, please name the North Hollywood district within Council District 2 and add the following
areas to the district:
●

Roscoe to Vanowen to Whitset to Laurel Canyon.

●

Van Nuys to Woodman and Victory to the Railroad Track, with the Ararat Charter School included.

●

Remove the hillside communities of Hollywood Hills, and allow for North Hollywood, Valley Glen, Valley Village and Van Nuys to exist within a single district.

●
Please include the Glencrest Neighborhood and the Cabrini Communities of Sun Valley in District 2, as recommended by the Sun Valley Neighborhood Council. This will also bring the Saint Leon Cathedral, the
headquarters of the Armenian Diocese, into our community.
Many thanks, in advance, for your serious consideration in making the aforementioned recommended adjustments on the map.
Sincerely,

10/20/2021 9:25:36

Janelle Brown

Gor adamyan
As a resident of CD4, I am horrified by the plans to gerrymander our district into nonexistence.
Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park should stay together - don’t divide our community and disenfranchise our voices.
Keep the CD-4 communities intact. I support Map L over any alternative proposals.
Thank you,
Janelle Brown

Date
10/20/2021 9:34:08

Name
Chris Matt

Testiony
Hello My husband and I live in Los Feliz, right by Griffith Park. We love this
area!! I rarely get involved in local politics but am writing because I
feel really passionately that what is happening with this attempt to
redistrict my area is wrong. It seems to be pointedly about removing our
fairly elected City Councilmember Nithiya Raman.
I am writing to ask you to PLEASE not change the configuration of Los
Feliz, Griffith Park and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please
keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4.
Thank you -

10/20/2021 9:38:30

Kirker Butler

Christina & Matt
As an almost two decade resident of District 4 I DO NOT want my district
broken up. We are the ones who live and work here, we are the ones who
elected our current council person to represent us. Do not break up
Silverlake, Los Feliz and Griffith Park.
Thank you.

10/20/2021 9:44:03

Savannah Ashour

Kirker Butler
Silverlake
Hello,
As a resident of CD4 located in the Los Feliz flats (Mariposa betw
Hollywood and Franklin), I've been following the news of redistricting.
Writing in to say that I have a very strong preference for remaining part
of the Los Feliz / Silverlake community that encompasses Griffith Park. Los
Feliz and Hollywood are distinctly different communities facing
unique issues, and separating them and their interests does not make sense.
Please take residents' opinions into account instead of remapping our
districts in confusing backroom processes.

10/20/2021 9:48:13

Steven Karic

Thanks,
Savannah Ashour
(###-####
Commissioners:
Thank you for all the Commission's hard work. I live in Windsor Square, a part of Greater Wilshire, on North Norton Avenue. Thank you for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. Greater Wilshire remains together and with our
similar neighborhoods to the west, in new District 5. We share our schools, local newspapers, parks, sports leagues, historic homes, and our churches and synagogues.
I appreciate the Commission's following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people who actually reside in our area - as you make
your determinations. Please do not be distracted by organized political interference aimed at derailing or delegitimizing your efforts.
Respectfully,
Steven S. Karic - WORKING REMOTELY
HAMBURG, KARIC, EDWARDS & MARTIN LLP
1900 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 1800
Los Angeles, California 9###-####
Office ###-####, Ext. 140
Fax Line ###-####
Mobile ###-####
e-mail skaric@hkemlaw.com<mailto:skaric@hkemlaw.com
website www.hkemlaw.com<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__www.hkemlaw.com_&d=DwMFAg&c=jozbAXBGpZCeJmnQ9SThA&r=jY57DnBZ4gcJIPnfuUlTm97WuNSIIvV1CAgB97T3V0A&m=KsO9T7m0QyQPTE4rfuPubMLUL5nql-5tbc0eNDgh0v0&s=fZ8ilwFwhCX8O2jos6BI5tuPP2nMAKlLfGUfHNaA9YU&e=
To comply with IRS regulations, we advise you that any discussion of federal tax issues in this e-mail (or attachment) was not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, by you (i) to avoid any penalties
imposed under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii) to promote, market or recommend to another party any transaction or matter herein addressed.
THIS E-MAIL IS SENT BY A LAW FIRM AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED OR CONFIDENTIAL. IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT OR THE PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR
DELIVERING IT TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, PLEASE DELETE THE E-MAIL AND ANY ATTACHMENTS, AND NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY REPLY E-MAIL. THANK YOU.

Date
10/20/2021 9:48:28

Name
Lee Eisenberg

10/20/2021 9:48:28

Lee Eisenberg

10/20/2021 9:52:36

ARIELA HASHEM

Testiony
To Whom It May Concern:
I've lived in Laurel Canyon for eleven years and I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in
CD4.
Thank you for your time.
Best,
Lee Eisenberg
To Whom It May Concern:
I've lived in Laurel Canyon for eleven years and I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in
CD4.
Thank you for your time.
Best,
Lee Eisenberg
Hello Commissioners,I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
I have lived in this Community most of my entire life! I am my parent's full-time caregiver and we own a lovely home off Melrose and Stanley Avenue. Our beautiful community is being destroyed by all the Sneaker
shops, unlicensed vendors on the streets, daily crimes including robberies and shootings.

10/20/2021 9:53:05

Jenna Milly

10/20/2021 9:55:17

Pia Ricci

10/20/2021 9:55:42

Lauren Poor

10/20/2021 9:59:21

Indu Subaiya

Now to hear that you want to move us to District 13 is heartwrenching! I'm begging you to please allow us to stay in District 5. Rather than making things more difficult for us with all the ongoing problems in our
community, why not help us?
NO TO MOVING US TO DISTRICT 13! KEEP MELROSE IN DISTRICT 5!!
Sincerely,
Ariela HashemHome owner:741 North Stanley Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90046Telephone: (###-####
Hi,
As a resident of CD4, we want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to stay together! Don’t divide our community!
Thank you ! Jenna Cros2611 Locksley Pl.
*As a resident of CD4, we want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to
stay together! Don’t divide our community!*
*Sincerely,*
*Pia Ricci*
*90039*
Hello,
I am a resident of the Los Feliz flats and I want to remain part of the community that encompasses Silverlake and Griffith Park. Thank you,
Lauren Poor
Dear commissioners,
Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park share so much in common from civic
initiatives to our diverse culture. We have historically been part of CD4.
Splitting us apart would be detrimental to our sense of community. Please
keep us together.
Thank you,
Indu Subaiya

10/20/2021 10:01:04

-Indu Subaiya, MD MBA
Co-founder | President | Catalyst @ Health 2.0
<https://www.catalyst.health
https://www.induspeaks.com | Tw <https://twitter.com/bluetopaz FB
<https://www.facebook.com/indusubaiya IG
<https://www.instagram.com/indusubaiya/ LI
<https://www.linkedin.com/in/indu-subaiya-md-mba-14b779/
Christopher Brady-Denton
I live in Los Feliz. My wife and I have always lived in CD4 and take great
pride in our district. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the
configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the
Hollywood Hills in the current map.
Please keep all of these neighborhoods in CD4.
-Chris Brady-Denton

Date
10/20/2021 10:02:54

Name
Andrea Richards

Testiony
Dear Distinguished City Leaders,
I won’t claim to understand the redistricting process but as a resident of CD4, I would like to say that we want the communities of Los Feliz, Silver Lake, and Griffith Park to stay together. We are neighbors who share
similar concerns about our local communities, such as protecting our urban wildlife, helping individuals who are unhoused or risk housing security, and caring for the public schools our children go to together. City
leaders and districts need to bring people who live together, together, not create artificial districts that put politics over people.

10/20/2021 10:13:27

10/20/2021 10:16:48

"K. D. Harryman"

Marcia Lewis Smith

Thank you,
Andrea Richards
resident of Silver Lake.
Hello, as a resident of CD4 I have come to appreciate my immediate community of Griffith Park, Los Feliz and Silverlake. I am very much against any redistricting that would separate those neighborhoods. Please don’t
divide our community!
Karen Harryman
CD4 resident, Locksley Place, Silverlake
Commissioners;
My husband and I watched the meeting on Monday and againlast night. We were shocked by the cruel and callous way USC and ExpositionPark were taken out of CD8 and put back in asset rich CD9.
What made it especially disturbing was that you, as acommission, have done such an outstanding job listening to stakeholders acrossthe city and working hard to accommodate them. We heard many residents of CD8
speak over many meetings about returningUSC and the museums to 8 in order to correct the inequity created by pastredistricting.
There was a vote on Monday. It was legal and valid. Therules are the rules. Then suddenly on Tuesday, a motion was introduced to reverseMonday’s vote. It was so poorly crafted that several commissioners needed
itrepeated and explained several times.
We watched in confusion, not because the motion wasunclear, but because there was no real explanation as to why CD8 didn’t deservethese assets or what the commission could do to give them a financial base
toreplace them.
It was ugly and more than a little icky; something doesn’tfeel right about what happened. We don’t live in CD8, but we live in LosAngeles and creating a level field is the only way forward. Hopefully, as a commission,
you can come together, apply the creativity you’ve done across the map and comeup with a solution.
Sincerely,

10/20/2021 10:19:56

Anastasia

Marcia & Mark Smith
Hello all,

I'm a resident of Los Feliz. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the
configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the
Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep all of these neighborhoods
in CD4.

These neighborhoods have been in CD4 for decades. They’re all connected to
Griffith Park and have common interests related to fire safety, tourism,
wildlife, preservation, and more. We’ve been working with the council
office on all these issues and that work needs to continue. There’s also
important work being done on homelessness that would be derailed by a
change in councilmember. We have elected our councilmember for a reason and
would hate to see this undone in one fell swoop, disenfranchising our
district. We would appreciate your consideration and understanding on this
matter.

Thank you for your time.
Anastasia Pahules

Date
10/20/2021 10:19:56

10/20/2021 10:20:38

10/20/2021 10:24:41

10/20/2021 10:25:36

10/20/2021 10:30:02

Name
Anastasia

Testiony
Hello all,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the
configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the
Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep all of these neighborhoods
in CD4.
These neighborhoods have been in CD4 for decades. They’re all connected to
Griffith Park and have common interests related to fire safety, tourism,
wildlife, preservation, and more. We’ve been working with the council
office on all these issues and that work needs to continue. There’s also
important work being done on homelessness that would be derailed by a
change in councilmember. We have elected our councilmember for a reason and
would hate to see this undone in one fell swoop, disenfranchising our
district. We would appreciate your consideration and understanding on this
matter.
Thank you for your time.
Anastasia Pahules
hopeheaney@ca.rr.comMy husband, Stephen, and I are long-time residents of Windsor Square,
which is part of Greater Wilshire. We appreciate the hard work and
efforts the Commission has been providing to the redistricting process
currently underway, and would like to offer our thanks for Plan K2.5,
Amendment 2, which, within the new District 5, allows Greater Wilshire
to remain together and combined with similar neighborhoods to the
west. As the Commission strives to make its determinations, we
appreciate in particular the Commission's commitment to following the
census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest,
neighborhood council boundaries--as well as the voices of the people
who actually reside in this area. We thank you for taking our point of
view into consideration.
Respectfully submitted,
Hope Heaney
Ro Salie
Hello Commissioners,
Valley Glen should be removed from CD2/4 and replaced with Sherman Oaks to
the 101 freeway. Having Sherman Oaks at least remain in the CD4 area
including Studio City and extending to the southeast with Hollywood Hills
to Loz Feliz will make more sense as these communities share unique
concerns living in watershed hillside neighborhoods.
Rose D'Quilope
Oren Uziel
Hi, I live in the Silver Lake portion of CD4 and I'm very upset about the proposed reconfiguration of the district map. Why such drastic changes? This feels like a politically motivated move to oust Nithya Raman, who
very recently won her election fair and square. Let her try to do her job for her elected term and then let the voters decide. One voter shouldn't have more rights than another, and certainly Nithya Raman shouldn't be
taken from the place where she received far more votes than her opponent and reassigned to an area where no one voted for her.Thank you,
Oren Uziel
Jennifer Koziol
Hi there,

As a resident of CD4, we want Los Felix, Silverlake and Griffith Park to stay together. Don’t divide our community.

Thank you,

10/20/2021 10:39:10

"Dr. Cheryl Revkin"

Jennifer
I am a stakeholder and longtime community activist in CD4. I STRONGLY believe that Silver Lake, Los Feliz and Griffith Park absolutely need to see in CD4. Please do not redistrict me out of CD4!
Dr. Cheryl Revkin

Date
10/20/2021 10:49:21

Name
Mary-Cate LaBonge

10/20/2021 10:50:16

Wally Marks

Testiony
To the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission and others,
I urge you to keep the communities of Los Feliz, Silver Lake, and Griffith
Park united under the Fourth District. Like so many others, I'm a
stakeholder of all of these communities in multiple ways, a 23-year
resident of Silver Lake, a frequent patron of Los Feliz, an admirer of the
abundant trails and beautiful spaces in Griffith Park.
I understand redistricting is no simple task, and accounting for the
population shifts of the last ten years cannot resolve every wish of every
resident. But the maps being considered currently would drastically change
the districts that these communities have worked so hard to build and
support—I urge you to restore CD4 as closely as possible to keep essential
parts of this district together.
Thank you,
Mary-Cate LaBonge
Hello Commissioners:
I submit my public comment with respect to the Miracle Mile district of the City, namely Wilshire Boulevard, in concert with this body's efforts to redraw the boundary of each council districts.
I have a neutral position with respect to which council member oversees the Miracle Mile neighborhood, but I strongly urge that Wilshire Boulevard is not divided north and south and resulting in split oversight with two
distinct council districts.
I support the latest map, K2.5: amendment 4.
Thank you. Wally Marks

Wally Marks
WALTER N. MARKS, INC.
Helms Hall of Fame
8758 Venice Boulevard, Suite 100
Los Angeles, CA 90034
###-#### (o)
###-#### (m)
###-#### (internal) - please add this number to your digital rolodex
Check out our updated, Helms Bakery website: www.helmsbakerydistrict.com<http://www.helmsbakerydistrict.com/

"There are manifold restraints to which every person is necessarily subject for the common good. On any other basis, organized society could not exist with safety to its members. Society based on the rule that each
one is a law unto himself would soon be confronted with disorder and anarchy." Justice John Marshall Harlan - 1905

10/20/2021 10:50:54

Lindy Goldstein

10/20/2021 10:51:30

Nathaniel Miller

[This is the implicit social contract, quietly rooted in structures of trust and an understanding of what we owe each other.] Kyle Harper, U of Ok.
-I am a resident of the Sunset Square Neighborhood
-Our Community of Interest or “COI" is Area 7 of the HHWNC
-Thank you for latest iteration of the map, Map K2.5, amendment 3, which keeps our COI together
-We do not want any changes to this map as it applies to our COI/Area 7.
-We also think being in CD13 is best fit for our community because it unifies all of the Hollywood neighborhoods along Sunset Blvd.
I'm a resident of CD4. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep all of these neighborhoods in CD4.
Please don’t break up my neighborhood and remove me from the district whose council member I fought so hard to get elected.
My neighborhood of Los Feliz and these associated neighborhoods have been in CD4 for decades. They’re all connected to Griffith Park and have common interests related to fire safety, tourism, wildlife, preservation,
and more. We’ve been working with the council office on all these issues and that work needs to continue. There’s also important work being done on homelessness that would be derailed by a change in
councilmember.
Thanks for your time.

10/20/2021 10:53:25

Eva

Nathaniel Miller
###-####
1655 Hillhurst Ave Ste 201
Los Angeles, CA 90027
Please consider voting no on this bill . I am along time resident of lake Hollywood estate and joining the wildlife and all connected issues your changes would be major destruction to humans residents and animals as
well thanks of your consideration on this matter Eva Brasch
Sent from my iPad

Date
10/20/2021 10:55:54

Name
Mitra Parineh

Testiony
To whom it may concern,

I am a resident of Los Feliz, residing in CD4. We are concerned that our
district is being separated from Griffith Park and very much *oppose* this
separation. We wish to remain in CD4.

Thank you,
Mitra Parineh

-Mitra Parineh
gempari.com

10/20/2021 10:57:37

Susan Pintar

10/20/2021 10:58:06

DC

###-####
I am a resident of Sunset Square. Thank-you for listening to our Community.
And thank-you for the latest iteration of Map K2.5, amendment 3. This keeps
our Community of Interest, Area 7 of the HHWNC, together. Please keep it
that way.
Thanks again.
Susan K. Pintar
1636 N. Stanley Ave.
LA, CA 90046
LA City Council Redistricting Commission 2021,
Attached is our letter objecting to the proposed Redistricting Map K2.5
Thank you,
Diann Corral
*Diann Corral, President*
*Laurel Grove Neighborhood Association*
*laurelgroveneighborhood@gmail.com <laurelgroveneighborhood@gmail.com*
*###-#### <(###-####9-1388*
[image: image.png]

Date
10/20/2021 11:00:04

Name
Testiony
"Susan @ GlencrestHills"
Dear Commissioners,
I respectfully request that you to fix the area in CD6 as illustrated below,
so all of Glencrest Hills (http://www.glencresthills.com) which is part of
Sun Valley falls into CD6. It just makes better sense. One side of Vine
Valley per your Amended Map 4 shows that it is in CD6, the other side is
CD7. I am sure this is just an oversight and so appreciate your help fixing
this.
Google Forms Comment made 10/18/21, line 1790
(https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1bNbLMrWTs1dWqP7lHmJkOZtTpZ08y3Jg3wW
AcbuXLhI/edit#gid=###-####2)
RE: K2.5 Amendment 2: Please go to the Sun Valley Area Neighborhood Council
(SVANC) website to view the overlay map to the SVANC borders:
https://www.svanc.com/city-council-redistricting-alert/ . Please extend out
the CD6 borders so both sides of those streets are in CD6 & don't fall into 2
different districts. Please extend the border as it was for CD2 to the SVANC
border. You can see how it was drawn on the SVANC website link on the
"Current Council District map." Thank you for your help. (Sorry, it was
hard for me to draw the overlay map accurately, I tried!)
This is the problem area circled in RED:
Thank you so much for your hard work and attention.
Best regards,
Susan Lustig

10/20/2021 11:03:52

Jeremy Berg

Susan Lustig
T: ###-####
C: ###-####
Susan@glencresthills.com
http://www.glencresthills.com
*As a resident of CD4, we want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to
stay together! Don’t divide our community!*
*Thank you -*

10/20/2021 11:06:57

10/20/2021 11:16:20

Agata Monica

Will Dewitt

*Jeremy Berg*
Hello, I'm a resident of Hollywood near Griffith Park. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep all of
these neighborhoods in CD4. It does not make sense to split up these areas that have been close neighbors for so long. Please do what’s right and keep CD4 together.
Thank you,
Agata Smieciuszewski
I'm a resident of the Los Feliz , and I am writing to urge this commission to keep our neighborhood together with Griffith Park and other hillside communities and in Council District 4. We have been part of CD4 and
connected to Griffith Park for decades. We have common issues that we have to deal with: fire safety, tourism, wildlife, etc. We have a good relationship with our current council office and don’t want to have to do the
work to build that relationship all over again—especially during the more extreme fire seasons which we now have to deal with.
Please don’t separate and endanger our communities by breaking us up and severing our ties to our Council office. Thank you, Will

Date
10/20/2021 11:16:31

Name
Don Andres

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,

At last night's meeting some Commissioners asked why some changes were being
requested when no one raised their hand to say anything.
That is because changes to our area were made at the last minute on Monday
night with no chance to respond as a community --- thus, we are responding
by email.

It is unlikely that we will be able to generate the amount feedback that you
have received from our neighbors in Los Feliz but please consider this
request
as seriously. We advocate and are the caretakers of Runyon Canyon.

Our neighborhood abuts Runyon Canyon and we are now divided between 2
Council Districts which will make it impossible get the proper response and
representation we will need to help us with both Runyon Canyon Park and
related neighborhood impacts.

Please make the following changes and put our neighborhood Association back
together with CD4 as was previously defined in your K2.5-1 Map (screen shot
enclosed of our area) --- Laurel Canyon to the West, La Brea to the East
and make Hollywood Blvd our Southern Border.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to reach out to me.

Thank you,

Don

Don Andres, President
Franklin/Hollywood West Residents Association
<mailto:Andres2007@sbcglobal.net Andres2007@sbcglobal.net
###-#### (cell)

Note: The Franklin/Hollywood West Residents Association consists of more
than 250 residents. If copied on this email, their respective email
addresses do not appear due to privacy reasons.

From: Don Andres [mailto:andres2007@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, October 19, 2021 10:47 AM
To: 'frank.cardenas@lacity.org' <frank.cardenas@lacity.org;
'paul@redistrictingpartners.com' <paul@redistrictingpartners.com;
'fred.ali@lacity.org' <fred.ali@lacity.org;
'redistricting.lacity@lacity.org' <redistricting.lacity@lacity.org

Date
10/20/2021 11:18:52

Name
Blake Robin

Testiony
Cherished Redistricting commissioners:
Quite simply, Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park share so much in common from civic initiatives to our diverse culture. We have historically been part of CD4. Splitting us apart would be detrimental to our sense of
community. Please keep us together.
Best,
Blake

10/20/2021 11:24:49

---------------------------------------------Blake Robin | Composer/Producer
blake@nolitala.com | ###-####
http://nolitala.com | twit @discoworkout
"Jacqueline Muñoz Geoghegan"
*To the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission —*

*I'm a Los Feliz resident and a stakeholder in the communities of Silver
Lake and Griffith Park. Keeping these communities together in Council
District 4 is critical. I urge you to restore CD4 to keep vital parts of
this district that we all know and love.Thank you for your consideration,*

10/20/2021 11:33:48

Christine Rhoden

*Jacqueline Muñoz Geoghegan *
As a resident of CD4, we want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to stay together! Don’t divide our community!

Sincerely,

Christine Guapo Rhoden
Certified End of Life Doula
###-####

10/20/2021 11:38:30

Daniel Chun

10/20/2021 11:39:17

"P.J. Byrne"

IG: @beingthere_eoldoula <https://www.instagram.com/beingthere_eoldoula/
Hello As a resident of the hollywood hills who is currently in District 4, I
would like to request that you please keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park
together with our CD4 neighborhoods. We share a common interest when it
comes to fire safety, preservation, wildlife, and other hillside or
hillside-adjacent issues. Thank you,
Danny Chun
To all our civic leaders who have a say in redistricting,Please!As a resident of CD4, we want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to stay together! Don’t divide our community!
I woke at 4 AM from shooting a tv show in Austrailia to get this email in to you in time. Please keep us together!
All the best,PJ Byrne

Date
10/20/2021 11:42:12

Name
Andy Kneis

Testiony
Hello LA City leaders,
My name is Andy Kneis and I'm a resident of Los Feliz. I'm writing to ask
that you do not move ahead with the redistricting that would change the
layout of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood
Hills in the current map. I believe it's in the best interest of the city
to keep all of these neighborhoods in CD4.
I've been reading up on the issue and talking with neighbors, and I have
come to appreciate the history of these neighborhoods that have been in CD4
for decades. A friend of mine who does work with the city mentioned that
these districts are all connected to Griffith Park and all work together to
maximize their efforts in fire safety, wildlife preservation, tourism, and
more. I'm afraid redistricting could affect these vital services to our
neighborhood.
I also have been closely following Councilmember Nithya Raman's important
work with the homeless. I believe the vital work she is doing in the area
with city employees and constituents of CD4 would be derailed by a change
in councilmember.
With these factors in mind, I believe that our neighborhood could be
negatively affected by the map change, I hope that you reconsider the
current plan.

10/20/2021 11:44:00

Julia Corsaro

Thank you for your time!
Andy Kneis
4700 Ambrose Ave
Los Angeles CA, 90027
I live in Los Feliz, and I am asking this commission to keep our neighborhood together with Griffith Park and the hillside communities to the west of the park. And all of these areas should be in Council District 4.
This district has a long history representing this area. It’s Tom LaBonge’s district.
We have to deal with the same fires, the same tourist buses, and the same sensitive wildlife.
We have a good relationship with our Council office and want to keep it that way. Thanks for all the work this commission is doing. And thanks for hearing my comment.
Sincerely,
Julia Corsaro, CD4 Resident

Date
10/20/2021 11:44:18

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received. Thank you.
On Wed, Oct 20, 2021 at 6:42 AM Kristen Stavola <
kristen@wearelaurelcanyon.org wrote:
Commissioner Diaz,
Thank you for trying to keep our evacuation/emergency prep issues in one
council district.
I respectfully suggest that before the latest map be released, Laurel and
Nichols Canyon’s evacuation routes be restored by the commission staff.
Please ask Paul and ED Cardenas to push South to weho border, west to
marmont and east to Sierra Bonita. This all currently exists in CD4. This
is 4k people. The numbers can work, especially if you address either Los
Feliz or Franklin Canyon or both.
At a mtg in January, LADWP’s Director of Power transmission and
distribution estimated it would cost half a billion dollars to bury our
Canyon’s power lines. That will never happen. Climate science will continue
to kick LADWP’s behind with winds, rain and more of those stunning lighting
storms we witnessed last week.
Our area has hundreds of 80+ yo old, massive eucalyptus trees
(widowmakers) that are
either sick or in need of maintenance. The board of public works and the
city’s chief arborist both recognize the area has a dangerous tree crisis.
Three have closed areas of Laurel Canyon Blvd this year already. This will
happen more often as these trees, many in the public right of way, are
coming upon their life expectancy.
Erosion is bringing down multiple hillsides with each rain… or exploding
water mains, take your pick. Four incidents so far this calendar year
have closed major hillside arteries, including LC Blvd and Mulholland
Just last week we had three brush fires, one resulting in an arrest for
arson, blown transformers, downed trees and live wires - and the power was
out again in Laurel and Nichols Canyons while multiple LADWP crews worked
overtime to restore. Power outages in Laurel Canyon are frequent and affect
traffic from West Hollywood to Studio City and beyond.
Friedberg and Goldberg’s complete disregard for the safety of thousands of
Hillside residents and their stirred ire over the area being revisited
last night smacks of political maneuvering.
There is a HUGE Frank Gehry development breaking ground shortly at 8150
Sunset, the south west corner of sunset & crescent heights. Make no mistake
about this, they are pillaging for assets.
Not so fast, commissioners.
This intersection has a historically been the entrance to Laurel Canyon.
Just ask Joni Mitchell who references the hallowed ground where Garden of
Allah once stood … before developers paved paradise to put up a parking
lot. Or Stephen Srills, for what it’s worth, his protest anthem was penned
about the counter culture Sunset Riots at Pandora’s Box- where our Traffic
Island now stands- that traffic island was part of an over a year long
battle with developers in 2018-19!
No arbitrary neighborhood council boundary shall put the lives of hillside
residents in further danger nor shall it erase Laurel Canyon history!
I am writing to you as someone who has dedicated some 15,000 volunteer
hours focused on public safety in this area.
If you were to contact lapd, lafd, ladwp, dot, the board of public works,
urban forestry or the mayor’s office and ask them who the most organized
neighborhood is in this city for emergency prep… it’s Laurel Canyon.
LAPD and LAFD ask us to help other communities prep and organize. I was on
calls and texting with fire officials during last night’s mtg asking if it
was more important to clear a path east to LaBrea or South to WeHo border.
This email reflects the opinions shared.
LAPD and LAFD are taxed enough post pandemic, EMD is rudderless at this

Date
10/20/2021 11:45:33

Name
Testiony
James Clement Burns Hi
I live in Los Feliz and am writing concerning the current redistricting
process.
My family and I feel strongly that we should remain in CD4 and remain
connected to Griffith Park.
Thanks,

10/20/2021 11:47:10

Maureen Meyer

James
To Whom It May Concern:
As a resident of CD4, we want Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park to
stay together! PLEASE don’t divide our community!
Best,
Maureen Meyer
(Resident of Silver Lake)

10/20/2021 11:52:23

Riley Montgomery

Maureen Meyer
IG @_maureen_meyer_
maureenmeyer.com <http://maureenmeyerdesign.com
Hello commissioners,
I, along with my neighbors and fellow Echo Park residents, have been trying, and pleading, with the commission to add Angelino Heights into CD-13 on the new proposed Draft Map K2.5 Revision 3 (now revision 4)
Firstly I must applaud Commissioners Freidberg, Cagna, and Goldberg for their intelligent defense of this proposal. As Commissioner Goldberg said last night, the residents of Angelino Heights want to be in CD-13.
They overlook Echo Park Lake and directly border it. Their community is intrinsically linked to Echo Park, the lake, and they are in the heart of our community.
After hearing Commissioner Freidberg's proposal to do this, I was dismayed, perplexed, and bewildered as to why the proposal was immediately shut down by Commissioners Diaz, Brenes, and Mitchell. They are
seemingly ignoring all public comment and testimony for a region they seem to know nothing about.
For the sake of Echo Park and CD-13, the redistricting committee must listen to the public to understand the needs of our unique community. We have made it clear time and time again our desire to have the majority of
Echo Park unified under CD-13. This includes Echo Park Lake's surrounding neighborhoods like Angelino Heights. Up to this point the commissioners have been receptive to our requests, but the purposeful ignoring of
Angelino Heights is quite bizarre. The area does not have a large population and it was shown to be quite possible in last night's meeting to add it in. Please understand, this is not a complicated or difficult request, very
little will change in the draft map if this is done.
Just because we are rapidly approaching the deadline of submitting the final draft map does not mean now is the time to start ignoring the will of the community that you all are supposed to represent.
Please reconsider Commissioner Freidberg's proposal to add Angelino Heights into CD-13 to unify the majority of Echo Park into CD-13. We have spent months writing emails and calling into these meetings to plead
our case, and last night we saw exactly what could be, a perfectly unified East side of Los Angeles that works for every district, and that motion was shut down for no reason. Please listen to your constituents. We will
be watching, and listening.
Riley Montgomery

10/20/2021 11:53:10

Megan Shuham

Founder, Friends of Echo Park Lake, Street Safe LA
Documentary Film Maker ###-####
Hi Redistricting team,
I am writing to share that the latest revisions to the redistricting map,
in which Los Feliz and Griffith Park are back together, are a needed
update. Thank you! It would be detrimental to CD4 to lose their name and be
redistricted as CD2. Please make the final needed revision and leave CD4
where it is.

10/20/2021 11:54:48

Doug Jung

Thank you for considering these matters,
Megan Shuham
CD 4 resident
I live in Siliverlake and I’m imploring you to please NOT change the configuration of Los Feliz/Griffith Park and the Hollywood Hills from the current map. Please keep Los Feliz/Silverlake/Griffith Park in CD4.
Thank you.
Best,
Doug Jung

Date
10/20/2021 12:00:57

Name
Amy Blessing

Testiony
Hello,
I'm a resident of Laurel Canyon. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep all of these
neighborhoods in CD4.
These neighborhoods are the caretakers of Griffith Park, and they need to stay together because of shared fire safety interests and many other factors. There is also work being done on homelessness in this
neighborhood that would be derailed by a change in council member.
Thank you,

10/20/2021 12:04:12

lakersalex

Amy Blessing
Hello,
I'm a resident of Laurel Canyon. I believe it is imperative that the hillside communities of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills remain in CD4 as a complete unified area in their current
council district. Please do not change their placement in the current map.
Griffith Park, a jewel of our city, is geographically linked to all of these neighborhoods, which makes them natural caretakers of the park. The shared interests of fire safety alone is reason enough to keep them unified.
In addition the efforts to comprehensively address homelessness in these neighborhoods would be derailed by a change in council member.
Please consider these factors in deciding to maintain these areas unified in their current configuration in CD4.
Thank you!

10/20/2021 12:10:59

Rose Watson

Alex de Cordoba (###-####
Join Los Feliz Golf Course for Fright Night Golf!-* 🎃 Saturday, October
30th. For $30 per person, the event will include:*
- *9 Holes of Glow Ball Golf*
- *Food & Beverage*
- *LED Glow Ball*
- *Glowing Accessories*
- *Costume Contest*
- *Prizes and Raffle*
*Register today! Contact Ka’ili Britos at (###-#### or email
RAP.GolfTournaments@lacity.org <RAP.GolfTournaments@lacity.org. *
[image: Halloween Glow Ball 2021 (2) (3).jpg]
Rose Watson
Public Information Director
LA Parks
Media Relations/ Marketing
Cell: (###-####
www.laparks.org
[image: LA Parks_Logo_Main.jpg]
Follow us on social media for everything LA Parks related!
<https://www.facebook.com/pages/City-of-Los-Angeles-Department-of-Recreation-and-Parks/###-####8
<https://twitter.com/LACityParks
<https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCTyO0ETBQz2a9CajfP8rmWA
<http://instagram.com/lacityparks

Date
10/20/2021 12:14:27

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received. Thank you
On Wed, Oct 20, 2021 at 12:13 PM Cheryl Holland <hollandc@me.com wrote:
Dear Commissioners: I am writing to you with an urgent correction.
So, I live in and am the president of Sunset Square Neighborhood Org,
which is a single family residential neighborhood encompassing 10 blocks
north of Sunset, between fairfax and Vista, along Sunset Blvd. We are also
an HPOZ, which is the first map you see below. We are in Area 7 of the
HHWNC, second map below. I am also a board member of the the Hollywood
Hills West Neigh Council. Spaulding Square HPOZ, our sister neighborhood,
is directly south of Sunset Square [Sunset Square is north of Sunset Blvd
and Spaulding Square is South of Sunset Blvd—see 2nd map].
We are all a part of Area 7 and for ease I will just generally say that
Area 7 encompasses our Community of Interest/COI. Our main unifying element
is that we are an historic R1 community that shares the north and south
sides of Sunset Blvd between Fairfax and Vista. Some of our historic homes
actually front on Sunset Blvd. We are constantly joining together to
address issues on Sunset Blvd, as well as historic and residential issues
here on this western side of Hollywood Flats, as I will call it. It is
first, and foremost, paramount that we remain together as we continue to do
our community work. And, I will distinguish our COI from the hills north of
us in that our COI, unlike the hills, is *not* 100% residential because
we have the added concern and burden of dealing with the questions that
consistently arise regarding how our community is impacted by what occurs
on Sunset Blvd. It is our largest issue of shared concern, in fact.
On the latest iteration of Map k2.5, amendment 4, Sunset Square, both my
neighborhood and my HPOZ, lost its last street, ie, the west side of
Fairfax and around the corner to Hollywood where we have 4 homes fronting
on Hollywood Blvd [see HPOZ map below]. Also, the Amendment 4 map cuts our
COI, ie Area 7, in half. I heard discussion last night that seems be coming
from complaints out of Laurel Canyon Group Kristin Stavola/We Are Laurel
Canyon claiming they need to have the intersection of Crescent
Heights/Sunset Blvd in their district b/c of fire safety issues? This is
nonsensical. For many years, that intersection was in CD5 while the hills
remained in CD4 and there was no issue or problem. Additionally, the
intersection is not gone, it is just in 13. We have MANY intersections that
are in different districts from the hills…I just dont understand what
difference it makes since people are still using that intersection to
evacuate etc. I will say something is quite odd about this request. I won’t
speculate, but it is odd…But WE DOWN HERE IN AREA 7 are the people who deal
with and live with issues on Sunset Blvd.
Therefore, in final, I am just asking
(1) PLEASE keep us in CD13.
(2) either extend the proposed western edge of CD13 all the way to the
Weho border [at Chateau Marmont] which clearly makes the most sense given
that we in here in Area 7 are constantly joining together on issues arising
regarding Sunset Blvd or
(3) *at least*, put my HPOZ and Sunset Square back together by moving the
western CD13 edge to 1 block west of Fairfax.
Thank you so much for your immediate attention to this matter and please
do not hesitate to write or call me with question. ###-####. Thank you,
Cheryl Holland
[please note I have copied Spaulding Square Board Member Lesley O’Toole,
Area 7 Chair Linc Williamson, our HHWNC president Anastasia Mann]

*cheryl holland* president | sunset square neighborhood org |
sunsetsquarehollywood.org
[image: Twitter] <https://twitter.com/sunsetsquarehwd [image: Instagram]
<https://instagram.com/sunsetsquarehwd [image: Facebook]
<https://facebook.com/sunsetsquarehwd [image: email]
<sunsetsquarehwd@gmail.com

Date
10/20/2021 12:15:56

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
received.
On Wed, Oct 20, 2021 at 11:30 AM Elaine Kohn <elaine.kohn@gmail.com wrote:
Dear Commissioner Diaz,
*We have lived in Laurel Canyon continuously for the past 49 years *(since
1972). Although we were not here for the *1952 fire* which burned 38
houses, we were here during the *1979 fire* that burned 29 homes to the
ground. Some of those homes belonged to friends of ours.
Fire is a reality if you choose life in the hills. And a lot of us live
in Laurel and Nichols Canyon.
I do not want to take up a lot of your time reiterating what has already
been said. But I *urge you to seriously consider the facts presented in
the email from Kristen Stavola and keep our major streets of ingress and
egress in a single council district* for the safety of all of us who live
up here and face a major challenge if called upon to evacuate either Canyon.
The eastern border of 2-or-4 should be *moved at a minimum to* *Fairfax
and the southern border should be moved to Fountain. *This last minute
plea is made for the safety and security of all of the residents in Laurel
and Nichols Canyon (a community of interest) to ensure that they are
dealing with a single council district in the event of repeated catastrophe
of wildfire.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Elaine Kohn
Berndt Lohr-Schmidt

-- Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission

Date
10/20/2021 12:16:13

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received.
On Wed, Oct 20, 2021 at 11:29 AM Susan Klein <SKlein@vallemakoff.com wrote:
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you so much for adjusting the boundary of CD5 to a logical location
east of Franklin and Coldwater canyons that coincides with LAFD and LAPD
service areas. This is so important for us living here. We encourage you
to keep it this way on the final map. Please don’t change it.
I'd like to point out that Franklin Canyon was always part of Council
District 5 until ten years ago when it was drawn into Council District 4.
That action separated Franklin Canyon from our immediate hillside neighbors
in the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council with whom we share
critical interests of wildfire preparedness and prevention. There was no
rational reason why that was done. In fact, we are served by the same LAFD
and LAPD service areas as our Neighborhood Council members. So it doesn’t
make sense to separate us from the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood
Council. The increasingly high risk of wildfire brings our neighborhoods
together to plan and watch out for risks as well as to address the
challenges of canyon living in the heart of the Santa Monica Mountains.
Franklin Canyon's inclusion in Council District 5 will allow the residents
of our Canyon to continue to work as effective partners with our Bel Air
Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council addressing most effectively the fire
danger and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside
communities. It really doesn’t make sense to separate Franklin Canyon.

Thank you for your decision to allow Franklin Canyon to remain in the same
district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, which embodies our shared community of
interest related to fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use
issues, and public services including fire and police services shared with
Bel Air.
Sincerely,
*Susan Klein*

Franklin Canyon Resident

-Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission

Date
10/20/2021 12:17:21

Name
Sonja Diaz

Testiony
Received. Thanks
On Wed, Oct 20, 2021 at 11:15 AM Sarah Koent <sarah.koent@gmail.com wrote:
Firstly, thank you for uniting Griffith Park with Los Feliz. We would have
preferred to stay with fellow communities of interest but the overall
necessity is for Los Feliz to stay united. It is confounding, however, that
the Commission continues to chip away at Los Feliz under the guise of
"population" distribution and doesn't look to the odd peninsula that tacks
on a random part of Silver Lake. Why did the Commission/Paul Mitchell
decide to separate another area OUT of Los Feliz and into 13 and further
split the Neighborhood Council boundary? Why are we not looking to unite
both the Los Feliz Neighborhood Council AND the Silver Lake Neighborhood
Council/Silver Lake neighborhood by simply putting ALL of Silver Lake
actually into Silver Lake? It's an easy fix but the Commission/Paul
Mitchell continues to blatantly avoid and ignore a seemingly very easy fix.
It's completely obvious to all of Los Angeles that the Commission is
putting the whims of one council member and her bulldog Jackie Goldberg
above the needs of the people! Inexcusable. Politics much??
Sarah Koent

10/20/2021 12:19:11

Riley Auskelis

-Sonja F. M. Diaz
Commissioner
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Hello,
I'm a resident of Historic Filipinotown, and I'm writing in opposition to a
redistricting of CD4. This is a patently political effort to unseat one of
the few progressive council members by redrawing her district; the
interests of the affected neighborhoods are not being taken
into consideration.
As an advocate and organizer in the homelessness space, I believe it's
crucial that we do not sever wealthy neighborhoods from our
poorer communities as this redistricting would do. We are in this fight
against poverty together as a city, and we should be bonded on the district
level as well.
Sincerely,
-Riley Auskelis (he/him)
rauskelis@gmail.com
###-####

Date
10/20/2021 12:26:33

Name
Brian Baldinger

Testiony
Hello,
I'm a concerned citizen and voter in the CD4 district. I live at 4207
Franklin Ave.
I'm writing to inform you that I want Los Feliz to remain in CD4 and
connected to Griffith Park.
Griffith park is in my backyard, I walk in Griffith Park weekly and I have
for the last 7 years. Los Feliz and Griffith Park have common interests
around wildlife, fire safety, and tons more.
I wish to remain in CD4, I want Griffith Park, Silver Lake and Los Feliz to
remain connected and in CD4, and I vote based around that opinion, and will
continue to do so.
Thanks for listening.

10/20/2021 12:30:23

Greg Merideth

10/20/2021 12:32:39

BRIAN FINNEY

10/20/2021 12:33:32

Dave O

10/20/2021 12:37:11

Laurence Dworet

Brian Baldinger
Commissioners Attached are comments from The Eagle Rock Association regarding the impacts
of redistricting on the Eagle Rock community. Thank you for your
consideration.
My name is Brian T. Finney. Thank You Commissioners for all of your hard work. I live in Wilshire Park, which is a part of Greater Wilshire. I support Plan K2.5, Amendment 2. It keeps Greater Wilshire exactly where we
belong: together with our community of interest neighbors to the west. We share our schools, our local newspapers, our parks, our sports leagues, our historic homes, our businesses and our churches and synagogues.
Thank you again for recognizing Greater Wilshire by placing us in Council District 5 where we can receive focused attention and services. Please do not be distracted by organized political interference aimed at
derailing or undermining your efforts.
Brian T. Finney
###-####
680 s. Bronson ave. LA, CA, 90005
*Silverlake, Griffith Park, LosFeliz, Keep these neighborhoods have been in
CD4 ! They’re all connected and have common interests.*
*Don't be like Texas! *
To Whom It May Concern,
We have owned a house in Silverlake for the last 7 years.
We are active in the community.
I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz,
Griffith Park, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep Los
Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4. There’s also important work being done on
homelessness and other issues that are important to me and my community
that would be derailed by a change in council members.
Thank you.
Laurence Dworet, M.D.
Antonia Robertson, J.D.
2674 Locksley Place
LA, CA 90039

Date
10/20/2021 12:40:17

Name
Amy Clarke

Testiony
Good afternoon,
I'm writing as a Silver Lake CD4 resident and the former Co-Chair of the
Silver Lake Neighborhood Council to request that you do not change the
configuration of Silver Lake, Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and Hollywood Hills
in the current map.
Please keep north Silver Lake, Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4.
If anything, it could be argued that the tiny area including the Ivanhoe
school district of north Silver Lake could possibly be added to CD 13, if
such a shift away from CD4 were to occur. However, I do not believe that
is one of the redistricting options at present, and therefore, north Silver
Lake, Los Feliz & Griffith Park remaining in CD4 better fulfills the spirit
of REPRESENTATIVE DEMOCRACY than completely assigning these areas to a new
Council District and Rep, covering much different issues out in the valley.
There is important work being done by our current elected officials on
issues that are important to me and my community that would be derailed by
a change in Council Members.
Please do not disenfranchise the electorate at this time, as there are
better proposals for this area which could accommodate population shifts
rather than this near-hijacking of a local community, effectively stripping
the people of their will, their vote, and their recently elected
representative, Councilmember Nithya Raman.

10/20/2021 12:40:20

Azulgris Lopez

10/20/2021 12:40:33

Irma Avila

10/20/2021 12:45:39

Margo Hamilton

10/20/2021 12:46:46

Azulgris Lopez

Sincerely,
Amy Clarke
Former SLNC Co-Chair
CD 4 Resident, Silver Lake
Mi nombre es Gricelda López.
He vivido por 30 años en el Sur Centro de LA, en el Distrito 9
Me gustaría que USC y Exposition Center quedé como están en el D9 .
Somos una comunidad de bajos ingresos, y eso empeoraría la situación..
Gracias.
Hola:
Mi nombre es Irma Avila Les ruego regresen Expo y Museos a Distrito 9. Nuestra comunidad ha sido muy golpeada por diferentes factores, entre ellos la pandemia.
Queremos recuperarnos económicamente y los fondos que se generan de ellos van a ser un soporte para que eso suceda más rápido.
Hemos tenido unos tiempos muy difíciles y nuestras familias están entre los grupos más vulnerables.
Necesitamos hoy más que nunca de su apoyo y comprensión.
Muchas gracias Irma Avila ###-#### irma.avila22@yahoo.com
I have been a homeowner for 22 years on Kirkwood Drive in Laurel Canyon. I support Map k2.5 v.4.
I am very concerned about fire safety in Laurel Canyon and want our evacuation routes to be in the same district - not divided into 2 districts. I live very close to Hollywood and do all my shopping, eating out etc in the
Hollywood area. I do not want this area to be taken away from CD-4.
Margo Hamilton8233 Kirkwood DriveLos Angeles, Ca. 90046
A quien corresponda
Mi nombre es Gricelda López, soy miembro activo de SODLA,
Mi preocupación es sobre la redistribución de USC y Expo,
He vivido por mucho tiempo en Sur Central, una comunidad de bajos ingresos,
No estoy de acuerdo que quiten del D9 a USC y Exposition Center.
Queremos que siga siendo parte de nuestra comunidad.

10/20/2021 12:47:23

Jim Sutherland

Muchas gracias .
To whom it may concern,
I have lived in Silver Lake for over 15 years, and I'm writing to ask that
you do not change the configuration of CD4. There’s important work being
done on housing, development, homelessness and other issues that are
important to me and my community that would be derailed by a change in
council members.
Thanks,
Jim

Date
10/20/2021 12:47:38

Name
Mimi Mayer

Testiony
Dear Sirs and Madames,
I am a 26 year home-owning, full-time resident of Laurel Canyon and am in
FULL SUPPORT of k2.5 v.4.
My safety as well as the safety of all those residing in this area,
including homes and wildlife are essential reasons why I write to you
today. I work from home in Laurel Canyon (Kirkwood Bowl area) and trust in
the safe and speedy availability to evacuate in case of fire or any other
natural disaster that would cause us to have to leave our homes on a
moment's notice
The evacuation route in this map in case of fire (which is ALWAYS a concern
in California) makes the most sense.
Please feel free to reach out to me for any additional comments on this
matter. My phone is (###-#### (landline) and (###-#### (cell.)
My address is: 8318 Kirkwood Drive, Los Angeles, CA 90046
I thank you for thoughtfully considering my position and anticipate that
you will fully consider and honor this request.
Sincerely,

10/20/2021 12:47:51

10/20/2021 12:50:42

Mary K. Mayer
aka
Mimi Mayer
Founder, Angel City Talent
(###-####
angelcitytalent@gmail.com
angelcitytalent.biz
Geneva Robertson-Dworet
Dear Commission,
I'm both a homeowner and office-renter in CD4. I'm outraged by how your unelected commission is completely reconfiguring CD4. The fact that our district cast more votes than any in city history is proof that we are a
community -- it is proof that we share common interests and actively participate in our shared district. There is no demographic justification to splitting up the district the way you have, thus it feels very politically
motivated. Please do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, and the Hollywood Hills from the existing map. Please keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4.
With hope for our city,Geneva Robertson-Dworet
gregorda@gmail.com Dear LA City CouncilI'm a resident of Silverlake. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the
configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the
Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep all of these neighborhoods
in CD4. They’re all connected to Griffith Park and have common interests
related to fire safety, tourism, wildlife, preservation, and are just
generally a like minded community of people who benefit from unified
representation.

10/20/2021 12:52:54

Elizabeth Friedman

Thanks,
-Dan Gregor, Silverlake resident.
*To Whom It May Concern:*
*I support Map K2.5 amendment 3, which keeps Cheviot Hills and the
Westside Neighborhood Council unified within CD5 and preserves our
communities of interest. I thank you for your consideration for our
communities. *

10/20/2021 12:55:11

navarrosara133

-Elizabeth Friedman
Sent from my Metro by T-Mobile 5G Device

Date
10/20/2021 13:02:15

Name
Zach Dunn

10/20/2021 13:03:48

Krista Hattemer

10/20/2021 13:07:35

stan shipley

Testiony
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills. I'm writing in to ask you all not to
change the configuration of CD4. We've elected a council member to
represent us -- these changes are far too drastic and coming at the wrong
time. Los Feliz, Griffith Park, the northern part of Silver Lake, and the
Hills are a huge part of CD4, please do not reconfigure the district in
order to remove them. I thank you very much for your time.
Zach Dunn
I live in Silver Lake. I was born and raised here. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep them all in
CD4. I support the important work being done on homelessness and other issues that are important to me and my community that would be derailed by a change in council members. We made history when we voted
in our council member and wish to continue to be represented by her. Please do not change CD4.
Thank you,Krista Hattemer
Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the
Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
There is no reason to gerrymander our neighborhood like this.
This isn't Texas ... you shouldn't be diluting our vote by separating us
from adjacent neighborhoods with shared interests.

10/20/2021 13:10:07
10/20/2021 13:11:29

navarrosara133
Terri Tippit

Stan Shipley
616 La Jolla Avenue
Sent from my Metro by T-Mobile 5G Device
Frank:
Wanted to get WNC letter of supt for last night's map but according to Map
2.5 Amendment 4 on website today it still has USC in CD8. I just had
cataract surgery so I could be wrong-and yes I've stayed on to the bitter
end every time Luckily my surgery was on a NON mtng day.
Will this be corrected and still be map 2.5 amendment 4 or will it be
amendment 5.
Either way we supt the map from last night and if USC stays in 8 we supt
that as well.
Thoughts???

10/20/2021 13:14:27

Phlux Love

10/20/2021 13:17:45

Anthony Weiss

T
To whom it may concern,
I’m writing to support MAP k2.4 V. 4.
This map provides Laurel and Nichols Canyons with clear evacuation routes
down to Sunset and Fountain, from Marmont to Fairfax.
I’ve been a resident for over ten years now. My daughter goes to school at
Wonderland.
We are very concerned about fire and public safety issues and feel this
will support efforts to keep us in good hands.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Kind regards,
Heather Anderson
Mike Koetter
-- Kindly,
PHLUX ANANDA
###-####
I am a Los Feliz resident, and I am writing to express my strong support
for keeping Los Feliz and Griffith Park together in the same district as
the hillside neighborhoods. All should be in the same district, and they
should all be designated as part of Council District 4.
The current attempt to gerrymander these neighborhoods and the park apart
is unacceptable and it must be stopped.
Sincerely,
Anthony Weiss

Date
10/20/2021 13:18:53

Name
Kathleen Naples

10/20/2021 13:23:57

Susan Wong

10/20/2021 13:25:12

Veronica C

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Commissioners, and City Redistricting Staff:
Among the various redistricting proposals, that which makes most sense and provides the greatest amount of community-unity, common interests, and safety is the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation
Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4). The hillside communities share concerns in terms of fire, roadway access, theft and other criminal activity, wildlife and land protection, hillside grading and development.
My neighborhood council compiled some considerations, among them:
“We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in
the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development,
and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even
the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City,
and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset Square, and Spaulding Square.
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice.”
Valley communities do not wish to be divided, hillside communities and canyons do not wish to be divided, Chinatown does not wish to be divided. Beyond the fact that these districts have similar concerns and histories,
consider that community volunteers and neighborhood councils have spent years organizing together, forming working relationships. None of us wants to lose those bonds and connections. As I understand it, also,
neighborhood fire and police departments attend meetings and councils; some of these divisions would double the amount of time they need to spend on these concerns. Stakeholders are feeling they have not been
enough consulted, just randomly divided without consideration or familiarity.
Do not divide us.
Sincerely,
Kathleen V. Naples
8100 Kirkwood Dr
Los Angeles CA 90046
###-####
Wednesday, Oct. 20, 2021
I want to THANK the commissioners once again for keeping Shadow Hills, La
Tuna Canyon and some of Stonehurst in CD7 during the Oct. 19 map amending
meeting. This makes the most sense with regard to fire safety, equestrian
safety, and is specifically what the residents have requested.
I especially want to thank the Commissioners for resisting the several
increasingly shrill and undemocratic attempts of one commissioner to move
Shadow Hills/Stonehurst/LaTuna Canyon out of CD7. This commissioner was so
concerned about keeping the Neighborhood Council of North Hills East
together, but totally in favor of ripping apart the Foothills Trails
Neighborhood Council and repeatedly “beat a dead horse” (interesting choice
of words by her) by asking the Commission to do so. She never mentioned
that there were 11 public comments about North Hills East and 261 public
comments about Shadow Hills/La Tuna Canyon/Stonehurst. I find her efforts
to remove us from CD7 to be quite curious.
I believe the time has come to let go of political grudges from years ago
and even the voting history of the Shadow Hills community, who has now
embraced working with Monica Rodriguez, and supports her efforts at working
on the problems we all face.
PLEASE CONTINUE TO RESIST HER UNWARRANTED EFFORTS TO REMOVE US FROM CD7,
AND ALLOW US TO STAY WHERE WE WANT TO BE: IN CD7 WITH OUR OTHER
HORSE-KEEPING, ANIMAL-KEEPING, AND HIGH-FIRE DANGER NEIGHBORING COMMUNITIES
.
Susan Ossanna wong
Buenas Tardes. Mi nombre es Verónica Granados , y vivo en el Sur Centro de
Los Angeles por más de 25 años En el Distrito 9. Y mi petición es que
dejen cómo está el Distrito 9, que se quede igual que cómo está. Muchas
Gracias.
Verónica G

Date
10/20/2021 13:28:36

Name
Testiony
LC ECT Laurel CanyonCommissioners:
Emergency Communications Team
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a 23 year
resident of Laurel Canyon I cannot emphasize enough the importance of
maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at
the intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a
single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs
of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD
and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have
learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as evacuation
drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with
more than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical
challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via
Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to
facilitate all means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as
well as the public school that sits at the center of our historic
community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public
safety is essential.
For the past seven years I have volunteered, on average, roughly 400 hours
per year on public safety-related issues, and I am currently the program
director of the Laurel Canyon Emergency Communications Team. I know from
many interactions with LAPD and LAFD that they share our concerns in this
matter.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the
Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.

10/20/2021 13:29:22

10/20/2021 13:29:56

josh androsky

Cyrus Kay

Best regards,
Brian Linse
-Brian Linse
LC | ECT
K6CSB / WQWP394
WWW.LCECT.ORG <http://www.lcect.org/
ECT on YouTube <https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCMyIpTCQPLD8BvXLqMfgbUQ
as a person who does frequent recreation and business in griffith park and
los feliz, i strongly believe they belong in district 4. it would be a true
shame to remove them, especially over the objections of the two
commissioners who are tasked with looking after the borders!!!
please put this absurd, punitive, and completely inappropriate motion to
bed and do not reopen this issue. los feliz and griffith park belong in CD4.
To Whom It May Concern,
I'm writing to voice my opinion that Los Feliz and Griffith Park stay
within CD4, and I know most of my neighbors feel similarly. I sincerely
hope you do not go against the will of the people in the redistricting
meeting tomorrow morning.
Thank you,
Cyrus Kay
4623 Clarissa Ave, Apt 1, Los Angeles, CA 90027

Date
10/20/2021 13:39:06

Name
Angela Saborio

Testiony
Dear Commission:
Thank you for placing the Sepulveda Basin and Pierce College with District
4-2. This has helped create more balance and equity. IThe West Valley is my
home and District 4-2 needs to be a part of Warner Center. The Warner
Center is a business hub, an economic engine with big projects in the
pipeline. We need to be a part of it. Please consider my request to give
CD4-2 a piece of Warner Center.
Thank you,
Angela Saborio

10/20/2021 13:41:04

Latina, Reseda resident & SFV native
Jesse Alson-Milkman To the LA City Redistricting Committee,
I am a resident of both Koreatown and CD4. I am outraged by the
horrendously drawn map K2.5 and what it does to both Koreatown and to CD4.
You say this map has not been drawn along political lines. You say it
unites Koreatown. Both of these comments are blatant falsehoods.
Is it not a political decision to take into account current councilmembers
places of residence, like Fred Ali explicitly said he was doing back in
September, while pretending you are not doing that for councilmembers Raman
and Krekorian in the punting off of 2-or-4 and 4-or-2 to the council as a
whole? Is it not a political decision to create 4-or-2 partially out of the
heavily Latino areas of CD3 while leaving the mostly affluent and white
areas inside CD3, meaning those residents of 3 in the new district that no
one wants won't be able to vote for 7 years on their councilperson, while
the rich white residents of 3 get newly paired with two other largely rich
and white areas in Encino and Sherman Oaks? Not to mention that all of the
community assets remain in the new CD3, further condemning the new 4-or-2
to poor representation or even access to services. And is it not a
political decision to crow about unifying Koreatown while
arbitrarily ignoring the fact that the western boundary of the neighborhood
is not in fact Western, where map K2.5 has it, but instead is actually
Wilton? If K2.5 gets passed, I will be placed in CD5 with a ton of very
rich, very white neighborhoods where the needs of those of us who live in
Koreatown between Wilton and Western will be largely ignored.
I urge you to completely reject map K2.5, which is a travesty in myriad
ways. In addition to what I said above, the way the current CD4 has been
gutted and placed all over the map, after it was the site of a council race
with record breaking participation, is outrageous. Now I hear that the
commission is conspiring to not only strip the newly returned Los Feliz
from 2-or-4, but also Griffith Park as well--mirroring the crime of
stripping of 4-or-2 of community assets in the west by similarly denying
the residents of 2-or-4 the resources gained by the massive community asset
of Griffith Park. Both Los Feliz and Griffith Park should remain in CD4
alongside the hillside neighborhoods.
I urge you to prevent this unjust removal of the park and Los Feliz from
CD4, and to right the many wrongs K2.5 unleashes upon the city.
Jesse Alson-Milkman

Date
10/20/2021 13:45:26

Name
Randi Moore

Testiony
Commissioners:
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a 23 year
resident of Laurel Canyon I cannot emphasize enough the importance of
maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at
the intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a
single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs
of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD
and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have
learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as evacuation
drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with
more than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical
challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via
Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to
facilitate all means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as
well as the public school that sits at the center of our historic
community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public
safety is essential.
For the past seven years I have volunteered, on average, roughly 400 hours
per year on public safety-related issues, and I am currently the program
director of the Laurel Canyon Emergency Communications Team. I know from
many interactions with LAPD and LAFD that they share our concerns in this
matter.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the
Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.

10/20/2021 13:46:04

10/20/2021 13:46:28

"Jason J. Cohn"

Travis Bill

Randi Moore
LAUREL CANYON RESIDENT
Notary Public
Screened and Certified
###-####
rmoore0312@gmail.com
My name is Jason. I've lived in Los Feliz for 5 years and go hiking in the
hills and Griffith Park every week! This is our community, and we deserve
to stay together in District 4.
District 4 is going to be completely destroyed under the current map and
that's not what we the community want! Change it a little if you must, but
for the most part we need to be kept together in District 4, ESPECIALLY Los
Feliz, the hills and Griffith Park.
Hi there,
I am writing to voice my support of keeping Los Feliz and Griffith Park in
CD4. The redrawn CD4 map is not a representative district, in my opinion,
and keeping these two areas within CD4 is necessary to maintain balance in
the district.
Thank you.
-Travis Bill
C: ###-####

Date
10/20/2021 13:47:10

Name
Brian Frange

Testiony
I’m a resident of Los Feliz off of Griffith Park Blvd and I ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep all of these
neighborhoods in CD4.
I don’t see any legitimate reason outside of pure political maneuvering that my district should change after these neighborhoods had been linked to CD4 for decades. The reason my neighborhood of Los Feliz is in the
same district as these other neighborhoods is because we’re all connected to Griffith Park. Due to our proximity to this park we share a unique set of issues and needs that I would want my city council member to be
focused on. By breaking us up you would be weakening our representation and ability to directly deal with any issue regarding the park and what matters to those who live next to the park.

10/20/2021 13:49:39

jacobo6561

10/20/2021 13:50:03

Diana Chang

Thank you for your time.
Brian
This e-email is to ask to live Expo Center to CD 9 because, it brings many memories to our families and we want our children to be part of those memories by leaving Exposition park in District 9 we will be having a
place to take our families ( Park- soccer fields, Swimming pool, and The Museum..) it will also bring this Black/ Brown Community better resources and jobs to the new generation which is our youths..Thank youSicerely
Alejandra (Mother, Community)Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not
support removing my neighborhood from CD4 and cutting it off from
several of my communities of interest. Don't divide us and cut us off
from Griffith Park.
Removing Los Feliz and Griffith from CD4 in reality is an attempt to
consolidate power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of
working-class people of color. Keep us in DC4 and build diversity of
race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4!

10/20/2021 13:50:03

G Stavropoulos

10/20/2021 13:50:42

Graham FitzGibbon

Thank you,
Diana Chang
1636 Lyman Pl,
Los Angeles, CA 90027
I live in the Franklin Canyon/Coldwater/Bowmont-Hazen to Briarcrest district.We belong in CD5.Please respect the natural boundary of Mulholland that separates us from the Valley. We are a south of Mulholland
neighborhood and belong on the Westside.Please respect our shared communities of interest to the west.Previous representation at Council left us out of critical Hillside protections. Development has gone unchecked
and irreparably damaged the hillsides and environment.Your decision to put us in CD5 was correct and responds to these issues. Please keep us in CD5. Don’t undo the carefully reasoned decision you made.
Sincerely,
Georgia Stavropoulos
Dear Commission,
I am urging that you keep Griffith Park and Los Feliz in CD4. The
newly proposed district map is not in the public's interest.
With Gratitude,
Graham FitzGibbon

Date
10/20/2021 13:52:54

Name
Karen Lorre

Testiony
Commissioners:
I am in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. I am a 7 year resident of Laurel Canyon, and it is so important to maintain our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at the intersection of North
Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a single LA City Council District.
Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as
evacuation drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with more than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to facilitate all
means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as well as the sweetest public school that sits at the center of our historic community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public safety is
essential.
I am currently part of the Laurel Canyon Emergency Communications Team. I have heard that both LAPD and LAFD share these concerns and want to keep Map K2.5 v.4 for the public safety needs of our community.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the Commission will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind and the community together.
I appreciate your help in this matter.
Love,
Karen

10/20/2021 13:53:01

Zanny Konte

Karen Lorre
Bestselling author and narrator of Chronic Pleasure,
Effortless Enchantment and
Chronic Pleasure in Relationships:
Get your free books here:
ChronicPleasureBook.com
IMDB: https://www.imdb.com/name/nm0937016/
As seen on Thrive Global
http://bit.ly/2PjvuAv
https://www.karenlorrecoaching.com/
PayPa:l paypal.me/KarenLorre
Venmo is @Karen-Lorre
Hello,
I am a resident of Los Feliz, writing to ask that you do not change
the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and
the Hollywood Hills in the current map of CD4. Please keep all of
these neighborhoods together-- we have been working hard as ONE
COMMUNITY to bring about change we believe in. Please do not take that
away from us.
Sincerely,
Zanny Konte

Date
10/20/2021 13:54:52

Name
Scott Michel

Testiony
Commissioners:
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a 10 year
resident of Laurel Canyon I cannot emphasize enough the importance of
maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at
the intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a
single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs
of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD
and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have
learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as evacuation
drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with
more than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical
challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via
Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to
facilitate all means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as
well as the public school that sits at the center of our historic
community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public
safety is essential.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the
Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.

10/20/2021 13:56:27

Emily V Gordon

Scott Michel
Hello all!
I'm a resident of Los Feliz, and I have been for eleven years. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please
keep all of these neighborhoods in CD4.
These neighborhoods have been in CD4 for decades. They’re all connected to Griffith Park and have common interests related to fire safety, tourism, wildlife, preservation, and more. We’ve been working with the
council office on all these issues, and that work needs to continue. There’s also important work being done on homelessness that would be derailed by a change in councilmember.
Don't respond to this bizarro attempt to gain power. Please.
Emily

10/20/2021 13:58:23

Alex Brown

Sent with [ProtonMail](https://protonmail.com/) Secure Email.
Apologies - resending with the correct email address for Commissioner
Valerie Lynne Shaw.
On Wed, Oct 20, 2021 at 1:06 PM Alex Brown <alexb891211@gmail.com wrote:
Dear Directors Cardenas and Bankler-Jukes,
This is not public testimony or comment on Map K2.5 amendment 4.
I simply wanted to highlight that all versions of amendment 4 posted on
the LACCRC website contain the following errors:
- USC is shown in CD8
- A small triangle South of S Centinela, and West of La Cienega is shown
in CD13 (this is near LAX).
Commissioners appointed by the relevant districts have been copied.
Best,
Alexandra Brown Hirst

Date
10/20/2021 14:00:20

Name
Amelia Stephenson

10/20/2021 14:04:46

Fred Einesman

10/20/2021 14:05:14

"Eoghan O'Donnell"

Testiony
Hi,
I live in the Hollywood Hills and I'm writing because I think it's
extremely important that the new district map keep Griffith Park and Los
Feliz together with Hollywood Hills neighborhoods in CD4. This is so
important since we share so many of the same concerns, including fire
safety, preservation, open space, and wildlife.
Thank you!
Amelia Stephenson
I support map k2.5 v.4
Fred Einesman
To whom it may concern,
What is going on with the redistricting process? It certainly has the
appearance of political motivation.
I'm a homeowner on the edge of Silver Lake and Los Feliz. I'm writing to
request that you not change the boundary/ configuration of Los Feliz,
Griffith Park, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep Los
Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4.

10/20/2021 14:06:04

ean weslynn

10/20/2021 14:07:40

Al Reitz

Thank you.
Hello
My name is Ean I’m a resident of Los Feliz, lived and voted here for 4 years and believe it should remain in CD4.
Please do what you can to keep it that way.
Thank you.
Ean Weslynn
Dear Commissioners:
As the process continues to evolve and new proposals are put forth, I am
writing once again to advocate for the safety and security of the residents
of Laurel Canyon and in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4.
I am a 22 year resident of Laurel Canyon and a volunteer member of the Los
Angeles Fire Department Auxiliary Communications Service and the Laurel
Canyon Emergency Communications Team. Through this work I have become very
involved in our community's efforts to prepare for and respond to
emergencies and wish to reiterate the importance of keeping Laurel Canyon
and it's primary point of ingress and egress at the intersection of North
Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a single LA City Council
District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs of our community in
this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD
and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have
learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as evacuation
drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with
more than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical
challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via
Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to
facilitate all means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as
well as the public school that sits at the center of our historic
community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public
safety is essential.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the
Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.

10/20/2021 14:09:20

WOWHOA

Alvin Reitz
2216 Ridgemont Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90046
Pls see attached letter of supt for Map K2.5 Amendment 4.

Date
10/20/2021 14:11:00

Name
Aryeh Cohen

Testiony
Dear Commission Members,
I am writing in support of keeping Griffith Park and Los Feliz in CD4.
These areas deserve to continue being represented by the councilmember they
voted for in historic numbers less than a year ago. It should be clear to
this commission that such a drastic reconfiguration of CD4 would deprive
thousands of voters of their elected representation and reduce faith in the
integrity of our City's democratic process for those voters and many more
paying attention to this process. Furthermore, many of those pushing to
remove these neighborhoods from CD4 are clearly seeking yet another way to
delegitimize clear election results following their unsuccessful recall
campaign.

10/20/2021 14:11:24

Claire Downs

10/20/2021 14:16:47

Kyle Petrozza

Sincerely,
Aryeh Cohen
Hi there,
I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz,
Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current
map. Please keep all of these neighborhoods in CD4.
I think you are doing this because you are threatened by Nithya Raman. She
speaks for the constituents in this district and you think if you change
councilmembers through redistricting, that the constituents will also
change. This is not how democracy works. It's a waste of taxpayer dollars
and you should be ashamed of yourself. The recall of Nithya didn't work.
The recall of Gavin Newsom didn't work.
Why did you get into politics if this was what you were going to spend time
working on?
-- Claire Downs
Writer & Director
www.clairedowns.com
###-####
To the commission,
As a resident of Laurel Canyon (Kirkwood Bowl) who is dependent on our
surrounding areas for the purposes of emergency evacuation as well as more
mundane aspects of life in the Canyon, I'm writing in support of Map K2.5
Amended 4 in the hopes that canyon-adjacent neighborhoods remain in the
same council district.
Thank you.
__________________________________________
KYLE PETROZZA
Los Angeles
C: ###-####
E: Kyle@KylePetrozza.com
W: KylePetrozza.com <http://kylepetrozza.com/

Date
10/20/2021 14:18:12

Name
Emelie Battaglia

Testiony
To the members of LA City Council:
We need to keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park where they are right now, in
District 4. The latest redistricting proposal that suggests we eliminate
District 4 would be devastating to the residents of those neighborhoods
looking for representation on our city council. I live nearby, in the East
Hollywood area of District 13, and can attest to how different the needs of
those neighborhoods are from the surrounding areas. It wouldn't make sense
to remove them from District 4.
Thank you,
Emelie Battaglia
L.A. District 13 Resident

10/20/2021 14:19:36

Jocelyn Medawar

10/20/2021 14:23:34

Charley Damski

10/20/2021 14:26:47

Bryan Searing

-Emelie Battaglia
Copy Editor | Writer | Proofreader
Pronouns: They | Them (Learn More
<https://www.rexwilde.com/blog/a-quick-guide-to-sharing-pronouns-in-email-signatures
)
LinkedIn <https://www.linkedin.com/in/emeliebattaglia/ | Twitter
<https://twitter.com/emeliesalot
I support map k2.5 v.4.
Jocelyn Medawar
Laurel Canyon Resident
to whom it may concern,
As a longtime resident of Silverlake I think this redistricting effort is
fully insane. I truly hope you all keep silverlake/los feliz/ echo park
together as the district it deserves to be.
best
charley damski
Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!
Thank you!

10/20/2021 14:30:52

Cat Kim

Bryan Searing (N. Sierra Bonita)
I'm a resident of Los Feliz and I voted for my current council member in
last year's election. It is highly undemocratic to be placed into another
council district drafted without public comment or without the people's
voices taken into consideration. I am born and raised in Los Feliz and
Griffith Park and Silver Lake are very much a part of CD4. Please do not
separate us and rip us apart.
I am very involved in my community, as past Vice President Los Feliz
Neighborhood Council and several local organizations, redistricting is not
taking into consideration the people that live in the actual districts.
I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz,
Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current
map. Please keep all of these neighborhoods in CD4. These neighborhoods
have been in CD4 for decades. They’re all connected to Griffith Park and
have common interests related to fire safety, tourism, wildlife,
preservation, and more. We’ve been working with the council office on all
these issues and that work needs to continue. There’s also important work
being done on homelessness that would be derailed by a change in
councilmember.
Please listen to all the voices in our community when making such a drastic
decision that will change our daily lives.
Sincerely,
Cat Kim

Date
10/20/2021 14:32:45

Name
Jill Akahoshi

Testiony
Honorable Commissioners,
In moving forward to finalize your map for City Council districting, I hope
you will continue to* leave the boundaries of North Hills intact with North
Hills West in CD12 and portions of North Hills East in CD6 and CD7
respectively. *As previously mentioned, those who know these areas
understand the dynamics of North Hills and why it is important for the
boundaries to remain the same. Historically this area has struggled to
have a voice but especially in the last few years each area has developed
good working relationships with each of the council districts that they are
in. Thank you for hearing each of the communities.
My comments regarding K2.5 Amendment 4 are as follows:
1, The boundary drawn at the east end of Burnet dividing in the middle of
the street for CD6 and CD7 *should change so that CD6 begins east of Burnet
and both sides of Burnet are included in CD7*. I know that requests to be
included in CD7 came from residents who live on the east side of Burnet
and are actively engaged.
2. It is curious to see that there is barely discernible *sliver along the
405 at Parthenia is included in CD7* while no other portion of Parthenia is
included. There is a large encampment at Parthenia and the 405 as there
are all along the 405, but as* a practical matter, this sliver should be
removed from CD7 and added to CD6 where the rest of Parthenia street lies*.
Any servicing that might take place at this location would definitely spill
into another Council District if the portion remains and would require
three Council Districts to be involved (CD12 to the west, CD7 right at that
location and CD6 just outside), again it's a practical matter.
3. The boundary showing the south side of Rayen in CD6 and the north side
of Rayen in CD7 is great, because it* works to keep the residents who
wanted to stay in CD6 and CD7 respectively intact.*
I wasn't entirely clear on if you had resolved the possible population
issues for CD6 and CD7 but if this is an ongoing matter I would also like
to comment on other portions of CD7 that should remain intact:
*Pacoima*: The area comprises single family homes similar to the northern
part of North Hills East, Mission Hills and Sylmar. It is also central to
CD7 for meetings and events. Van Nuys City Hall is central to CD6, Pacoima
City Hall is a practical and logical center for CD7.
*Sylmar* is the community farthest north, if it is moved to CD12 it would
be completely isolated from the rest of that district because of the Los
Angeles Reservoir and the 405. Sylmar must stay in CD7 so that it is not
isolated from the other communities in its Council District.
*Shadow Hills* has had a lot of community input to not be separated
from *Sunland
*and *Tujunga* and I'm not sure if Sunland and Tujunga has weighed in on
what they feel, but I am thinking that perhaps you should consider putting
those three communities into CD6 to help up the population if it remains
that CD7 has too many residents and CD6 too few.
I'd rather not see any community moved out, it seems unkind to push people
here or there. If you could reconsider your previously agreed upon
margins to expand them a bit, it might help communities to feel less like
they are unwanted or ignored and give us fewer awkwardly shaped districts
which can't be avoided with the current population criteria and honoring as
many requests from the public as you have been, which I think you have been
very conscientious about.
Hard work, dedication, knowledge along with a whole lot of patience and
time is what you all have given and I commend you all for stepping up to
this monumental endeavour.
Thank you,
Jill Akahoshi
CD7, North Hills East

Date
10/20/2021 14:33:22

Name
William Eick

10/20/2021 14:34:33

Lisa Hansen

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
At the meeting on October 19, 2021, the commission made an egregious
mistake. It took the Sun Valley zip code portion of Shadow Hills and shoved
it into CD6. What you did was to divide the Foothills Trails District
Neighborhood Council. That is against the policies of the Commission.
Additionally you split a community of interest which violates City Charter
Section 204. Our horse and the ones over the back fence voted to stay
District 7 as did our chickens and the rabbit on our front porch. The area
you carved off has no community of interest with the CD6 residents. Please
return that area to CD7 where it belongs.
On a less sarcastic note, please stop listening to Wendy Mitchell. I doubt
she has ever been to Shadow Hills and she certainly does not represent us
or our interest. It seems her only goal in life is to subdivide Shadow
Hills. She keeps bringing up that point even though she acknowledged last
night that she was "beating a dead horse" (an unfortunate selection of
words)
Finally, Although it is only one census tract you have placed the
Stonehurst Recreation Center into CD6 because it is located in the same
census tract as an abandoned gravel pit, which seems to be coveted by CD6.
Please make a note of that so that when this reaches the City Council, it
can divide the census tract and keep the Stonehurst Recreational Center,
with its horse trails and horseback riding arena in the Council District to
which it has always been attached.
Thank You,
Bill and Tina Eick
###-####
Tina@icloud.com
HelloAs a longtime resident in Laurel Canyon, I strongly support Map K2.5 v.2 which keeps the Canyon together as it is currently. The other proposals to split the canyon apart would be disastrous for canyon safety.
Thank youLisa Hansen
9043 Burroughs Rd
LA CA 90046

10/20/2021 14:34:48

Rachele Friedland

Please excuse typos, typed with two thumbs
As a constituent of CD4 I can tell you the recall voices are few and far
between, and they do not represent me or the needs for this district.
They're also leaving their recall table unattended for the majority of the
day, as I saw it abandoned in front of the Gelsons. But I guess we should
also take into account the spray painted piece of plywood. Dissent and
rhetoric certainly can happen in many forms and mediums, but to take into
consideration a side which cannot even show up for themselves to man a
small desk for one (1) day.....?????
???
??
?

ya know?
thanks.
-Rachele Friedland
Watch my $150 DIY renter-friendly kitchen makeover!
<https://youtu.be/hOad_1ZbKJY

Date
10/20/2021 14:35:13

Name
Sophie Strauss

Testiony
I was born and raised in CD4 and I called into the redistricting meeting two weeks ago and remember the members of this committee patting themselves on the back for the inclusivity, equity, and democracy reflected in
this redistricting process.
I then listened to all the callers over the next several hours and one thing was abundantly clear: the people in favor of the map destroying CD2 and CD4 were overwhelmingly white homeowners in single-family
neighborhoods and the people who opposed this were people of color, immigrants, working class people, and renters. That should tell you all you need to know about who this process has served and who stands to
continue benefitting from our city and who stands to be left behind.
Recently a revision of the map placed Los Feliz and Griffith park back within CD4. This is a crucial first step towards honoring the will of the historic amount of voters who turned up and elected Nithya Raman as their
council representative less than a year ago. Do not allow these neighborhoods and the voters who want to be represented by Nithya to be stripped away from their district. Keep Griffith Park and Los Feliz within CD4.

10/20/2021 14:37:21

Andrew DeFrancis

Sophie
Dear all,
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. I reside in Laurel
Canyon and am an active member of the volunteer Laurel Canyon Emergency
Communications Team, and it is essential that Laurel Canyon be included
within one City Council district for safety purposes. In an emergency
evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD and LAFD need
only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have learned in
the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as evacuation drills and
RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with more than one
Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical
challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via
Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to
facilitate all means available to ensure the safety of our residents.
Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public safety is
essential.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the
Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

10/20/2021 14:37:21

Garrett Lindsey

Best,
Andrew DeFrancis
Please include all or a portion of the Promenade 2035 development area of
Warner Center in the adjacent Canoga Park district. The Promenade 2035
development and other developments in Warner Center will bring significant
economic gains to the West San Fernando Valley, but I fear that it could
also result in gentrification and displacement if that development was
directed by a council district representing the wealthiest residents of the
San Fernando Valley.
By placing part or all of this area in the Canoga Park district, the less
affluent communities of the West Valley will have a seat at the table to
reduce negative impacts that are sometimes associated with development,
such as gentrification and displacement of businesses serving less wealthy
people. Please give West Valley communities a say in their future and steer
our city in a more equitable direction.

10/20/2021 14:38:05

"Johnston, Lisa G"

Thank you,
Garrett Lindsey
San Fernando Valley Resident
We support Map K2.5 Amend 3 which keeps West of Westwood HOA and Westside NC in one council district (CD5) with communities of common interest.
Thank you, Lisa and Richard Johnston
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------This email (and any attachments thereto) is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this email,
you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this email (and any attachments thereto) is strictly prohibited. If you receive this email in error please immediately notify me at (###-#### and
permanently delete the original email (and any copy of any email) and any printout thereof.
Further information about the firm, a list of the Partners and their professional qualifications will be provided upon request.
==============================================================================

Date
10/20/2021 14:41:10

Name
Kat Becker

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods.
My name is Kathleen Becker. I’ve lived in the Wilshire Park neighborhood for over 57 years and my family for over 80 years. The Wilshire Park Neighborhood is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I am
writing to the Commission to express support for the Commission’s creation of the 4th Amendment to the Final Draft Map Plan K2.5.
However, PLEASE...PLEASE...PLEASE...PUT THE GREATER WILSHIRE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL BACK TOGETHER AND KEEP US HOLE IN CD 5!
The GWNC and it's associated neighborhoods have all worked tirelessly to maintain the quality of life that we all deserve. Please keep us all together in District 5 with our neighbors to the West who share our interests,
values and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission’s dedication to a public process, its transparency and the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you for hearing us!
Respectfully,
Kathleen A. ("Kat") Becker
933 3rd Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90019

Kathleen A. "KAT" Becker, Broker/Realtor
Senior Commercial Associate
BECKER COMMERCIAL ASSOCIATES - Team Leader - Mentor
Commercial, Estates, Residential
President's Circle
Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices
California Properties - Commercial Division
3130 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 100
Santa Monica, CA 91403
(###-#### Office
(###-#### Cell
(###-#### Fax
katbecker@bhhscal.com
CA DRE#: ###-####
[http://online.bhhscalifornia.com/online-signature-generator/images/commercial-logo.png]
Communicating through email is not secure or confidential; therefore, Berkshire Hathaway Home Services California Properties will never send instructions to you regarding wire transferring funds or request confidential
financial information such as credit card numbers or bank routing numbers by email. If you receive an email concerning any transaction involving our Company that requests financial or confidential information, do not
respond to the email and immediately contact fraud@bhhscalifornia.com.

PROBATE AND TRUST SALES ARE MY SPECIALTIES!!!
I CAN SHOW YOU HOW TO AVOID CAPITAL GAINS TAX AND POSSIBLY PROBATE!
LET'S TALK!!! CALL OR TEXT ME ###-####

Date
10/20/2021 14:41:28

Name
Gary Calamar

10/20/2021 14:42:48

Liam Fitzpatrick

Testiony
Commissioners:
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a 23 year resident of Laurel Canyon I cannot emphasize enough the importance of maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at the
intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as
evacuation drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with more than one Council office. Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical challenges of safely evacuating an
already dense hillside population via Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to facilitate all means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as well as the public school that sits at the center
of our historic community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public safety is essential. For the past seven years I have volunteered, on average, roughly 400 hours per year on public safety-related
issues, and I am currently the program director of the Laurel Canyon Emergency Communications Team. I know from many interactions with LAPD and LAFD that they share our concerns in this matter.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Gary Calamar
GARY CALAMAR
323-656-GO 33 (4633) tel
garycalamar@mac.com <mailto:garycalamar@mac.com
garycalamar.com <http://garycalamar.com/
-Check out my latest shows on 88.5FM <https://www.885fm.org/programs/gary-calamar/
-IMDB <https://www.imdb.com/name/nm0007152/
-Gary Calamar on Spotify <https://open.spotify.com/user/###-####6/playlist/1ggZ56SxsDnP1HEjzgclO9?si=AvIZ9AoNQVuZ5tgCj3votQ
Hello,
I strongly believe that Los Feliz and Griffith Park need to remain together
in the hillside neighborhoods. It makes no geographic, practical, or
cultural sense to split the areas - doing so would be a transparent power
grab. As a longtime stakeholder in CD4, I believe these neighborhoods
should:
1) Be kept together
2) Be in CD4

10/20/2021 14:44:17

Mary Rajswing

Thank you.
Good afternoon,
I reside in the Wilton Historic District, part of the Greater Wilshire community.
It seems that the eastern side of Manhattan Place, soon to be in CD5 (currently in CD4 and part of Greater Wilshire), has not yet been confirmed as the boundary.
PLEASE CORRECT THIS OVERSIGHT BEFORE ANY FINAL MAP IS ADOPTED!
This error would split St. Brendan’s Church from its own school, which can not stand.
Thank you,

10/20/2021 14:46:00

Kendall Mayhew

Mary Sheehan Rajswing
220 S Wilton Pl
Los Angeles, CA 9###-####
(h) ###-####
Thank you for your important work on redistricting. It is crucial that
Conoga park retains part of the Warner Center project as it was originally
intended in the 2035 Warner Center plan and also that Encino is returned to
CD 3. District 2-4 must have an economic engine so that the residents can
have an opportunity to thrive. These actions will also keep more
Neighborhood centers whole within the district!

thank you,

kendall mayhew

###-####
kendall.mayhew@gmail.com

Date
10/20/2021 14:46:11

Name
Nicholas Brown

Testiony
To whom it concerns,
I am writing to you as a stakeholder of Los Feliz to give written public comment on the proposed redistricting. I am the Engagement Coordinator of the Corita Art Center (CAC), a project of the Immaculate Heart
Community, located at 5515 Franklin Ave., at Western). I write to ask that you please do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood in the current map. In other words:
please keep all of these neighborhoods in CD4.
These neighborhoods have common interests through their connection to Griffith Park, relating to fire safety, wildlife, tourism, and more. These issues have significant impact to our organization, which is located in
close proximity to Griffith Park. The CAC works closely with the council office on many other matters, most notably the important work being done on homelessness. Most recently, we participated in CD4's
Neighborhood Support Day at the Durant Branch Library, where I personally engaged with more than 150 people experiencing homelessness, helping to connect them with many free services and resources. The CAC
will continue to support these initiatives, working with the office and engaging with the CD4 Volunteer Corps—all of which would be derailed by a change in councilmember!
Thank you for taking the time to consider this request, and I hope that you will make the right decision and keep Los Feliz in CD4!

[cid:4e5fadd9-ba37-4a0f-9803-6acd3d799b2f]
Nicholas Brown
Engagement Coordinator
5515 Franklin Ave. Suite B
Los Angeles, CA 90028
nicholas@corita.org

10/20/2021 14:46:14

Alex Nordstrom

10/20/2021 14:46:37

Sonia Salgado

10/20/2021 14:47:29

coby brown

THIS E-MAIL IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE ADDRESSEE(S) AND MAY CONTAIN CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION. IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY USE
OF THIS INFORMATION OR DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING OF THIS E-MAIL IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS E-MAIL IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY THE SENDER
IMMEDIATELY BY RETURN E-MAIL AND DELETE THE ORIGINAL MESSAGE. THANK YOU.
Sirs: Please keep Encino intact. I have lived here 36 years and I hope it
will be better! Thanks, Alex Nordstrom, 5139 Balboa Blvd. Encino, CA 91316,
###-####.
Hola Mi nombre es Sonia Salgado.
Yo tengo 30 anos viviendo en CD9.
Tengo tres niños pequenos.
Y soy una miembra activa de SODLA.
La comunidad necesita lines de distritos vasadas en esfuerzo y equidad y
multicultural. La comunidad de sur los Angeles ha sido olvidada y
necesitamos que expo y USC sign siendo parte del CD9.
Es muy inportante y necesario para el beneficio de nuestra comunidad que
tanta necesidad tiene.
Exijimos que expo y USC sign siendo parte del CD9. Gracias
Commissioners:
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a 20 year resident of Laurel Canyon I cannot emphasize enough the importance of maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at the
intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as
evacuation drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with more than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to facilitate all
means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as well as the public school that sits at the center of our historic community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public safety is essential.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.

10/20/2021 14:56:46

Luz Maria Chuc

Coby Brown
Mi nombre es Luz Maria Chuc, residente del distrito 9 por mas de 14 años, tengo dos hijas que han crecido y estudiado en esta area, y he sido miembro activo de la communidad por 8 años. Actualmente soy miembra
de SODLA. En los ultimos 10 años como communidad hemos trabajado y creado alianzas para mejorar nuestra communidad en el distrito 9. Les pedimos de manera muy atenta que tanto el Exposition Center y el
USC se mantenga como parte de nuestra communidad, ya que queremos seguir trabajando todos juntos como lo somos, una communidad que lucha por mejorar cada dia.
Attentamente,Luz Maria Chuc

Date
10/20/2021 14:57:43

Name
Daniel Neilan

10/20/2021 14:59:35

Isack Fadlon

Testiony
Hello,
First, I'd like to thank this commission for all the hard work they've put
in over the months and thank you for listening to Los Feliz residents who
have been fighting to keep Los Feliz whole and keep it in CD4 (or CD 2-4,
if you prefer).
As you continue to deliberate over minor tweaks to the K2.5 map, please do
not give in to the small but vocal minority of residents who are willing to
do anything to get Los Feliz out of Councilmember Raman's district. I'm
familiar with these individuals and know that they have personal grievances
with the councilmember, are proponents of the recently failed recall
campaign, and don't actually care about the wishes of their neighbors. Los
Feliz is a majority renter community and we deserve to be represented by
the councilmember we overwhelmingly elected because of her belief in renter
protections. Do not erase election results. Do not punish low income
renters for becoming politically engaged. PLEASE KEEP LOS FELIZ IN CD4.
Thank you,
Dan Neilan
Dear Commissioners,
Based on Amendment 4, it seems that the Melrose stakeholders' request to keep Melrose in CD5 has been partially accepted.
Our Melrose BID has east/west boundaries of Fairfax and Highland on Melrose. As drafted, the north side of Melrose Ave between La Brea Ave and Highland Ave remains in CD13.
Separating the BID into two council districts would cause MAJOR issues for the BID. I believe there are ZERO residents on the north side of Melrose -- including this small area in CD5 would not alter the resident count.
PLEASE ADD THE PROPERTY ABUTTING MELROSE ON THE NORTH SIDE BETWEEN LA BREA AND HIGHLAND IN CD-5.
Best,
Isack Fadlon
90046

Date
10/20/2021 15:00:23

Name
Joyce Fletcher

Testiony
----- Forwarded Message ----- From: Woodland Hills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council <friends@whcouncil.orgTo: "j.fletcher@whcouncil.org" <j.fletcher@whcouncil.orgSent: Wednesday, October 20, 2021, 01:56:
29 PM PDTSubject: ALERT-WE NEED YOUR HELP TODAY-REDISTRICTING DIVIDES WOODLAND HILLS
||
||||||||
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|
|||||
|
|
|
| | October 6, 2021 • Sign up for NotifyLA Emergency Alerts|
|
|
|||||
|
|
|
|
|||||
|
|
|
| | | ALERT - WE NEED YOUR HELP TODAYREDISTRICTING DIVIDES WOODLAND HILLS |
|
|
|||||
|
|
|
| | | ALERT -We Need YOUR Help Today by 5:00pmWoodland Hills To Be DIVIDED
On October 13th the Woodland Hills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council voted to keep Woodland Hills, Warner Center, Pierce College and all Woodland Hills neighborhoods together and undivided.
Instead at this moment a growing number of Redistricting Commissioners are trying their best to divide Woodland Hills into different districts and remove Pierce College and Warner Center from our district. This
DRAMATICALLY dilutes our voice at City Hall and with the City Council!
TIME IS VERY QUICKLY RUNNING OUT - YOU MUST MAKE PUBLIC COMMENT by 5:00pm TODAYWRITE AND SEND YOUR COMMENT TODAY BY:
CLICKING ON THESE LINKS !
Council file:https://cityclerk.lacity.org/lacityclerkconnect/index.cfm?fa=ccfi.viewrecord&cfnumber=20-0668
Redistricting Meetings and Info:https://laccrc2021.org/upcoming-meetings-2/
Submission of Public Comment on CF 20-0668: https://cityclerk.lacity.org/publiccomment/?cfnumber=20-0668
RE: Woodland Hills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council Recommendation
On October 13, 2021 the board of the Woodland Hills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council approved this letter to be sent to the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission to oppose any redistricting plan or
map which divides Woodland Hills in to two separate Council districts which will greatly affect overall interaction and recommendation with the City of Los Angeles on matters that affect Woodland Hills as a whole, as
the residents will have to advise and seek action from two different council offices on matters that affect all stakeholders in Woodland Hills such as traffic, safety, homelessness, environmental concerns, Ventura Blvd.
upgrades and development projects.
The massive development of Warner Center, which sits in the center of Woodland Hills is an issue that affects all residents of Woodland Hills and needs undivided Councilmember attention and resources, as the
development of Warner Center affects many things including the 101 Freeway off/on ramps, neighborhood streets and intersections, infrastructure concerns, the bases of our local economy and environmental and
safety issues. Multiple councilmembers who may or may not agree on these issues or fully understand the Warner Center Specific Plan and the affected neighbors/neighborhoods will be disastrous for Woodland Hills
as a whole. Ventura Blvd., the main street of Woodland Hills can’t be effectively divided in Woodland Hills.
Small businesses are the heart of Woodland Hills and won’t survive division between possible opposing Council members with different agendas who may or not support the current low density on Ventura Blvd and the
protection of small business and mom and pop businesses.
Woodland Hills residents should not be divided. We have always been united in our love of Woodland Hills and for all our neighborhoods and neighbors. Creating arbitrary borders, division and separation among our
residents pulls apart our neighbors and neighborhoods creating invisible fences that divides and diminishes the strength of our united voice.
Joyce Fletcher, PresidentWoodland Hills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council |
||
|
|
|||||
|
|
|
|||
|
| | Woodland Hills Warner Center Covid 19 Update October 2021 As of the end of September, 81.7% of Woodland Hills residents aged 12 and over have been vaccinated. This puts Woodland Hills in the top 20th
percentile in LA County but still well behind communities such as Westchester, Century City and Culver City who all exceed 90%. The number of cumulative identified cases for Woodland Hills is 10,419 and the 14-day
moving average is 188 cases which is down from 531 as of the end of August. . Where to get vaccinated? Some main locations include Kaiser as well local Rite Aid and CVS pharmacies as well as Topanga Pharmacy,
Ronco Drug Pharmacy and Costco Pharmacy. Pfizer booster shots are also available now for people who got their last vaccination at least 6 months ago. Where to get tested? The aforementioned vaccine locations are
available as well as Carbon Health Urgent Care and Evolve Healthcare. Check the locations to confirm if they have the appropriate test for your needs. For example, you may need a PCR test or you may have special
requirements for any travel you may be considering. Also, many of these locations require an appointment. Updated Heath Order. In LA County, masks are required, regardless of vaccination status on all public transit,
in transportation hubs, indoors in K-12 schools or other youth settings, all healthcare settings, homeless shelters, emergency centers and all indoor public settings including indoor Mega Events (greater than 1,000
attendees) as well as all outdoor Mega Events (greater than 10,000 attendees). In addition, beginning November 1 2021, operators for Outdoor Mega Events are required to cross-check proof of full vaccination or a
negative Covid-19 viral test against a photo identification for all attendees who are 18 years of age or older. We ask all residents to please be respectful of employees and business owners who ask patrons to comply
with the LA County Health Order. Let’s do our part and enter facilities with masks on and ready to show full vaccination status or a negative test result where necessary. Visit: www.VaccinateLACounty.com (English)
and www.VacunateLosAngeles.com (Spanish) to find a vaccination site near you, to make an appointment at vaccination sites, and much more. If you don’t have internet access, can’t use a computer, or you’re over 65,
you can call 1-###-#### for help finding an appointment, connecting to free transportation to and from a vaccination site, or scheduling a home-visit if you are home-bound. Vaccinations are always free and open to

Date
10/20/2021 15:01:55

Name
Amelia Brooke

Testiony
Dear Councilmembers
I'm a resident of Silverlake. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the
configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the
Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep all of these neighborhoods
in CD4.
These neighborhoods have been in CD4 for decades. They’re all connected to
Griffith Park and have common interests related to fire safety, tourism,
wildlife, preservation, and more. We’ve been working with the council
office on all these issues, and that work needs to continue. There’s also
important work being done on homelessness that would be derailed by a
change in councilmember.
Thank you,
Amelia

10/20/2021 15:03:01

Brian McCullom

*AMELIA BROOKE*
Art Director | *Masha's Game*
###-####
Hello commissioners,
I'm writing today to advocate for Los Feliz and Griffith Park to remain in
district 4 as they are in the latest map. These areas represent a core part
of that community. I would also advocate for the district containing these
areas in the latest map to be made district 4, rather than 2.

10/20/2021 15:03:53

10/20/2021 15:06:13

Thank you!
Brian McCullom
Laurann Malachowski Dear Commissioners:
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4.
As a 23 year resident and homeowner in Laurel Canyon I cannot emphasize
enough the importance of keeping our community intact for the public safety
of those who reside here.
Being involved as a volunteer on the Laurel Canyon Emergency Communications
Team for the past two years has shown me that with Laurel Canyon's
vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical challenges of
safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via Laurel Canyon
Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to facilitate all means
available to ensure the safety of our residents, as well as the public
school that sits at the center of our historic community. Dealing with a
single City.
I hope that the Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon
residents in mind and keep the community together.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Laurann Malachowski
2119 Kew Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90046
ᐧ
Linda
Please keep current borders for North Hills East CD7 at Rayen & do not change.
Thank you,Linda & Charles Kelsch

Date
10/20/2021 15:06:17

Name
JO

Testiony
Commissioners:
I am writing to express my concern at the possible division of Laurel
Canyon, a neighborhood which is united physically, historically and
culturally.
We have lived in the Canyon for 25 years and actively supported our local
school and our neighborhood association. There have been many meetings
focused on ensuring the safety of all Laurel Canyon residents, especially
in the event of fire, for which complex evacuation plans have been laid
out, including the support of neighbours who might be unaware of the danger
or unable to leave without assistance. Such safety measures have the
approval of residents and have been endorsed by our emergency services.
Vital communications would be severely compromised by the division of
Laurel Canyon between two council districts.
I implore you to reconsider a plan which would divide and endanger the
residents of this unique and historic canyon neighborhood.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

10/20/2021 15:08:32

Chris Cude

Judy O'Rourke
9044 Burroughs Road
Los Angeles, CA 90046
Dear Hon. Members of The Lost Angles City Council Redistricting Commission:
Please see attached Update to October 6, 2021 Letter re Keep The South Carthay Square Neighborhood Unified In CD 5.
Best,
Chris

10/20/2021 15:10:34

Bess Thompson

Christopher Cudé
Legal Assistant
Kane Law Firm
1154 S Crescent Heights Blvd.,
Los Angeles, Ca 90035
Office: ###-####
Fax: ###-####
ccude@kanelaw.la<mailto:ccude@kanelaw.la
This e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail,
you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify me by replying to this
message and permanently delete the original and any copy of this e-mail and any printout thereof.
Hello,
I am a constituent from CD4 in Hollywood. I do not support the K2 map model
for redistricting. It looks like a piece of swiss cheese. CD 4 needs to
keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park. I am proud of my district and don't want
to lose 70% of it. Please refer to map L in designing equitable districts
for the city. Anything less looks like stealing constituents from one of
the few progressive council members.
Thank you for your time,
Elizabeth Thompson

Date
10/20/2021 15:10:46

Name
Janet K

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
As a resident of CD4 (born and raised in Los Feliz), I am writing to you
once again to *keep Los Feliz, Griffith Park, Hollywood Hills, and North
Silver Lake in CD4.*
Previous attempts to break up our community by separating Griffith Park
from Los Feliz have proven to be very unpopular, as the major ingress and
egress points of Griffith Park are in Los Feliz. We in Los Feliz bear the
burden of ensuring traffic and pedestrian safety when people from all over
the world come to enjoy the amenities offered in the park, such as the
Greek Theatre, hiking trails, Griffith Observatory, and the LA Zoo. Other
critical city-directed resources, such as emergency/wildfire management,
are coordinated from the Los Feliz side of the park, and *CD4 is the only
council district that has the history and experience of coordinating and
managing any and all crises arising from LA's largest wildland-urban
interface, from wildfires to hillside residence issues.*
Most importantly, as a member of the LFNC Homelessness Committee and the
operator of a homelessness non-profit in CD4, I have firsthand knowledge of
the importance of coordinating homelessness response efforts through my
elected officials' offices on every level. It has been crucial to have
access to seamless coordination and resources through our CD4 office, as
our service area includes Los Feliz and North Silver Lake. Through both of
my roles, I have worked hand-in-hand with members from former CM Ryu's
office and now CM Raman's office in bringing more resources and facilities
to our area, which has historically lacked the infrastructure to manage
homelessness. *It would be catastrophic to disrupt our ongoing homelessness
efforts and projects with CD4*, especially during a pandemic that is only
fueling the homelessness crisis in LA, and potentially kick our service
area into a new council district right in time for an election year. As
someone who is intimately familiar with the access to resources available
only through City Council offices, *I am asking you to keep Los Feliz and
North Silver Lake in CD4 to prevent disruption of the assistance we are
currently delivering to the hundreds of our unhoused neighbors we serve
weekly.*

10/20/2021 15:10:52

Many thanks,
Janet Kim
CD4 Stakeholder
Jared Gruszecki Matzecki
Hi, I'm a resident of Los Feliz. Please keep the park that is adjacent to
my neighborhood in the same council district.
Likewise, please keep my neighborhood in its historic council district,
where good work is ongoing. Like many people in the city, I live near some
homeless encampments, and I appreciate the recent work that's been done to
find these people homes. I see progress in our district, including in the
camp just down the block, and I fear that a redistricting change will
undermine and complicate that effort.
We should have a say in the park that's right next to us. And
councilmember-directed city services should not be interrupted by such a
drastic change!
thank you
Jared Matzecki

Date
10/20/2021 15:11:50

Name
Lee Marks

Testiony
I have seen the proposed redistricting map that divides Woodland Hills. As
an organization that has worked hard to bring the community together, I
feel that it would be detrimental to divide Woodland Hills into two
separate Council districts which will greatly affect the cohesiveness of
our community. Residents will have to seek action from two different
council offices on matters that affect all stakeholders in Woodland Hills
such as traffic, safety, homelessness, environmental concerns, upgrades and
new projects. I do not support the division of Woodland Hills in the
redistricting process.
Thank you.

Lee Marks
Senior Director II, Valley Region
L.A. City Department of Recreation and Parks
Woodland Hills Recreation Center
5858 Shoup Ave.
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
Phone (###-####
lee.marks@lacity.org

10/20/2021 15:11:57

SARAH RAMOS

10/20/2021 15:12:10

Peggy Tachdjian

PARK PROUD LA!
Hi, I’m a resident of CD4 who voted for Nithya. I’m frustrated and upset by the prospect of my district being changed, for no reason. This is not what the citizens who live here want. It will not help. Even this discussion is
a waste of our time, energy and resources.
Hello,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz (CD4). I'm writing to ask that you do not
change the configuration of CD4.
Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills are
all connected to Griffith Park, and they need to stay together because of
shared fire safety interests. There is also work being done on homelessness
in this neighborhood that would be derailed by a change in council
representation.
Beyond that, we all banded together to vote for Nithya Raman and changing
her district within a year of her election is not how democracy works.
Thank you.
Peggy Tachdjian
CD4 Resident
I am a concerned citizen of Los Angeles *imploring* you to keep democracy
intact by keeping Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4. Thank you.

10/20/2021 15:12:19

Ryan Hill

10/20/2021 15:14:55

-*Ryan Hill*
*(###-####*
sschw56079@aol.com Dear City Officials,
I am writing to you in conjunction with the proposed CD 2/4 districts in the current redistricting map under consideration.I currently live in CD4, have lived in Hollywoodland for 45 years, and am a current board member
and past president of theHollywoodland Homeowners Association. As you go through this process with changes still possible I feel it is imperative that you take into consideration the following conditions:
1) Hollywoodland is an historic and distinctive residential area in Hollywood and was the first hillside development in Los Angeles when it was developed in 1923,almost a hundred years ago. It consists of
approximately 600 homes and Hollywoodland should be undivided in whatever district it is in.
2) Unlike any other neighborhood bordering Griffith Park, Hollywoodland is a bottleneck that actually juts into Griffith Park and is 80% surrounded by public land.
The current Hollywood Sign was originally the Hollywoodland Sign and sat on land that was part of Hollywoodland. Because of these strong existential, geographical, and historical tiesbetween Hollywoodland and
Griffith Park, they should remain undivided and together in whatever district they are in.
Also this is meant as a very strong suggestion...
3) The residential neighborhoods in the Santa Monica Mountains, particularly the Hollywood Hills, have much in common---the most important being that they are all
in a very high fire severity fire zone with limited infrastructure. The commonality of public safety issues can best be addressed by consolidating and putting these threatened foothill areas together in a council
district. Public Safety is the most important consideration in any action the government is planning.
Please add my comments to the public record. Thank you.
Sincerely,Sarajane Schwartz

Date
10/20/2021 15:14:59

Name
Graham Wagner

10/20/2021 15:16:22

Joseph Roth

Testiony
Hi there,
I'm a homeowner in Los Feliz and I'm writing to ask that you do not change
the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park and the Hollywood Hills in
the current map. *Please keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4. *
There’s important work being done on homelessness and other issues that are
important to me and my community. And, considering the results of the last
election, the move to rearrange the district now appears pretty baldly
undemocratic. Which is an ugly thing to say, but that's honestly the only
narrative I can see coming from this redistricting.
Graham
Hi Please accept this attached letter on behalf of Barbara Broide and the
Westwood South of Santa Monica Boulevard Homeowners' Association. We
continue to support Map K2.5 (Amendment-4), and ask the Commission to
continue to do so while not undermining the Westside's
historically connected communities with any last minute changes.
Thank you very much.
Sincerely,

10/20/2021 15:19:18

Joseph Roth
Member, WSSM Board of Directors
Chair, WSSM Redistricting Committee
Allen Strickland Williams
Hi there,
I'm a proud voting citizen of LA who lives in the Franklin Hills
neighborhood, currently in CD4. I'm at 3723 Tracy Street, zip code 90027.
It's pretty upsetting that this redistricting is on the table at all since
it would completely disenfranchise my and a majority of my neighbors who
voted for Nithya Raman. The redistricting attempt is completely bogus and
has to be stopped. Keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4. Thank you.

10/20/2021 15:19:28

Kendall Mayhew

Best,
Allen Williams
The map in question is simply unacceptable. Removing 70% of the residents
who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the
most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face unimaginably
undemocratic. This district must retain representation of renters, who are
62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and often have the most to
lose by any given city council action. You must support diversity and
equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that
is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more
votes than any other city council member in the history of the city.
thank you for your service on this important matter,
Kendall Mayhew
Kendall Mayhew
###-####
kendall.mayhew@gmail.com

Date
10/20/2021 15:20:31

Name
Testiony
sschw56079@aol.com Subject: redistricting
Dear City Officials,

10/20/2021 15:21:41

Ocie Kara

I am writing to you in conjunction with the proposed CD 2/4 districts in the current redistricting map under consideration.I currently live in CD4, have lived in Hollywoodland for 45 years, and am a current board member
and past president of theHollywoodland Homeowners Association. As you go through this process with changes still possible I feel it is imperative that you take into consideration the following conditions:
1) Hollywoodland is an historic and distinctive residential area in Hollywood and was the first hillside development in Los Angeles when it was developed in 1923,almost a hundred years ago. It consists of
approximately 600 homes and Hollywoodland should be undivided in whatever district it is in.
2) Unlike any other neighborhood bordering Griffith Park, Hollywoodland is a bottleneck that actually juts into Griffith Park and is 80% surrounded by public land.
The current Hollywood Sign was originally the Hollywoodland Sign and sat on land that was part of Hollywoodland. Because of these strong existential, geographical, and historical tiesbetween Hollywoodland and
Griffith Park, they should remain undivided and together in whatever district they are in.
Also this is meant as a very strong suggestion...
3) The residential neighborhoods in the Santa Monica Mountains, particularly the Hollywood Hills, have much in common---the most important being that they are all
in a very high fire severity fire zone with limited infrastructure. The commonality of public safety issues can best be addressed by consolidating and putting these threatened foothill areas together in a council
district. Public Safety is the most important consideration in any action the government is planning.
Please add my comments to the public record. Thank you.
Sincerely,Sarajane Schwartz
Please DO NOT divide our community!!
Please name the North Hollywood district as Council district 2 and add the
following areas to the district:
*Roscoe to Vanowen to Whitsett to Laurel Canyon
*Van Nuys to Woodman and Victory to the railroad track, to include Ararat
Charter School
*remove the hillside communities of Hollywood Hills, etc. and follow North
Hollywood, Valley Glen, Valley Village and Van Nuys to exist in a single
district
Thank you!!
--

10/20/2021 15:21:50

10/20/2021 15:22:02

Ocie Kara-Simonyan
Matthew Brian Cohen I used to live in Silverlake, and I've worked in and currently volunteer in CD4. This current attempt to cut out 70% of District 4 is unacceptable.
This is a blatant backdoor election. It's undemocratic and cowardly, and frankly only serves to erode public trust in the city council. These neighborhoods have been in the same district for years, and depend on each
other. It's an incredibly useless change that doesn't benefit anyone in the district.
Los Feliz and Silverlake should remain in CD4.
Hannah Globus
Hello,
I'm a resident of Toluca Lake, and I'm writing today to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep all of these
neighborhoods in CD4.
These neighborhoods have been in CD4 for decades. They’re all connected to Griffith Park and have common interests related to fire safety, tourism, wildlife, preservation, as well as important work on homelessness
that would be derailed by a change in councilmember. As a previous member of my NC, I know how important it is to keep common interest groups working with the same councilmember. Those relationships and
coordination between neighborhoods and organizations are difficult to establish and impossible to replace. Additionally, gutting CD4 appears to be a disingenuous political move, and attempt to erase the democratic
process via redistricting, by removing a large portion of progressive voters from their progressive council member. We have eroded the sanctity of our democracy far too much already this decade. I don’t want to see
Los Angeles fall into the same trap of avoiding the fair results of an election through insidious means. Please keep CD4 in tact.

Thank you,
Hannah Globus
Past GTLNC board member
Environmental Committee Board Member, GTLNC

Date
10/20/2021 15:28:15

Name
"A. Wolfe"

Testiony
To the Redistricting Committee and All Others Concerned:

I have watched the redistricting process with great interest and have
encouraged many others to do so as well. While it is necessary to redraw
maps to make sure every district holds a representative cross-section of
our city, I have found the process to be far less transparent than I'd
thought. My worries are that powerful homeowner interests have fueled a
fight to cut off 70% of the current District 4. These are tactics one might
expect to find in extreme-right cities. It is shameful they're still being
used in Los Angeles. A district, a constituency, must be as diverse as this
city for equal representation to exist. District 4, then, must be preserved.

I am a long-time renter in Los Angeles, currently on the market to buy a
home. My feelings about this will not change once I am no longer a tenant.
Preserving District 4 is what is right and moral. I hope the Redistricting
Committee is aware of how much attention this process has received, even at
the national level, including Jay Caspian Kang's thorough series published
in the New York Times. It would be quite a shame for the leaders of this
redistricting fight to garner public repudiation on such a large scale,
calling into question so many other judgments and issues. I hope you do the
city a service and preserve District 4.

Thank you for your time.

--

10/20/2021 15:30:39

jen kim

April Wolfe
Hi,
I live in Los Feliz. I actually live on Berendo a block from the area that was such a problem recently. My extended family all live in Los Feliz. We own homes in Franklin square and in the Los Feliz estates. Our family
has called Los Feliz home since the early 70s. We own businesses in Los Feliz/east Hollywood, and I also work at the Autry in Griffith Park. I am very much a long time resident of the neighborhood.
I’ve been really relieved about how Nithya handled the problem on Berendo. It was a very difficult situation. I’m really upset I might lose her as my representative in the new redistricting maps. I voted for her and all my
family and nearby neighbors voted for her. Please don’t mess around so much with the map that you remove her as our representative. What is the point of voting if our voice gets taken away by a post facto map
juggling?
Jennifer Kim

10/20/2021 15:31:53

Jennifer Doud

Jen
Dear Commissioners:
I am writing in support of redistricting map K2.5/v4 which includes a critical point of ingress and egress at North Crescent Heights and Sunset Blvd. This enables LAPD and LAFD to communicate with ONE Council
Office, quickly and efficiently, in an emergency when seconds and minutes matter.
As you know, Laurel Canyon is particularly vulnerable to wildfires. And our geography complicates evacuations not only for residents but also a public school in our community. So having this ingress/egress in our
district, again, with one Council Office for first responders to coordinate with, is a public safety feature that’s essential for our hillside community.
Past safety drills have proven that dealing with a single City Council office is a clear benefit to public safety. So I encourage you to revisit the current boundaries, engage with the community on this with ample time to
understand our concerns, and approve Map K2.5 version 4.
No doubt we can all agree that community safety should be a top priority.
Thank you for your consideration.
Jennifer Doud
8088 Mulholland Dr
Los Angeles CA 90046

Date
10/20/2021 15:33:05

Name
Teresita Cedeno

Testiony
Dear Commission,
Please keep Canoga Park and Warner Center together. We are communities united through the Topanga Mall, the Village, Pierce College, and the upcoming Warner Center plan. Rather than separating the Encino
neighborhood unite Canoga Park and Warner Center please.

10/20/2021 15:33:38

c blake

10/20/2021 15:34:40

Jordan H

Teresa Cedeno
To The Redistricting Commission:
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon and involved in Public Safety. I support Map k2.5 V 4 because I do not want Laurel Canyon divided from its Hollywood Hills foothill/gateway at Sunset Boulevard and Crescent Heights.
This gateway is an important means of evacuation for many in the Canyon. Separating the Canyon into 2 districts at Mt. Olympus will cause LAPD, LAFD, EMD, DOT and DWP to have to deal with 2 separate council
offices for emergency services, emergency evacuations and anything involving traffic and emergency response times.
The upcoming construction at 8150 Sunset will cause traffic issues and negotiating with a separate council that has no interest or duties to Laurel Canyon above Sunset will be trying at best. We are now into wildfire
season, so imagine ongoing major demolition or construction at 8150 Sunset when an earthquake causes fire, broken gas lines, power outages, blown transformers, and both boulevards need to be closed to traffic to
evacuate Canyon residents.
This area has just entered a dangerous season and with climate change will only become more so. As other hillside communities have been kept whole, so should Laurel Canyon.
Sincerely,
-Cara Blake, Resident, Lookout Mountain Ave
To Whom It May Concern,
I am a resident of LA CD4 as it currently stands and I am vconcerned by the
redistricting board's willingness to drastically reduce CD4. If this action
is taken, the votes of thousands of residents will be invalidated by an
unelected panel.
I urge the stakeholders and decision makers involved in this process to
keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in CD4, and to respect the decision of
thousands of citizens as expressed in the recent vote for LA City Council.

10/20/2021 15:37:06

Anthony M

Thank You,
Jordan Heimburger
Hello, my name is Anthony Malko. I am a resident of Mitch O' Farrell's
district in East Hollywood.
I have made an effort to follow local politics for many years now, and I am
truly shocked and disgusted by the treatment that Nithya Raman is currently
facing. Raman won her election in record numbers, and there has been a
blatant effort to remove the power she rightfully has via redistricting
efforts.
Obviously redistricting is understandable but there is no clear reason why
she should be singled out like this in the process. I am not only outraged
but I am also disappointed to see a city that champions itself as being
progressive and forward-thinking, behaving in such a blatantly
anti-democratic way. This is no justifiable way to treat not only Raman,
but the residents who worked tirelessly to elect her.

10/20/2021 15:37:38

I am urging you to make sure that Los Feliz and Griffith stay in CD4. Thank
you.
Chika Michelle Okafo To All,
The map in question is simply unacceptable. removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face
unimaginably undemocratic. This district must retain representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and are often have the most to lose by any given city council action. you must
support diversity and equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more votes than any other city council member in the
history of the city. The diversity represented in CD4 and CD13 in this community produced map https://districtr.org/plan/52876
Is what should be reflected in the final map. I also request the Redistricting Commission give a portion of the Warner Center to District 4/2 in order to further the city’s commitment to diversity and an equitable
democratic process.
- Chika Okafo
Resident, Los Angeles

Date
10/20/2021 15:37:47

Name
Andrew Colin Allen

Testiony
Hello,
As a concerned resident, I'm urging the redistricting committee to take
Sherman Oaks out of CD3. Our community shares a common interest with Studio
City and North Hollywood. As a part of The Valley of Change, we strive to
help the unhoused individuals struggling in our community. Our current
projects to help the unhoused are similar to movements helping the unhoused
in Studio City and North Hollywood. We are a diverse community of
different racial and economic backgrounds. We are not represented by the
white and wealthy people in the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association. We
need to keep Sherman Oaks diverse and help our community. The way to do
that is by taking us out of CD3.

10/20/2021 15:38:07

Sandra Hitt

10/20/2021 15:38:10

Elisabeth Squires

10/20/2021 15:38:10

Elisabeth Squires

Best,
Andrew Colin Allen
I came to live in Los Angeles just after the terrible fire that burned so much of the Laurel Canyon ridge in 1979. I have lived in Laurel Canyon for over 30 years. I am extremely concerned with fire safety and evacuation
routes as I am living in a very high fire hazard zone during a time when wildfires are proliferating. I believe it is of the utmost importance that the Laurel Canyon neighborhood and its access gateways ( Crescent Hts,
Sunset Blvd, Sunset Plaza, etc.) be kept within a single council district, to coordinate and manage our fire safety.
Thank you
Sandra Hitt
8527 Walnut DR
Los Angeles 9###-####
Hello, I am a resident of CD4, in the Hancock Park neighborhood, and I
don't want to be severed from my neighbors. I look at this redistricting
and see a craven effort to undermine the results of an election. I thought
we were better than that. I marvel at the unfairness of it, how
undemocratic and galling. My already tenuous faith in politicians grows
weaker on the daily. Our city faces real challenges and ginning up a recall
isn't one of them.
Would love to be emailing about real stuff: access to public bathrooms,
praising the housing strategies of Mike Bonin, fixing the sidewalks or
getting clarification on noise ordinances. But nooooo, we have to do Newsom
2.0. Gross.
-- Bethy Squires
Writer/Researcher
bethysquires.com
Hello, I am a resident of CD4, in the Hancock Park neighborhood, and I
don't want to be severed from my neighbors. I look at this redistricting
and see a craven effort to undermine the results of an election. I thought
we were better than that. I marvel at the unfairness of it, how
undemocratic and galling. My already tenuous faith in politicians grows
weaker on the daily. Our city faces real challenges and ginning up a recall
isn't one of them.
Would love to be emailing about real stuff: access to public bathrooms,
praising the housing strategies of Mike Bonin, fixing the sidewalks or
getting clarification on noise ordinances. But nooooo, we have to do Newsom
2.0. Gross.
-Bethy Squires
Writer/Researcher
bethysquires.com

Date
10/20/2021 15:40:25

Name
Lane McFaddin

10/20/2021 15:41:13

Zach Frechette

10/20/2021 15:43:31

Denise Nicholas

Testiony
Hello,
As a stakeholder and active community member in Los Feliz, I was pleased to
see this commission finally do the right thing yesterday by keeping Los
Feliz whole and keeping it and Griffith Park in CD4 where it belongs.
I urge you to ignore the small but vocal minority calling for splitting up
CD4. These demands are politically motivated and cynical. They come from
people upset with the fair and democratic outcome of the 2020 election
putting Nithya Raman in office.
These voices, largely white and homeowning, hold a myopic view and do not
represent the majority of CD4 residents or of Angelenos at large.
The majority of Los Feliz residents are renters and lower and middle
income. They stand to benefit from Councilmember Raman’s work on tenants
rights and housing justice. It is vital that we continue to be represented
by the Councilmember we democratically and overwhelmingly chose.
Keep Los Feliz whole and keep tenant power strong.
- Lane McFaddin
Los Feliz Resident and Stakeholder
-- -Lane McFaddin
(###-####
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a 10 year
resident of Laurel Canyon and volunteer member of the Laurel Canyon
Emergency Communications Team. I cannot emphasize enough the importance of
maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at
the intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a
single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs
of our community in this regard.
Many thanks,
ZTF
Dear Redistricting Committee:
I am a resident of Brookside and am writing in FULL support of Plan K2.5, Amendment 1.
I appreciate the Commission following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of
interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people in its determinations.
I appreciate the Commission understanding that neighborhoods matter and that residents’ understanding
of their own interests should matter. Please support the K2.5, Amendment 1, plan and keep Brookside as part
of Greater Wilshire.
Thank you,
Denise Nicholas
Longwood Ave Resident Homeowner for over 30 years.

10/20/2021 15:47:20

10/20/2021 15:47:38

Jacqueline Cortina

Daniel Kalbacher

www.denisenicholas.net
Buenas Tardes:
Mi nombre es Jacqueline C. residente del distrito 9, tengo 6 hijos y miembro activo de la comunidad CD9 por más de 10 años y soy miembra de SODLA SBCC Best Start Green Meadows y Avalon Garden .En los
ultimos 10 años como comunidad hemos trabajado y creado alianzas para mejorar nuestra comunidad en el Distrito 9. Pedimos que Expo y USC se mantenga como parte de nuestra comunidad. Queremos seguir
trabajando juntos como comunidad. Y espero se tomen en cuenta nuestras opiniones de antemano muchas gracias
You saw the subject line. This redistricting process has been absurd and
it's not lost on people that this is happening right after Nithya's win in
CD4. Los Angeles is a majority renter city and yet the maps presented only
serve to consolidate homeowner power and disenfranchise everyone who
campaigned and voted for Nithya last year.

Date
10/20/2021 15:48:24

Name
GINA PHILIPS

10/20/2021 15:48:38

GWNC President

Testiony
Commissioners:
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. I am basing this on critical public safety concerns. I have lived here for 20 years and am very concerned with the fire risks and need for clear and well known exits.
As a 20 year resident of Laurel Canyon, I cannot emphasize enough the importance of maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at the intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset
Boulevard, within a single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as
evacuation drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with more than one Council office. Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical challenges of safely evacuating an
already dense hillside population via Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to facilitate all means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as well as the public school that sits at the center
of our historic community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public safety is essential. For the past seven years I have volunteered, on average, roughly 400 hours per year on public safety-related
issues, and I am currently the program director of the Laurel Canyon Emergency Communications Team. I know from many interactions with LAPD and LAFD that they share our concerns in this matter.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
Thank you for your time and consideration,
Gina Nelson
2701 Laurel Pass Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90046
Dear Commissioners,
Please see attached and below. Many thanks.
—
Conrad Starr
President, Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council
419 N Larchmont Blvd #331, Los Angeles 90004
president@greaterwilshire.org <mailto:president@greaterwilshire.org | (###-#### (VM)
Join Mailing List <https://greaterwilshire.org/ | Twitter <https://twitter.com/GreaterWilshire | Facebook <https://www.facebook.com/GreaterWilshireNeighborhoodCouncil | Instagram <https://www.instagram.
com/greaterwilshire/ | Nextdoor <https://nextdoor.com/profile/1568777/

Dear Commissioners,
It came to my attention that one of your commissioners stated last night that they had had extensive conversations with the leadership of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council and that we were amenable to
portions of our NC area being moved from District Five to District Thirteen.
The GWNC Executive Officers confirmed that no such conversation took place.
Our position remains unchanged:
The GWNC’s preferred option is to be unified in one Council District…
We can live with the status quo of the current Council District boundaries. The GWNC is completely opposed, however, to any further splitting of our area—or worse, the introduction of additional Council Districts to our
map.
The areas that have been moved without our support are 1) from Melrose at the south to Willoughby at the north, and from La Brea at the west to Wilcox at the east; and 2) from Beverly Blvd at the south to Melrose at
the north, and from North Wilton Pl at the west to North Manhattan Pl (both sides) at the west.
This last-minute change has caught us by surprise, and we are distressed that our position has been so mischaracterized with such limited remaining opportunity for public discussion.
Please restore the areas above to the Fifth Council District to keep GWNC whole.

10/20/2021 15:50:53

Marina Michelson

Many thanks.
Hello,
I'm a resident of northern Silverlake, and grew up in Hancock Park where my
parents and sibling still reside, both in Council District 4, and I do not
support the proposed map, which removes our neighborhoods from the district
and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to
cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Nithya
Raman won the most votes in the history of LA City Council on a platform of
helping renters, including the votes of my household and my parents'.
-MARINA MICHELSON
c. ###-####

Date
10/20/2021 15:52:53

Name
Marian Dodge

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you so much for changing the map to keep Los Feliz intact in a single council district. The previous map would have dismembered Los Feliz by chopping off the Oaks and Los Feliz Hills & Waverly Heights. The
final blow was the planned beheading by cutting off Griffith Park. We are very pleased that you have kept our community in one piece in CD 2 or 4.
The adjoining neighborhood of Silverlake is an equally wonderful community. They too deserve to be kept intact. Yet a small section has been cut off and attached to Los Feliz. The area southeast of Hyperion Blvd.
following Rowena down to Silver Lake Reservoir has always been identified as Silverlake. It is quite obvious from a quick glance at the map that it belongs in Silverlake. I think you should give Silverlake the same
consideration that you gave to Los Feliz and not cut off a piece of their community. Please restore the section from Hyperion to Silverlake Blvd. to Silverlake where it rightfully belongs.
Sincerely,

10/20/2021 15:53:05

jb

10/20/2021 15:54:38

Clare Crespo

Marian Dodge
2648 N. Commonwealth Ave.
LAS, CA 90027
Hello Commissioners,
In moving forward to finalize your map for City Council districting, I hope you will continue to leave the boundaries of North Hills intact with North Hills West in CD12 and portions of North Hills East in CD6 and CD7
respectively. The boundary drawn at the east end of Burnet dividing in the middle of the street for CD6 and CD7 should change so that CD6 begins east of Burnet and both sides of Burnet are included in CD7. I know
that requests to be included in CD7 came from residents who live on the east side of Burnet and are actively engaged as you can see from the forms attached.
Please consider these changes as you finalize the Los Angeles District Map.
Thank you,
Jeff Belmont
Hello,
I'm a resident of Silver Lake. I'm writing to ask that you do not change the configuration of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills in the current map. Please keep all of these neighborhoods in
CD4.
These neighborhoods are the caretakers of Griffith Park, and they need to stay together because of shared fire safety interests and many other factors. There is also work being done on homelessness in this
neighborhood that would be derailed by a change in council member.
Thank you.

10/20/2021 15:55:10

Ike Barinholtz

10/20/2021 15:55:22

Eric Timperman

Clare Crespo Chinlund
Hello
I am resident of Windsor Square and I am imploring you to keep us and Griffith Park and Los Felix in CD4
We have a strong community here that bridges the gap between race and religion and economics.
The only way the city can fix itself is if we are TOGETHER
please don't break up our community
Thank you kindly
Isaac Barinholtz
HelloPrior to tomorrow's vote, I am writing to request that the commission hold
fast to the current CD4 boundaries in the name of climate science, public
safety, and communities of interest. I support map k2.5 v.4
Sincerely,
Eric Timperman
2620 Laurel Pass, 90046
20-year resident of Hollywood Hills West

Date
10/20/2021 15:55:24

Name
Eric Politzer

Testiony
Dear Commissioners:
I am writing in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As an 8 year
resident of Laurel Canyon, I cannot emphasize enough the importance of
maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at
the intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a
single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs
of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD
and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have
learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as evacuation
drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with more
than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical
challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via
Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to
facilitate all means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as
well as the public school that sits at the center of our historic community.
Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public safety is
essential.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the Commision
will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.

10/20/2021 15:55:59

Joanna Beacom

Eric Politzer
2131 Kew Drive
LA, CA 90046
Good afternoon, It
is my understanding that the discussion in the last minutes of the LA City
Redistricting Meeting two nights ago proposes to divide CD4 into two separate Council Districts. I find it hard to understand why or
how this can even be of concern at this time, given the existential issues our
city currently faces which include widespread homelessness, a drastic uptick in
crime, and many stakeholders leaving LA because this city is such a mess. I
also find it hard to understand how this district, comprised of neighborhood
councils and fellow stakeholders who have worked tirelessly to stitch together
a network of communication and collaboration over the past 40 years must now
take a defensive stance to protect and defend the leadership of our neighborhoods at a time when
we have been left to our own devices to provide basic civil rights such as the
protection of property and the safety of our families, friends, neighbors, and
neighborhoods. It
appears to me the City Council is attempting to deflect their responsibilities
to tackle the current existential issues our city currently faces by
fragmenting districts that have been in place for decades. This should not be the Council's priority at this time. If the City Council is
unable to grasp the fundamental importance of supporting the existing communities they signed up to serve as elected lawmakers, then they should be focused on fixing the
problems that we constituents are rightfully complaining about, rather than deflecting them with non-sensical and untimely redistricting for political purposes.The
simple solution is to extend the southern boundary of our Neighborhood
Association to Hollywood Boulevard as was previously defined in earlier
versions of Map K2 – thus, consolidating our entire neighborhood in a single
Council District - Council District 2-or-4 on your Map. Not both.Thank
you for your attention in this matter,Joanna BeacomFranklin/Hollywood West Residents Association, Board Member###-####

Date
10/20/2021 15:56:38

Name
Testiony
agold16113@aol.com To The Members of the Redistricting Commission,
I have written several times and want to say "Thank You" again for your difficult journey partitioning the city of Los Angeles and hearing the voice of the people who would be impacted by your recommended decisions
as well as the political clashes regarding "assets.".
The San Fernando Valley has changed the 55+ years I and my family and friends have resided here. There has been a huge increase in the population and the way and manner living here in what was once an
agricultural environment. My community of North Hills West is basically a single family residential area with many long time residents. Our geographical borders are unmistakable with the 405 Freeway on the East, Bull
Creek on the West, Roscoe Blvd. on the South, and Lassen Street on the North. We are good neighbors with the other communities and an integral part of community projects in Council District 12. This is our natural
location in the scheme of redistricting and why we should remain in Council District 12.
What I have found disturbing these past sessions that I have been watching is the issue of "assets" in and for a community. Aren't the assets of a community its residents and their involvement in good
governance? That one area of the city has a greater population of "Other" "Latino" "Asian" "Black" are the choices that the residents choose to live in. It is a community where they feel comfortable, can afford, and
benefit from. Who are we to say what number of these groups need to be in each district to be "even handed" in who gets elected to a position in government? That is gerrymandering..favoring one group over another. The
most important thing that people need to do is to vote for the representative who would benefit all of them. It should have nothing to do with "assets" in a community or how many residents fit a prescribed identity group.
Keep the San Fernando Valley with a minimum of 5 + Council Districts as it has had the largest increase in population from all races and creeds in this census count. That some Council members will have to represent
a new area might be a breath of fresh air for the community and the council member. Hasn't there been enough unethical, unprincipled, and hypocritical behavior in Los Angeles city government that concern for them
should be at the bottom of the list of how you redistrict Los Angeles?
Stay Strong, Stay Committed.
Thank you.

10/20/2021 15:56:59

Canon Price

Anita GoldbaumNorth Hills West Neighborhood CouncilPlanning and Land Use CommitteeOutreach Committee
Dear Commissioners:
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a 20 plus year resident of Laurel Canyon I cannot emphasize enough the importance of maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at
the intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as
evacuation drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with more than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to facilitate all
means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as well as the public school that sits at the center of our historic community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public safety is essential.
For the past seven years I have volunteered, on average, roughly 400 hours per year on public safety-related issues, and I am currently the program director of the Laurel Canyon Emergency Communications Team. I
know from many interactions with LAPD and LAFD that they share our concerns in this matter.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Best,

10/20/2021 15:57:55

Mick Jacobs

Canon Price
Hello,
I email you regarding new districting plans put forth. As a former resident
of District 4 who voted in the most recent election, I have a personal
stake in seeing the community there properly represented and empowered by
district maps.
The map in question is simply unacceptable. Removing 70% of the residents
who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the
most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face unimaginably
undemocratic. This district must retain representation of renters, who are
62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and often have the most to
lose by any given city council action. You must support diversity and
equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that
is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more
votes than any other city council member in the history of the city.
This is a very transparent way to attempt to not only silence those voices
of this district but all restrict the abilities of Raman to do her job, one
that thousands of Angelenos are relying on. We like the diversity
represented in CD4 and CD13 in this community produced map
https://districtr.org/plan/52876
I am calling upon you not to succumb to an attempt to silence a progressive
councilperson and their community, and ensure that District 4 is kept as it
is.
Sincerely,
-Mick Jacobs

Date
10/20/2021 15:59:18

Name
Charmaine Smith

10/20/2021 16:00:24

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods.
My family lives in the Wilshire Park neighborhood. The Wilshire Park Neighborhood is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I am writing to the Commission to express support for the Commission’s
creation of the 4th Amendment to the Final Draft Map Plan K2.5.
However, PLEASE...PLEASE...PLEASE...PUT THE GREATER WILSHIRE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL BACK TOGETHER AND KEEP US WHOLE IN CD 5! The GWNC and its associated neighborhoods have all
worked tirelessly to maintain the quality of life that we all deserve. Please keep us all together in District 5 with our neighbors to the West who share our interests, values and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission’s dedication to a public process, its transparency and the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you for hearing us!
Respectfully,
Charmaine and Hubert Smith
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff
of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set
of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City's
many and diverse neighborhoods.
My name is Tamara Blustein and I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood. The
Wilshire Park Neighborhood is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood
Council. I am writing to the Commission to express support for the
Commission's creation of the 4th Amendment to the Final Draft Map Plan K2.5.
However, PLEASE...PLEASE...PLEASE...PUT THE GREATER WILSHIRE NEIGHBORHOOD
COUNCIL BACK TOGETHER AND KEEP US WHOLE IN CD 5!
The GWNC and its associated neighborhoods have all worked tirelessly to
maintain the quality of life that we all deserve. Please keep us all
together in District 5 with our neighbors to the West who share our
interests, values and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission's dedication to a public process, its
transparency and the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you for hearing us!
Respectfully,
Tamara Blustein
960 Westchester Place
Los Angeles, CA 90019

10/20/2021 16:01:02

Jack Johnson

<https://laccrc2021.us5.list-manage.com/track/open.php?u=c1bb41af0551e4d30a5
b74fa1&id=6325f5c670&e=8ffb70c87a
Commissioner Katz has done far enough. Complaining that bringing Warner
Center to Canoga Park (of which many residents have a deep stake in) would
break up a Neighborhood Council, and then proceeding to break a *different*
Neighborhood Council to "fix" it is the height of hypocrisy.
And it is clear that Councilmember Blumenfield has no interest in equity,
only in keeping his district richer and whiter than it was previously, even
if it means disenfranchising a massive amount of his current constituency
by allowing Commissioner Katz to place them in CD 2/4. The less-affluent
will be unable to vote for years, while the rich will continue to enjoy the
power to vote for their representatives.
Democracy for me, but not for thee appears to be the strategy. As a
resident of CD3, I am disgusted with my representative, and demand that CD
2/4 receives the economic engine it needs to thrive. Return Encino to CD3,
and give CD 2/4 a portion of the Warner Center as previously looked at
before Commissioner Katz's dishonest and disrespectful tantrum reversed it.
As we have seen with Councilmember Raman, Commissioners can be replaced.
The fact that Councilmember Blumenfield has not done so tells us that he
approves of the work of his handpicked commissioner.
CD3 will remember, Councilmember. You can't get rid of us all.

Date
10/20/2021 16:03:25

Name
"Gere, David"

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:

My name is David Gere and I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I am writing to the Commission to request, strongly, that you put the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council back together. Please keep us whole in CD 5.

The GWNC and its associated neighborhoods have all worked tirelessly to maintain the quality of life that we all deserve. Please keep us all together in District 5 with our neighbors to the West who share our interests,
values, and concerns.

Thank you for hearing us!

Respectfully,

David Gere
844 S Bronson Ave

10/20/2021 16:05:17

"Jaewon L. Chung"

10/20/2021 16:07:38

David Parker

Los Angeles, CA 90005
*Hello,*
*I'm a CD4 resident and I would like to preserve the current district at
least 50% to avoid service interruption. Thanks.*
*Jae Chung*
Dear Commissioners,
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills and I'm writing today to urge you to keep the communities of District 4 intact.
The neighborhoods surrounding Griffith Park have shared a Council district for decades. We are a community, and over many years, we have worked together to improve fire safety, manage tourism, and preserve and
promote open space and protect wildlife, not just for our own neighborhoods but for all of Los Angeles. Breaking up our community would imperil this important work.

10/20/2021 16:07:58

Josephine Bartel

Thank you,David Parker
Hello there,
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a 10 year
resident of Laurel Canyon I cannot emphasize enough the importance of
maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at
the intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a
single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs
of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD
and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have
learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as evacuation
drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with
more than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical
challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via
Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to
facilitate all means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as
well as the public school that sits at the center of our historic
community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public
safety is essential.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Josephine Bartel
Laurel Canyon Resident of 10 years

Date
10/20/2021 16:08:53

Name
David Goren

10/20/2021 16:09:04

Stephen Rebello

Testiony
Commissioners:
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a 23 year resident of Laurel Canyon I cannot emphasize enough the importance of maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at the
intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as
evacuation drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with more than one Council office. Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical challenges of safely evacuating an
already dense hillside population via Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to facilitate all means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as well as the public school that sits at the center
of our historic community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public safety is essential. For the past seven years I have volunteered, on average, roughly 400 hours per year on public safety-related
issues, and I am currently the program director of the Laurel Canyon Emergency Communications Team. I know from many interactions with LAPD and LAFD that they share our concerns in this matter.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Thanks,
David Goren
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and
staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless and well thought-out
efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the
wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods.
My name is Stephen Rebello, I lived in the Wilshire Park neighborhood and
hope to buy another home and return there in the next year. The Wilshire
Park Neighborhood is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I
am writing to the Commission to express support for the Commission’s
creation of the 4th Amendment to the Final Draft Map Plan K2.5.
However, PLEASE...PLEASE...PLEASE...PUT THE GREATER WILSHIRE NEIGHBORHOOD
COUNCIL BACK TOGETHER AND KEEP US HOLE IN CD 5!
The GWNC and its associated neighborhoods have all worked tirelessly to
maintain the quality of life that we all deserve. Please keep us all
together in District 5 with our neighbors to the West who share our
interests, values and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission’s dedication to a public process, its
transparency and the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you for hearing us!
Respectfully,

10/20/2021 16:09:53

James Eagan

Stephen Rebello
To whom it may concern-I live in Beachwood, in CD4 and I would like to keep CD4 intact because it
represents my interests and I don’t want to see any service interruptions.
Thank you for your consideration.

10/20/2021 16:10:51

Micki Boden

-James
Writing to everyone as a CD4 constituent that Los Feliz and Griffith should
stay in CD4. Geographically and culturally, it makes sense. These areas are
vital to our district and there is no logical reason to splinter them off.
Removing a majority of residents who just voted for a new city
councilmember with historically high turnout reeks of trying to punish
everyone who voted for Nithya Raman and render her powerless. Additionally,
our district has to retain the voices of renters such as myself, who are
over 60% of LA and have the most to lose based on the actions of city
council. It is not merely undemocratic, it is morally wrong.
Urging the correct action to be taken in this matter and keeping CD4 as it
is currently.

Date
10/20/2021 16:11:02

Name
Bailey Benningfield

Testiony
Hi,
As a resident of CD4, I just wanted to say that Map K 2.5 is absurd.
Removing 70% of residents from their current district is deeply
undemocratic and interferes with important representation for renters in
City Council. I am a renter and feel that the needs and wants of homeowners
are being prioritized over those of tenants.
The census data does not support the proposed redistricting maps, and it's
ridiculous to remove a councilmember from her district who just received
more votes than any other city council member in the history of Los
Angeles.
Please keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible.

10/20/2021 16:11:33

Melissa Pressman

10/20/2021 16:12:07

Alice Carbone Tench

Best,
Bailey Benningfield
Hello Redistricting Council,
I’m writing to you as a concerned citizen of Winnetka, which is currently in CD3. I understand we will not stay in that district after the redistricting. District 2-4 needs an economic engine! We deserve a part of the Warner
center as was originally intended in the 2035 Warner center plan. Return Encino to CD3 & give 2-4 a portion of Warner Center. It will keep more Neighborhood Councils whole and benefit our community more. I hope
you are able to do the right thing as you move my neighborhood from CD3 and create a place where we can truly thrive. Thank you for your time. She Creates
Melissa Pressman (she/her)
COO/Producer
T:(###-#### E:melissa@alisonrobertson.com
to learn more visit
alisonrobertson.com
FB Twitter Instagram
Become a Sponsor of the BREATHE ACT
Dear members of the redistricting team,
My name is Alice Carbone Tench, and together with my husband, Benmont Tench, as residents of Los Feliz, believe that Los Feliz, Griffith Park and Silverlake are communities that SHOULD at all costs be kept
together in District 4.
Therefore, as a voter, as a citizen, I urge you to listen to the voice of the people and do not remove these communities in which we vote and make our voice heard, from District 4.
Also, we voted for our councilwoman Nithya Raman strong and loud, and we want to continue witness her work for our community.
Redistricting would undermine the integrity of our beloved community, its character and colors, and most of all, the integrity of an election process.
Please listen to the people and DO NOT remove them. KEEP Los Feliz, Silverlake and Griffith Park in District 4.
Thank you for your time,
Respectfully,

10/20/2021 16:12:33

Heidi Lieberman

Dr. Alice Carbone Tench
Dear Executive Director Cardenas, Chair Ali and Commissioners,
Thank you for all of your hard work and dedication to the Redistricting process.
I live in Nichols Canyon in CD4. I am writing in support of map K 2.5 amendment 4.
I appreciate you listening to our concerns, along with the other Canyon Communities about our safety issues.
We all work together, along with many City agencies, to keep our Communities in the Hillside safe.
Nichols Canyon is the only Hillside Community to have had a successful evacuation exercise with 30 City agencies.
Please keep our evacuation routes out of the canyon in CD4.
Thank you-

Date
10/20/2021 16:12:37

Name
Daniel Reif

Testiony
Dear redistricting authorities,
Please recognize the rights of CD4 voters and keep Loz Feliz and Griffith
Park in CD4. This entire process of removing both communities from the
current district has been a blatant attack on 2020 voting communities who
elected a better and more representative future for themselves in city
government. Since this proposal has been made in the redistricting process,
those communities have also rejected it in emphatic measure. To ignore them
would be immorally corrupt. Shut down this proposal immediately.

10/20/2021 16:12:47

Kelsey Redding

10/20/2021 16:13:33

Vanessa Aberman

Sincerely, city resident Daniel Reif
Hi there,
The efforts to redistrict CD4 stink of foul intention. Does it seem
convenient that you are choosing to do this after such a popular
progressive candidate won their election quite notably to national acclaim?
Why else would you do this now? If you are not the person who feels this
way, question those on the committee and their intentions because I'm sure
you will find some with dubious intentions. Don't be a part of this blatant
attempt to gerrymander a district.
Los Feliz and Griffith should remain in CD4 to retain the diversity of this
district. You should be ashamed of this.
Sincerely,
-- Kelsey Redding
###-####
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods.
My name is Vanessa Aberman and I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood. The Wilshire Park Neighborhood is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I am writing to the Commission to express support for
the Commission’s creation of the 4th Amendment to the Final Draft Map Plan K2.5.
However, PLEASE...PLEASE...PLEASE...PUT THE GREATER WILSHIRE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL BACK TOGETHER AND KEEP US HOLE IN CD 5!
The GWNC and its associated neighborhoods have all worked tirelessly to maintain the quality of life that we all deserve. Please keep us all together in District 5 with our neighbors to the West who share our interests,
values and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission’s dedication to a public process, its transparency and the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you for hearing us!
Respectfully,

10/20/2021 16:14:34

Jon Owyang

Vanessa Aberman
The latest amendment to Map K2.5 (amend 4) continues to separate Los Feliz from the neighborhoods with which it shares common issues. Please consider reincorporating _*all of Los Feliz, including the Los Feliz
Oaks neighborhood, into CD13*_.
Los Feliz, Hollywood, East Hollywood, Atwater and Silverlake share common issues, particularly with regard to housing, homelessness, transportation, traffic and public safety. There is no connection to communities
over the hill into the valley. As such, it does not make sense to include Los Feliz into proposed CD 2 or 4.
Additionally, because of the disproportionate traffic and community impacts on Los Feliz residents caused by Griffith Park's high visitor venues of the Griffith Park Observatory and the Greek Theater, _*Griffith Park
should also be incorporated into CD13*_. Los Feliz has an over 200 year association with Griffith Park. Much stronger than the valley side connection to the Park. Los Feliz resident volunteers have initiated and
implemented many Park improvements over the years, including those supported by Mr Griffith Park, Tom LaBonge.
I have been a homeowner in the Los Feliz Oaks and Los Feliz community of Laughlin Park for 35 years. I have also been involved for years addressing the homelessness issues in Los Feliz, Hollywood, and East
Hollywood. I was so excited to see that Map K2 was going to properly combine these neighborhoods. The current separation of these three neighborhoods between CD4 and CD13 has been frustrating because, for
instance, once one crosses Hollywood Blvd, you need to contact a different council district to address an issue. Our issues do not stop in the middle of the street. Amendment 4 to Map K2.5 creates this same problem
again!
Please listen to the Los Feliz constituents. Thank you.
-- Jon Owyang
Los Feliz resident
president Laughlin Park Association
member Los Feliz Neighborhood Council Homelessness and Housing committees
member Hollywood4WRD
prior board member Los Feliz Oaks Homeowners Association

Date
10/20/2021 16:14:45

Name
Mary Robertson

Testiony
As a lifetime resident of Silverlake, I strongly support the position that Silverlake, Los Feliz, and the Hollywood Hills have very little to do with the North East or Northwest Valley, and are – and should stay – very
much a part of central Los Angeles. Please do not take such a retrograde action, with all the worst aspects of cynical gerrymandering. I agree completely with the position expressed by many of my neighbors. Leave
CD 4 alone!

Thanks for listening
Mary Robertson
2637 Waverly Drive

10/20/2021 16:15:02

Hilary

Los Angeles CA 90039
To the Commissioners:

I am 25+ year resident of Laurel and Nichols Canyons, the co-chair of the Woodstock Road Homeowners Coalition and I’m writing to request that you correct the 11th hour changes that were made to CD4 and CD13 on
Monday night.

We were blindsided by the behind-the-scenes deal that Commissioner Goldberg made with CD13 that has cut off our hillside community from our southern evacuation routes via Laurel and Nichols – a first-ever rupture
of our shared community and a threat to public safety – in exchange for moving Los Feliz out of CD13 and into CD4.

As you know, this change to the southern boundary of CD4 below Laurel, Nichols and Runyan Canyons was enacted at the last minute with no input from the hillside communities – or Los Feliz - which are directly
affected - and with virtually no time for public comment or correction.

We in the hillsides need to retain the communities directly south of Laurel, Nichols and Runyan Canyons in a single district because we share the same ecosystem in terms of traffic, development, and fire and
emergency access. We have far more in common with them than the far northern reaches of the valley that part of the new CD4 in map K2.5amendment4.

While the commissioners made a good faith effort Tuesday night to restore a sliver of the Laurel Canyon evacuation route along Crescent Heights, we need the restoration of the blocks from Crescent Heights east to
Sierra Bonita and south from Hollywood to Fountain to return the evacuation routes of Nichols and Runyan Canyons to CD4. Our neighborhood’s only evacuation drill to date was conducted down Nichols Canyon, not
Laurel Canyon. We cannot safely evacuate our hillside community using only Laurel Canyon.

We are asking the commissioners to correct this and retain our hillside and adjacent communities intact within a single district, CD4. We understand that the majority of Los Feliz residents share our goal and want to be
reunited with Griffith Park within CD13 – not CD4.

Thank you for your help and consideration. The commission staff has been our inspiration and a bulwark against the self-interested political forces at work during this process.

Hilary de Vries
2717 Woodstock Road

Date
10/20/2021 16:15:11

Name
Edward Kim

10/20/2021 16:16:26

Matt Murray

Testiony
To whom it may concern:
I have lived in Los Feliz since 1979, and love the neighborhood where I
raised my four children. I am disappointed by all the efforts to move Los
Feliz and Griffith Park to Council District 4.
As a former veteran of the United States Army (101st Airborne Division) and
immigrant from a country with a violent history, I cherish democracy
immensely. I believe that my vote matters and that elections reflect the
will of the people, so I find it very problematic and undemocratic that
some commissioners would try to force our neighborhood and beautiful park
into a council district represented by someone many of us did not vote for,
less than a year after Councilmember Raman was sworn into office.
Los Feliz and Griffith Park IS Council District 4. You are disrespecting
democracy, the majority of voters in Council District 4, and the memory and
legacy of Councilmember Tom LaBonge by entertaining these attempts to
redistrict our neighborhood into Council District 13. Keep Los Feliz in
Council District 4!
Sincerely,
Ed
Zip code: 90027
Dear Redistricting Commission My name is Matthew Murray. I have been a resident of CD 4 for the last 11
years and I am writing to register my extreme displeasure at the
redistricting process that may result in the complete dissolution of my
council district. In 2020, as a result of historic turnout and voter
engagement, we elected Nithya Raman to be our councilor. For the first
time in all my years in LA, we had a councilor representing ALL of us, not
merely the extremely wealthy residents of Hancock Park and Sherman Oaks.
And in just one year she has been leading the charge to pass legislation to
help our city's most vulnerable. You must realize how bizarre, troubling
and potentially corrupt it appears that your commission would essentially
dismantle her district not one year later.
CD4 represents a socially, racially, and economically diverse
constituency. I ask that you ensure that it remains so by retaining as
much of its original character and geography as possible.

10/20/2021 16:16:56

Tori Schachne

Respectfully,
Matthew Murray
213 N. Gramercy Pl.
LA, CA 90004
To whom it may concern As a member of district 4, I’m extremely disappointed in your re-districting plans. While redistricting is normal, what you are proposing is embarrassing and you should frankly be ashamed of yourselves. Nithya won
more votes than any other city council member and unseated her incumbent and to take away 70% of her voters speaks volumes about why you are doing this now. You feel threatened and scared and are making
incredibly undemocratic decisions. It would be awesome if you could implement positive changes for the city instead of using previous time to make changes no one is asking for.

10/20/2021 16:17:09

10/20/2021 16:17:23

Hilary Winston

Victor Sanchez

Thanks,
Tori schachne
I am a resident in CD4 bordering Griffith Park in Lake Hollywood and we
need to stay together with other neighborhoods around the park, who deal
with the same issues like tourism and fire. It's vital to the safety of our
community. We help protect our neighborhoods, so the whole city can enjoy
them (the Hollywood sign, hiking trails, lookout points, the park). Fires
are becoming such a huge issue in our city and state, we must work together
and have a single voice representing us. For the sake of the entire city,
please keep our community intact. Please keep CD4 intact!
Thank you,
Hilary Winston
Lake Hollywood
Es muy importante para mi y la comunidad del Sur Centro que los MUSEOS y USC y EXPIO siga en CD9

Date
10/20/2021 16:18:05

Name
Lee Bridges

Testiony
Commissioners,
As residents of Laurel Canyon, my husband Mark and I support map k2.5 version 4. We echo the sentiments of our neighbor Brian Linse, quoted and summarized below:
"I cannot emphasize enough the importance of maintaining our community, and its primary point of ingress and egress at the intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a single LA City Council
District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. As we have learned, all advance mitigation efforts such as evacuation drills
and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with more than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to ensure the
safety of our residents, as well as the public school that sits at the center of our historic community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public safety is essential."

10/20/2021 16:20:00

10/20/2021 16:20:34

Pauline Georgia

Tim Hodgin

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Lee and Mark Bridges8535 Lookout Mountain Ave.Los Angeles, CA 90046coachlbridges@yahoo.com(###-####
This map is unacceptable and it is nothing more than a land grab, taking
from the less fortunate and ensuring that it is in the hands of those this
city has already given much. To pull warner center away from Canoga Park
shows that Bob never cared about us. Just because the name of the warner
center is also the name of a neighborhood council does not mean they
somehow have ownership of it. Does Bob own everything he puts his name on
across his district? I should hope that he does not think so.
Provide equitable assets to CD 2/4, or otherwise reject this map. It is a
cruel attempt to hoard money among those who already have much.
To those in power who seek to undo democracy,
I am a resident of Silverlake, and the map in question is simply unacceptable. Removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the highest turnout in the history of
the city is just on its face unimaginably undemocratic.
This district must retain representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and are often have the most to lose by any given city council action.
You must support diversity and equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more votes than any other city council
member in the history of the city.
Please honor the voters who made our voices heard,

10/20/2021 16:20:50

Michael Benner

Tim Hodgin
tel:###-####
mailto:timhodgin@gmail.com
Dear concerned parties,

My name is Mike Benner, I live in District 1, and I don't want you to wipe
out the current District 4.
The map in question is simply unacceptable. removing 70% of the residents
who recently elected a new city council member in a race with literally the
most turnout in the history of the city is just on its face unimaginably
undemocratic. District 4 must retain representation of renters, who are 62%
of the greater population of Los Angeles and often have the most to lose by
any given city council action.

You must support diversity and equity by rejecting this attempt to
completely wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya
Raman, the council member who won more votes than any other city council
member in the history of the city.

Sincerely,
Mike Benner

Date
10/20/2021 16:23:42

Name
Sarah M

Testiony
Hello,
I am appalled that you have restricted public comment on such an important
matter. The map being considered is unacceptable. Los Feliz and Griffith
Park belong in cd4. As a renter (and aspiring homeowner in these
districts), I am disgusted by this shameful attempt to silence my vote.
This map must be rejected. It is shameful partisan nonsense, and no better
than the ridiculous gerrymandered districts we currently have. It's an
outrage and a huge waste of time and money to even seriously consider this
map.
Please don't.
Respectfully,
Sarah Mozal
-*Sarah Mozal*
mobile: ###-####
she/her

10/20/2021 16:24:02

Chitra Mojtabai

Be Excellent To One Another!
Dear Executive Director Cardenas, Chair Ali and Commissioners,
Thank you for all of your hard work and dedication to the Redistricting process.
I live in Nichols Canyon in CD4. I am writing in support of map K 2.5 amendment 4.
I appreciate you listening to our concerns, along with the other Canyon Communities about our safety issues.
We all work together, along with many City agencies, to keep our Communities in the Hillside safe.
Nichols Canyon is the only Hillside Community to have had a successful evacuation exercise with 30 City agencies.
Please keep our evacuation routes out of the canyon in CD4.
Thank youChitra Mojtabai
2752 La Cuesta Drive
Los Angeles, CA 9###-####

10/20/2021 16:25:24

Colton Toy

Sent from my iPhone;
Therefore please excuse spelling, grammar, and logic
To whom it may concern As a member of district 4, I’m extremely disappointed in your re-districting plans. While redistricting is normal, what you are proposing is embarrassing and you should frankly be ashamed of yourselves. Nithya won
more votes than any other city council member and unseated her incumbent and to take away 70% of her voters speaks volumes about why you are doing this now. You feel threatened and scared and are making
incredibly undemocratic decisions. It would be awesome if you could implement positive changes for the city instead of using previous time to make changes no one is asking for.
Thanks,
Colton T
Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/20/2021 16:25:57

10/20/2021 16:27:21

10/20/2021 16:28:09

10/20/2021 16:30:31

Name
Liron Feldman

Testiony
Hello,
The proposed map that strips out CD4 is simply unacceptable. I am a
lifelong CD4 resident having lived in Hollywood and Silverlake since 2003
(look up address if you need to) and it is simply preposterous to see this
undemocratic process of "redistricting" take place. Have you listened to
Jackie Goldberg's comments about how ridiculous this process has been?
Removing ~70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council
member in a race that quite literally had the highest turnout in history and doing so behind closed doors, without debate, and in such secret - is
unimaginably undemocratic. These new proposals are a blatant attempt at
wiping out any representation of rents, who make up 62% of the great LA
population and who quite literally have the most at stake in this.
As a CD 4 resident who voted for Nithya Raman, I urge you to support
diversity and reject this attempt to completely wipe out this district. An
incredibly shameful and shady tactic by the redistricting committee. A
shame I even need to get involved in this, instead of God-forbid having
"trust" in our "democratic" process.
Sincerely,
An Angeleno and a CD4 resident
-- -Liron (Leo) Feldman
liron.feldman@gmail.com
Diana Le
To Whom It May Concern,
As a longtime former Koreatown and CD4 resident, I find the map in question
unacceptable. The draft map version of CD4 serves to consolidate power of
wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people of color. We need
diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4.
Removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council
member in a race with literally the most turnout in the history of the city
is just on its face...unimaginably undemocratic. This district must retain
representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los
Angeles and often have the most to lose by any given city council action.
You must support diversity and equity by rejecting this attempt to completely
wipe out the district that is currently represented by Nithya Raman, the
council member who won more votes than any other city council member in the
history of the city.
I voted for Nithya Raman to give a voice to renters, and this draft map is
a racist and classist plot to disenfranchise her district and remove a
woman of color from office.
Sincerely,
Diana Le
Los Angeles Resident
STEVEN ENGSTROM To whom it may concern, The proposed redistricting plan splitting the North Hills area between CD6 and CD7 will make it considerably harder on North Hills residents to address problems in our area by splitting district
responsibilities. As a long time resident, I vehemently oppose this proposal. As is, we have enough challenges dealing with language and economic barriers. Splitting the area will only increase our frustration with how
the city is run. Steven Engstrom Sent from my iPhone
Marianne Eagan Burrows
Dear Redistricting Commission My name is Marianne Eagan Burrows. I have been a resident of CD 4 for the
last 5 months and I am writing to register my extreme displeasure at the
redistricting process that may result in the complete dissolution of my
council district. My family and I sought out CD4 because of the district’s
community and its socially, racially, and economically diverse constituency.
Silverlake, Los Feliz, and Griffith Park are a long-standing community and
should remain in the same district.
I ask that you ensure that it remains so and retain as much of its original
character and geography as possible.
Thank you,
Marianne Eagan Burrows
3222 Ettrick St
Los Angeles, CA 90027
-Marianne Eagan Burrows
marianne.eagan@gmail.com
###-####

Date
10/20/2021 16:31:06

Name
Florencia Cipriano

10/20/2021 16:31:36

Paul Elmi

Testiony
mi nombre es Florencia Cipriano, recidente de DC9 por 32 años, tengo 2 hijos y soy miembro de SODLA
Exijimos que EXPO & USC continúen en nuestro Distrito 9 como comunidad hemos trabajado para mejorar este Distrito hay mucha pobreza en las familias necesitan de ayuda esperamos que nuestras voces no sean
ignoradas a quienes tengan que tomar decisiones que sostengan a la EQUIDAD como prioridad.
Si Expo y USC se queda con nosotros sería de gran beneficio para nuestras familias para su desarrollo: Económico, Político y Social
Enviado desde mi iPhone
To whom it may concern,
I was very concerned to hear that my neighborhood, SoHo, which is part of GWNC may be put into CD 13, separated from the rest of GWNC in CD 5. Please leave it in CD 5 as it has been on the other versions of K2.
5. SoHo has worked with GWNC on many issues, and we need our council district to reflect that.
Thank You,

10/20/2021 16:32:25

Basil Beshkov

Paul Elmi
726N June St 90038
Hello!
I live with my family in Silver Lake, and I write to you today to say that this commission should keep our neighborhood together with Los Feliz and together with Griffith Park in CD4. This is a historic district. This is Tom
LaBonge’s district. It matters a lot to people here, despite what you’ll hear from bad faith proponents of a failed recall who care more about one elected than the history of this district.
There is no reason to separate us from CD4. So please respect our community of interest and keep us unified with the park, Los Feliz, and the hillside communities in your final map.
Thank you for your time.

10/20/2021 16:32:30

sheri gasche

10/20/2021 16:32:44

Jessica Polonsky

10/20/2021 16:34:12

mishbee

Basil Beshkov
I am very upset that my neighborhood, SoHo, which is part of GWNC has been put into CD 13, separated from the rest of GWNC in CD 5. Please restore it back into CD 5 as it has been on the other versions of K2.5.
SoHo has worked with GWNC on many issues for many years as we have much in common, and we need our council district to reflect that. This last minute maneuvering is infuriating . Per Conrad Starr, President of
GWNC, he had no conversation with Mr. Delgadillo regarding this change. We are a tight residential community and ask that GWNC remain intact as it has been in the past.
Best regards,
Sheri Gasche
Thank you Commissioners. I know you have a difficult job. But splitting Encino is a poor choice in trying to satisfy building CD 2 or 4.
I implore you not to split Encino, especially separating Encino Village from the rest of Encino. My husband & I recently purchased our first home in Encino Village. One of the main attractions for our purchase, in this
family oriented neighborhood, was to be part of Encino & it’s Council District. Encino definitely needs to be kept whole. Thank you for strongly considering not splitting Encino. Jessica Polonsky
Sent from Pocket Polonsky
Hello Commissioners,
I implore you to please keep my community together and keep the
Melrose/Fairfax District in Council District 5!

10/20/2021 16:34:12

Noelle

Sincerely,
Michelle Bussarakum
(N. Sierra Bonita Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90036)
I am writing to let you know that I support map K2.5.v..4, and don't
support changing the current boundaries of Laurel Canyon. It makes no sense
to split the canyon in half, and thereby create arbitrary boundaries that
don’t serve Laurel Canyon residents. We share unique and similar concerns
and should be able to reach out to one council office to address those
concerns. If half of us contact one CD office, and the other half another,
it makes for a complicated mess. There’s the potential for a serious lack
of cohesiveness in terms of public safety for canyon residents. We’re
dealing with fire danger like we’ve never experienced, this isn’t the time
to make things more complicated. Furthermore, canyon businesses like the
Canyon Country store and Pace should be in the same district as the
residents they serve.
This proposed change is nonsensical and potentially dangerous because it
1. threatens public safety;
2. divides canyon residents from each other as well as from its businesses
and restaurants;
3. complicates the process of getting vital city services;
4. limits stakeholders ability to weigh in on developments and projects
that directly affect their community.
Again, I support keeping the Laurel Canyon community together. Thank you.

Date
10/20/2021 16:34:23

Name
Maddie

Testiony
Hello,
As a lifelong Los Angeles resident, I am writing to implore that you DO NOT
approve the proposed map that would cut out almost all of the current
District 4.
The attempt to separate these bonded communities in order to consolidate
power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of working-class people is
completely unacceptable. We want a district that actually supports tenants
in LA and works to improve equity for people who need the city’s outreach
and resources.
The census data doesn’t justify removing a council member from their entire
district, especially as Nithya Raman won the most votes in the history of
LA City Council on a platform of helping renters.
I urge you to keep as many CD4 neighborhoods intact as possible – do not
approve its proposed restructuring.
Maddie Dugan
91411

10/20/2021 16:34:28

Reuben Ramirez

-Maddie Dugan
C: (###-####
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its many efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s numerous and diverse neighborhoods.
My name is Reuben Ramirez and I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood. The Wilshire Park Neighborhood is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I am writing to the Commission to express support for
the Commission’s creation of the 4th Amendment to the Final Draft Map Plan K2.5.
However, PLEASE...PLEASE...PLEASE...PUT THE GREATER WILSHIRE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL BACK TOGETHER AND KEEP US WHOLE IN CD 5!
The GWNC and its associated neighborhoods have all worked tirelessly to maintain the quality of life that we all deserve. Please keep us all together in District 5 with our neighbors to the West who share our interests,
values and concerns.
Ivery much appreciate the Commission’s dedication to a public process, its transparency and the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.

10/20/2021 16:34:59

Kathleen Murray

Thank you for hearing us!
All The Best,Reuben Ramirez
To Whom It May Concern:
I have been following the commission's activities, if from afar, and wanted
to write in again to make sure that, as a long time resident of CD4, my
input is heard. The plans under consideration that completely decimate CD4
are extremely troubling. Any map that does not keep *at least **half* of
CD4 intact is completely unacceptable. This would include the plans that
are currently under consideration that have zero to a quarter of the
current constituents in their proposed boundaries.
In my role as a consumer attorney at Public Counsel, day in and day out I
assist low-income Angelenos who have been defrauded by their fellow man. I
see their rage at a system which allows such abuses and their despair in
feeling they have no agency. I have had fewer opportunities to feel those
intense emotions in my own personal life, but watching this redistricting
commission operate has been one of them.
CD4 as it currently stands is socially, racially, and economically
diverse. I know that all districts are changing, but the dramatic
proposals for CD4 are simply offensive. You all must ensure that the
communities represented in CD4 are kept together and that there is no
interruption to services provided to this district.
Kathleen Murray
N. Gramercy Place

Date
10/20/2021 16:35:07

Name
Sam Wasserman

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
URGENT IMPORTANT FEEDBACK RE FINAL MAP RE LOS FELIZ:
PLEASE place Los Feliz with Griffith park back in CD13 with neighbors of interest who share commonalities like Hollywood,Silver Lake and Atwater Village.
It makes no sense for Los Feliz to be in cd4 with North Hollywood and Valley Glen which shares no common interest except that Raman is the council members. You had promised to keep politics out of it but if you
visually look at this, it’s clearly politically driven by Raman and Goldberg.
Friedberg spoke incorrectly about the wishes of so many from the eastside last night when asked about the Los Feliz Issue.
A. The majority of correspondence was in favor of K 2.5, they only merely asked to add 2 small slivers and the park back to Los Feliz in cd13, not move Los Feliz to a valley district. Those emails did not say they were
against K2.5, that is Friedbergs interpretation but is untrue.
B. Any of the emails saying “Restore CD4” Came because the DSA and groups Like GroundGame asked people all over the country to spam your inboxes to support Nithya Raman. Those should not be given real
weight unless you have checked and can prove that they come from actual stakeholders in the communities referenced. Also even under this false logic, you have not restored CD4, putting Los Feliz in cd4 does not
restore, it just creates a gerrymandered district.
C. Please read the emails that came in yesterday and the verbal testimony in support of Los Feliz with the park in cd13. Please double check the earlier emails as I mentioned in A above and don’t just take one
commissioners word for it especially when it effects a whole area for the next 10 years.
D. Members of the public will CPRA records through all available means to make sure this was handled in a kosher way. This is too important. Please make sure you review those correspondence and who sent them
from where.
E. You can take population from other areas like the area near melrose,fairfax and beverlywood to makeup the difference, which would please two communities. Remember that there was no issue with population count
before Goldberg at the last minute moved all of Los Feliz into cd4.
Please listen to the community and please don’t take one persons word for it when it effects so many. Listen to the testimony of the last few meetings again if you have to.
THANK YOU,

10/20/2021 16:35:07

Sam Wasserman

10/20/2021 16:35:50

Cheng-Sim Lim

Sam Wasserman
EXECUTIVE PRODUCER/ DIRECTOR
###-####
sam@wassermanproductions.com <mailto:sam@rawsomeproductions.com
Dear Commissioners, URGENT IMPORTANT FEEDBACK RE FINAL MAP RE LOS FELIZ:
PLEASE place Los Feliz with Griffith park back in CD13 with neighbors of interest who share commonalities like Hollywood,Silver Lake and Atwater Village. It makes no sense for Los Feliz to be in cd4 with North
Hollywood and Valley Glen which shares no common interest except that Raman is the council members. You had promised to keep politics out of it but if you visually look at this, it’s clearly politically driven by Raman
and Goldberg. Friedberg spoke incorrectly about the wishes of so many from the eastside last night when asked about the Los Feliz Issue. A. The majority of correspondence was in favor of K 2.5, they only merely
asked to add 2 small slivers and the park back to Los Feliz in cd13, not move Los Feliz to a valley district. Those emails did not say they were against K2.5, that is Friedbergs interpretation but is untrue. B. Any of the
emails saying “Restore CD4” Came because the DSA and groups Like GroundGame asked people all over the country to spam your inboxes to support Nithya Raman. Those should not be given real weight unless you
have checked and can prove that they come from actual stakeholders in the communities referenced. Also even under this false logic, you have not restored CD4, putting Los Feliz in cd4 does not restore, it just creates
a gerrymandered district. C. Please read the emails that came in yesterday and the verbal testimony in support of Los Feliz with the park in cd13. Please double check the earlier emails as I mentioned in A above and
don’t just take one commissioners word for it especially when it effects a whole area for the next 10 years. D. Members of the public will CPRA records through all available means to make sure this was handled in a
kosher way. This is too important. Please make sure you review those correspondence and who sent them from where. E. You can take population from other areas like the area near melrose,fairfax and beverlywood
to makeup the difference, which would please two communities. Remember that there was no issue with population count before Goldberg at the last minute moved all of Los Feliz into cd4. Please listen to the
community and please don’t take one persons word for it when it effects so many. Listen to the testimony of the last few meetings again if you have to. THANK YOU, Sam Wasserman
EXECUTIVE PRODUCER/ DIRECTOR
###-####
sam@wassermanproductions.com <mailto:sam@rawsomeproductions.com
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I'm a 25-year resident of the Los Feliz, and I am incensed that this Commission proposes to split Griffith Park and the hillside communities from the rest of Los Feliz. If carried out, this would not only be an act of
sacrilege on the history of Los Angeles but also an act of municipal sabotage, tearing apart an actual thriving neighborhood that has been together for over 200 years – since the inception of the Spanish land grant of
Rancho Los Feliz in 1795. Griffith Park belongs with the rest of Los Feliz, not to be redistricted with the Valley. If you notice, the main entrances to Griffith Park are oriented to its south – towards the rest of the Los Feliz
neighborhood which lies south of the park. The northern Valley access points to Griffith Park are pretty much “walled off” for pedestrians and cyclists since the park is bounded by the 5 and 134 Freeways there. Griffith
Park as it exists faces south to embrace the neighborhood of Los Feliz. It is a hostile act to excise Griffith Park from the rest of Los Feliz and municipally force it into the Valley.
Both Griffith Park and Los Feliz have also been a part of CD4 for decades. Both hillside and foothill residents share common issues: fire safety, tourism, wildlife, etc. We have a good relationship with our current Council
office and don’t want to have to do the work to build that relationship all over again – especially during the extreme fire seasons which we now have to deal with.
Please don’t separate and endanger our communities by breaking us up and severing our ties to our Council office. Thank you,
Cheng-Sim Lim

Date
10/20/2021 16:36:34

Name
Dakota Broussard

Testiony
Commision,
I write to urge you to support the designation of Warner Center as part of
the proposed district 4/2 on map K2.5 of the Los Angeles Redistricting
commission.
The Warner Center 2035 specific plan already includes major economical
partnerships with Winnetka, Reseda, Canoga Park, and Warner Center.
Splitting these neighborhoods up would take away one of the few remaining
assets as part of map k2.5, and leave those in the new proposed district
4/2 without a say in a major economical development.
Please include Warner Center as part of district 4/2 on map K2.5.
Thank you,
Dakota Broussard
Winnetka Resident
-Dakota Broussard
Talent Management - Social Media - Content Creator

10/20/2021 16:37:19

[image: Logo] <http://dakotabroussard.com/
T: +1 ###-####
dakota@dakotabroussard.com - www.dakotabroussard.com
[image: Facebook icon] <https://www.facebook.com/officialwestdakota [image:
LinkedIn icon] <https://www.linkedin.com/in/dakota-broussard-###-####/
Francis Weiss Rabkin Hello,
I strongly oppose the proposed map redistricting that would remove Los
Feliz and Griffith Park from District 4. This would remove 70& of the
district's residents who recently elected a new council member. This
election, notably, had the highest voter turnout in the history of the
city, and to immediately remake the district after this is improper and
undemocratic. This is a district of renters who make up the majority of LA
residents. Renters often have the most to lose in city council actions, and
so their voices should not be silenced. This redistricting attempts to
undermine the real democratic change and decisive victory of Nithya Raman,
the council member who won more votes than any other city council member in
the history of the city.
There is nothing democratic about this redistricting and it strikes me as
very politically motivated. Even if it weren't, to base the redistricting
on the past Census alone is unjust as it was highly irregular, hampered by
the Trump administration and COVID.
Please listen to the voices of LA residents who do not want this
redistricting to occur and make the right choice for democracy.

10/20/2021 16:37:24

Noelle Valdivia

Signed,
Francis Weiss Rabkin
3515 Bellevue Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90026
-Pronouns: they/them/their
To whom it may concern-As a long time resident of Beachwood Canyon /CD4 I'm writing to say I
do not support redistricting. The current district represents my
interests, and I support the work our district and representatives are
doing. I see no need for a district change and do not want any service
interruptions.
Thank you for your consideration.
Noelle Valdivia

Date
10/20/2021 16:38:42

10/20/2021 16:39:00

10/20/2021 16:39:00

Name
Testiony
"vanessasanchez115@ymail.com"
Hello,
I am writing this email to ask that USC, Expo, and the Science Center remain in CD9. Those locations have played an essential role in development. I am now 24 years old and was able to learn and exit the "ghetto". It
is very disappointing that these resources are only given to the rich. Why is it that my community is filled with brown and black people but we are prioritizing white members because of their money? It is not fair and I
hope that you make the right decision. You should also care about us. We are important too and we deserve to keep our resources, tax money, and chance.
Jakob De Witt-Hoeger Hey!
This redistricting is unfair and undemocratic! Keep Los Feliz and Griffith
Park in CD4!!
Sincerely,
A voter.
Jake H.
Jakob De Witt-Hoeger Hey!
This redistricting is unfair and undemocratic! Keep Los Feliz and Griffith
Park in CD4!!

10/20/2021 16:39:39

Sincerely,
A voter.
Jake H.
"Anavelba Cordova (viaI've
Google
shared
Docs)"
an item with you:
.
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1-1BKACQGPbdibqqNIUzwwFwFOPTIMJZ-ouxMCIpYcNw/edit?usp=sharing&ts=6170a8bb

10/20/2021 16:42:23

Rikki Poulos

It's not an attachment -- it's stored online. To open this item, just click
the link above.
Commissioners:
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a 44 year resident of Laurel Canyon I cannot emphasize enough the importance of maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at the
intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as
evacuation drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with more than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to facilitate all
means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as well as the public school that sits at the center of our historic community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public safety is essential.
For the past seven years I have volunteered, on average, roughly 400 hours per year on public safety-related issues, and I am currently the program director of the Laurel Canyon Emergency Communications Team. I
know from many interactions with LAPD and LAFD that they share our concerns in this matter.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.

10/20/2021 16:42:33

10/20/2021 16:43:11

Enrique Aragon

NIKKI LEGESSE

Friederika Poulos
8305 Yucca Trail
Los Angeles, CA 90046
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
As an affected resident in CD6 and active community member, I write to ask you to keep Van Nuys together. Van Nuys already faces many issues that will only be made more difficult if the district is split. Please keep
the neighborhood between Vanowen St., Vesper Ave., Oxnard St., and I-405 with CD6 and the rest of Van Nuys.
By splitting us up, you will make it more difficult for those of us who call Van Nuys home to effectively address community issues. We have worked very hard addressing Metro project issues, safety issues, air quality
issues, homelessness issues, and human trafficking issues together as a community. Van Nuys needs to speak with one voice to address these issues in the coming years. Please don't split our community.
Respectfully,
Enrique Aragon
Commissioners,
Thank you for keeping Little Ethiopia whole. Thank you for all your hard work.

Sent from my iPhone

Date
10/20/2021 16:43:14

Name
jb

10/20/2021 16:43:54

Genii Cucullati

Testiony
-riginal Message----O-----From: jb <belmontje@aol.com
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org <redistricting.lacity@lacity.org; frank.cardenas@lacity.org <frank.cardenas@lacity.org; fred.ali@lacity.org <fred.ali@lacity.org; david.hyun@lacity.org <david.hyun@lacity.org; sonja.
diaz@lacity.org <sonja.diaz@lacity.org; richard.polanco@lacity.org <richard.polanco@lacity.org; denis.cagna@lacity.org <denis.cagna@lacity.org; richard.katz@lacity.org <richard.katz@lacity.org; alexandra.
suh@lacity.org <alexandra.suh@lacity.org; rocky.delgadillo@lacity.org <rocky.delgadillo@lacity.org; achel.torres@lacity.org <achel.torres@lacity.org; wendy.mitchell@lacity.org <wendy.mitchell@lacity.org; valerie.
lynn.shaw@lacity.org <valerie.lynn.shaw@lacity.org; miguel.martinez@lacity.org <miguel.martinez@lacity.org; edward.anderson@lacity.org <edward.anderson@lacity.org; michele.prichard@lacity.org <michele.
prichard@lacity.org; natalie.freidberg@lacity.org <natalie.freidberg@lacity.org; nam.lee@lacity.org <nam.lee@lacity.org; elissa.barrett@lacity.org <elissa.barrett@lacity.org; maria.brenes@lacity.org <maria.
brenes@lacity.org; charisse.bremond.weaver@lacity.org <charisse.bremond.weaver@lacity.org; carlos.moreno@lacity.org <carlos.moreno@lacity.org; tammy.membreno@lacity.org <tammy.membreno@lacity.org;
jackie.goldberg@lacity.org <jackie.goldberg@lacity.org; rachel.torres@lacity.org <rachel.torres@lacity.org
Cc: frank.cardenas@lacity.org <frank.cardenas@lacity.org; councilmember.rodriguez@lacity.org <councilmember.rodriguez@lacity.org
Sent: Mon, Oct 18, 2021 3:51 pm
Subject: Thank you so much. Slight adjustment appreciated
-----Original Message----Commissioners,thank you for moving the southern boundary of North Hills to Rayen. The new map has Burnet ave half in CD6 and half in CD7. There are many many more that want to have their emails included with
the previous ones.
I have been organizing cleaning crews in CD7 and CD12 and have removed tons of trash. Churches, groups and residents ask for assistance and we deliver. I helped start the North Hills East Neighborhood Council for
this purpose. We work together well with CD 7. We do this out of love for our city and use our own funds. I was born in Northridge and live in CD7 now. We will be featured soon in the Los Angeles Times for this
community involvement. She thinks we can be a model for other volunteers throughout the city. Please keep the east side of Burnet in CD 7.
Thank you
From: jb <belmontje@aol.com
Additional forms.
-----Original Message----From: jb <belmontje@aol.com
Redistricting Commissioners,
Thank you for your hard work. I spoke to 3 apartments and 3 HOAs on Burnet ave. The all want to remain in CD 7. What unites us is are love of community. We have cleaning and tending to the area from the 405 to
BOTH sides of Burnet. I live on the east side of Burnet and we are still in cd 6. If you could make a small teak that would be appreciated. The apartments and HOAs were disappointed that they wont be able to weigh in,
as I just heard that there are only 30 minutes left. This group probably would have generate 500 surveys. My hope is that the commission recognizes how important groups like this are. We might not have lots of
horses, but we have big hearts. I do speak for my HOA of about 200 people. I am Beautification chair of the NC, but am speaking as an individual. Thank you, Jeff Belmont
Hello,
The commission has done Los Angeles a great disservice.

- By taking from the poor and giving to the wealthy.
- By forcing Councilmember Raman into a district that likely will not
have many of the people who voted for her in it.
- By allowing COuncilmember Blumenfield to choose his district, which of
course has more money, despite Canoga Park, Winnetka and Reseda all being
his constituents *today*.

It's wrong. It's just wrong. You are taking the ability to vote away from
wide swaths of renters and/or people of color. isn't it funny how the rich
never have their vote taken away? we might as well go back to only
landowners being able to vote, because it's clear that's all you want out
of this.
You are failing us. Change course NOW.
and tell Commissioner Katz that we remember when he advocated for
secession. apparently *that* public comment matters, but not this public
comment

10/20/2021 16:44:04

disappointing and gross
"kevin significantbullet.com"
Keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park in District 4 where they belong! The draft map in question is simply unacceptable. Removing 70% of the residents who recently elected a new city council member (and who literally had
the most turnout in the history of the city) is just on its face unimaginably undemocratic. This district must retain representation of renters, who are 62% of the greater population of Los Angeles and often have the most
to lose by any given city council action. You must support diversity and equity by rejecting this attempt to completely wipe out the district currently represented by Nithya Raman, the council member who won more
votes than any other city council member in the history of the city.

Date
10/20/2021 16:44:14

Name
Peter Lorber

Testiony
I have lived in Hancock Park for 33 years. I strongly support and thank you
for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2.
There are many good reasons to pass this plan. It will preserve the
historical cohesiveness of Hancock Park and Greater Wilshire, together with
our similar neighborhoods to the west. It will ensure that communities of
interest can stay together and not be torn asunder.
I would appreciate your support and vote for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2.

10/20/2021 16:44:21

Victor Sanchez

Peter Lorber
a quien corresponda
Mi nombre es Victor Sanchez he vivido aquí CD9 sur centro por más de dos décadas.
Mis hijos nacieron y crecen aquí en esta zona..
Y somos votantes activos por este correo electrónico quiero dejarles saber lo decepcionado que estoy con la gente encargada de este proyecto de re-ubicar distritos
por la razón que siempre hemos estado limitados en los recursos que se ofrecen a la comunidad. de los pocos que se ofrecen mis hijos han podido superarce un poco más. con su plan de formar nuevos perímetros
de distrito afecta directamente a nosotros los buenos ciudadanos de aquí que luchamos por mejor nuestras familias y así nuestra comunidad por lo tanto el pais
es por eso que pido que recapaciten y no saquen los museos ni la USC ni la Expo del CD9
Att Victor Sanchez

10/20/2021 16:44:40

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device
Get Outlook for Android<https://aka.ms/AAb9ysg
Aziz Fellague Ariouat Hello,
I'm a resident of Wilshire Center (west of Western). I believe it is
imperative that the hillside communities of Los Feliz, Griffith Park, North
Silver Lake, and the Hollywood Hills - in addition to the Wilshire Center
portion west of Western - remain in CD4 as a complete unified area in their
current council district. Please do not change their placement in the
current map.
As the current map stands, my neighborhood (a working-class Latine and
Asian neighborhood) will be absorbed into CD 5 which is whiter, more
conservative, and has a greater proportion of homeowners than my current
district. A record number of voters turned out in support of Councilmember
Nithya Raman, we deserve to be represented by someone who holds our values.

Griffith Park, a jewel of our city, is geographically linked to all of
these neighborhoods, which makes them natural caretakers of the park. The
shared interests of fire safety alone is reason enough to keep them
unified. In addition the efforts to comprehensively address homelessness in
these neighborhoods would be derailed by a change in council member.

Please consider these factors in deciding to maintain these areas unified
in their current configuration in CD4. Thank you.
Best,
Aziz
-*Aziz Fellague Ariouat *
He/Him/They
Master of Urban and Regional Planning Candidate, UCLA '22

Date
10/20/2021 16:44:42

Name
Michael Walker

Testiony
We were blindsided by the behind-the-scenes deal that Commissioner Goldberg made with CD13 that has cut off our hillside community from our southern evacuation routes via Laurel and Nichols – a first-ever rupture
of our shared community and a threat to public safety – in exchange for moving Los Feliz out of CD13 and into CD4.
As you know, this change to the southern boundary of CD4 below Laurel, Nichols and Runyan Canyons was enacted at the last minute with no input from the hillside communities – or Los Feliz - which are directly
affected - and with virtually no time for public comment or correction.
We in the hillsides need to retain the communities directly south of Laurel, Nichols and Runyan Canyons in a single district because we share the same ecosystem in terms of traffic, development, and fire and
emergency access. We have far more in common with them than the far northern reaches of the valley that part of the new CD4 in map K2.5amendment4.
While the commissioners made a good faith effort Tuesday night to restore a sliver of the Laurel Canyon evacuation route along Crescent Heights, we need the restoration of the blocks from Crescent Heights east to
Sierra Bonita and south from Hollywood to Fountain to return the evacuation routes of Nichols and Runyan Canyons to CD4. Our neighborhood’s only evacuation drill to date was conducted down Nichols Canyon, not
Laurel Canyon. We cannot safely evacuate our hillside community using only Laurel Canyon.
We are asking the commissioners to correct this and retain our hillside and adjacent communities intact within a single district, CD4. We understand that the majority of Los Feliz residents share our goal and want to be
reunited with Griffith Park within CD13 – not CD4.
Thank you for your help and consideration. The commission staff has been our inspiration and a bulwark against the self-interested political forces at work during this process.

10/20/2021 16:45:50

vhugos

10/20/2021 16:46:20

Erin Huffer

10/20/2021 16:46:41

Ashley Halloran

Michael Walker
Woodstock Road, Laurel Canyon
to whom it may concern,My name is Victor Sanchez.I have lived here CD9 South Center for over two decades My children were born and raised here in this area .. We are active voters by this email, I want to let you
know how disappointed I am with the people in charge of this project to relocate districtsfor the reason that we have always been limited in the resources offered to the community. of the few that are offered my children
have been able to overcome a little more. With its plan to form new district perimeters, it directly affects us, the good citizens here, who fight for better our families and thus our community, therefore the country That is
why I ask you to reconsider and not remove the museums or the USC or the Expo from CD9Thank you,Victor Sanchez133 east 30th street Los Angeles, CA. 90011www.AUS.comSent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE
Device
Dear Commission:
As a Lake Balboa resident I want to thank you for giving District 4-2 the
Sepulveda Basin and Pierce College. These are important assets in the
community and I can’t name the countless times I have used the recreation
area the Basin.
In addition to these resources, however, I strongly urge you to give CD4-2
a part of Warner Center. The Warner Center is an economic engine in the
West Valley and our district should have a portion of it as was originally
intended in the 2035 Warner Center plan. I already consider Warner Center a
natural part of my community. As I frequent businesses in the area at least
3 times a week and use the public space for meet-ups with other families.
I write to you as a Lake Balboa homeowner, mother of a child that attends
school in the area and an individual deeply invested in improving
underserved communities.
Sincerely,
Erin Huffer-Ethial
I'm a resident of Silver Lake, and I am writing to urge this commission to keep our neighborhood together with our neighboring Los Feliz and Griffith Park. We have all been part of CD4 and connected to Griffith Park for
years and have common community concerns. We have a good relationship with our current council office and want to stay in CD4.
If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it! Keep us together in CD4! Thank you!

10/20/2021 16:46:45

Chris Hopkins

Best Regards,
Ashley Halloran
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I'm a 25 year, home owning resident of the Los Feliz, and I am writing to urge this commission to keep our neighborhood together with Griffith Park and other hillside communities and in Council District 4. We have
been part of CD4 and connected to Griffith Park for decades. I hike in Griffith Park almost every day and walk there from my house.
We have common issues that we have to deal with: fire safety, tourism, wildlife, etc. We have a good relationship with our current council office and don’t want to have to do the work to build that relationship all over
again—especially during the more extreme fire seasons which we now have to deal with.
Please don’t separate and endanger our communities by breaking us up and severing our ties to our Council office.
Thank you,
Chris Hopkins

Sent from my iPad

Date
10/20/2021 16:46:54

Name
Joshua Sliwa

Testiony
Commissioners:
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a 18 year resident of Laurel Canyon I cannot emphasize enough the importance of maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at the
intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as
evacuation drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with more than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to facilitate all
means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as well as the public school that sits at the center of our historic community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public safety is essential.
For the past 2 years I have volunteered as a member of the Laurel Canyon Emergency Communications Team. I
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.

10/20/2021 16:46:59
10/20/2021 16:47:00

NIKKI LEGESSE
Sparks House

-G. Joshua Sliwa
Sent from my iPhone
So now Sherman Oaks is going to be in Bob Blumenfield's district? I DID NOT
VOTE FOR BOB BLUMENFIELD. WE VOTED FOR NITHYA RAMAN. And those that voted
for David Ryu DO NOT WANT BOB BLUMENFIELD EITHER.
And then you're going to take away *tens of thousands of votes* away from
people, MY FRIENDS AND NEIGHBORS who are just about to decide whether or
not Bob is re-elected? And make it so that those people *can't vote for
their own rep for years?????*
Let me guess: the people who are losing their vote don't have money, right?
BULLSHIT. Get back to work and create *an actual* map that serves the
people and not money!!!!!

Date
10/20/2021 16:48:08

Name
Beth Stiller

Testiony
Commissioners:
We write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a *33 year
resident of Laurel Canyon*, it is of the highest priority for the safety of
our residents to maintain our community, and it's primary point of ingress
and egress at the intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset
Boulevard, within a single LA City Council District. *Map K2.5 v.4 meets
our public safety needs.*
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD
and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have
learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as evacuation
drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with
more than one Council office.
*Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, & earthquake combined with the
logistical challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside
population via Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the
City to facilitate all means available to ensure the safety of our
residents, as well as the public school that sits at the center of our
historic community.* Dealing with a single City Council office on matters
of public safety is essential.
We are active members of the Laurel Canyon Emergency Communications Team.
We know from many interactions with LAPD and LAFD that they share our
concerns in this matter.
Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the
Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
Your consideration is appreciated.

10/20/2021 16:48:45

Roger Carnow

-Beth Stiller Eduardo Kachscovsky
8636 Edwin Drive.
LA, CA 90046
bethXtd@gmail.com
(###-#### Google Phone
Hello,
My name is Roger Carnow, i'm a homeowner in North hollywood and am a
lifelong Angelino originally from the San Fernando Valley.
Los Feliz and Griffith park need to remain in CD 4. Parts of Warner Center
should be added to CD 2/4. As a resident and homeowner in North Hollywood,
I think this district should be CD 4 and the new west/central SFV district
should be CD 2. With regards to CD4: I want a district that protects the
voices of tenants in LA and would love to see all of Los Feliz, griffith
park, greater wilshire neighborhood, and koreatown in CD 4.
-Roger

Date
10/20/2021 16:48:59

Name
Lionel Mares

Testiony
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
Hello, my name is Lionel Mares, MPA. I am a resident of Sun Valley, CA. I am writing in response to your Draft Map K2.5.
I have been actively engaged throughout the Redistricting Process for the past several weeks. I have been watching your presentation via Zoom. I have made a substantial effort to make my voice be heard by the
Commission. I have written public comments as well as public comments via Zoom. I have made an effort to speak up on behalf of the residents of the East San Fernando Valley who have largely been ignored by the
Commission.
I understand that many callers have made public comments about the impact the proposed changes will have on their districts. But... I have not heard people speak up for the East San Fernando Valley. I believe I was
the only one to do so.
I have urged my council member Nury Martinez (CD-6) to push her appointed "Commissioner" Rachel Torres to speak up. Throughout the whole redistricting process, Rachel Torress has been quiet. I have not heard
her speak up like Jackie Goldberg. I feel like Rachel Torress is passive and or "Submissive". I strongly urge her to speak up. She is representing my community. She should do more. Get involved with her community
and advocate on our behalf. She has an important role in government, and her actions or inaction will have an impact on our community for years to come.
I urge the Commission to pay more attention to the East San Fernando Valley and what impact the proposed maps will have on my community. I don't want us to be ignored by anyone on this Commission.
Thank you!
Feel free to reach out to me anytime, either by email or by phone.
Regards,

10/20/2021 16:50:01

Stacy Sillins

Lionel Mares<https://www.linkedin.com/in/lionel-mares/, MPA
(###-####
Dear Executive Director Cardenas, Chair Ali and Commissioners,

Thank you for all of your hard work, dedication, care and time that you have given to the Redistricting process.
I am writing to you on behalf of the Upper Nichols Canyon Neighborhood Association. As you may know by now, we are a canyon community in the
Hollywood Hills. As you also know from our neighbor Laurel Canyon, some of our biggest issues are those around fire safety and evacuation.
We are writing to support map K 2.5 amendment 4.
Nichols Canyon had the only successful evacuation exercise where we worked with over 30 City agencies. As you can imagine, it was quite a learning experience.
We have no doubt that in a real emergency, it would be a lot more chaotic and stressful. That is why we need to make sure that our evacuation routes stay in one Council
District. Dealing with a single Council Office on matters of public safety is essential.
Climate change has had an impact on all of our lives, and sadly, our Hillside Communities now live in fear of fire for many days of the year.
Even though there are some tweaks we would like to make to map K2.5 amendment 4, we know that sometimes we have to compromise.
And just to be clear, although we are lucky in many ways, we are not all wealthy celebrity homeowners who don’t care about what happens in the rest of the City.
We care deeply about Los Angeles as a whole and want the best for everyone.
Thank you,

10/20/2021 16:50:11

NIKKI LEGESSE

Stacy Sillins
Upper Nichols Canyon Team
Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: metaferia getu <efrata.getu@gmail.com
Date: October 20, 2021 at 10:32:57 AM PDT
To: nlegesse@yahoo.com
Subject: Little Ethiopia

Date
10/20/2021 16:50:31

Name
Matthew Won

Testiony
Dear Commission,
My name is Matthew Won and I am a homeowner in the Valley and I am writing
to strongly oppose map k2.5.
Working class valley residents must not be disenfranchised. They should not
be zoned out of a vote, and they need economic resources matching their
population in their district.
Accordingly, Warner Center must be included in District 4/2. Encino should
be included in CD3 while residents in 4/2 should shape Warner Center's
development and share in any benefits.

10/20/2021 16:50:31

Miriam Sanchez

Thank you,
Matthew
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021,
I urge you not to accept the draft plan for district 09. The new plan
violates #4 of the redistricting criteria: "The geographic integrity of
neighborhoods and communities of interest shall be kept intact to the
extent feasible." I quickly recognized that the draft map will exclude
components that have been of great value to the Los Angeles community. I
believe that the new commission draft map will not provide a fair and
effective representation for all residents of the city.
I have been a south-central Los Angeles resident for 20 years and have seen
the benefits of the various facilities in our district. CD9 has the right
to support USC, EXPO, and museums such as the California Science Center.
Children in our neighborhoods benefit from the access and opportunities
they gain from these centers. It means a path to better education and
physical health resources. In addition, it provides a space for growth,
peace, and creativity.
According to Voters FIRST Act, legislatures are highly encouraged to lend
an ear and platform to citizens in terms of redistricting their
communities. Through various zoom meetings and conversations, it is clear
that the majority of the LA citizens are against the redistricting change.
The new redistricting plan will only establish a larger divide and cause
detrimental effects.
Once again I urge the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
2021 to reconsider their commission draft map for district 09. Thank you
for your time and consideration.

10/20/2021 16:52:16

Joyce Fletcher

10/20/2021 16:53:32

Cynthia Lopez

Sincerely,
District 09 Resident Miriam Sanchez
Last night I witnessed the Redistricting Committee removing Peirce College from Council District 3. In so doing, the move also removed the residential properties on the north side of Aetna Street and Exhibit Place. The
south sides of these streets would still be in CD3. As there is no connection between the north side of Aetna Street and the residences north of Victory that are about 2/3's of a mile away. This needs correction
immediately.
As a former member of the Woodland Hills Neighborhood Council for over ten years (and its VP for 5 years) and the current VP of the Woodland Hills Homeowners Organization I find this decision to be troublesome at
best. I live on the north side of Aetna Street and my neighbors witnessing this decision last night found it to be unacceptable and very surprising. Slicing such a small part of a neighborhood and connecting it with
residents so far away, essentially diminishes the ability for reasonable participation in the government process in the areas where the residents truly require a stake in decision making. Furthermore, the entire
neighborhood to the south of Pierce College (Carton Terrace) is directly affected by the activities that occur on that Campus. The residential neighborhoods north of Victory, are much less affected. It is quite apparent
that the moves last night need to be remedied and the carveouts proposed to CD 3 must be removed from consideration.
Dennis T. DiBiase AIA LEED AP
Principal
Van Tilburg, Banvard & Soderbergh AIA
1738 Berkeley Street, Santa Monica, CA 90404
V- ###-#### Ext. 116
C- ###-#### ddibiase@vtbs.com
Hola mi nombre Cynthia Lopez
Yo vivo en sur Centro distrito 9 y quiero y como parte de esta Comunidad
quiero que expo usc y el museum se que en el distrito 9 necesitamos
lineas multiracial Para el veneficios de la Comunidad exijimos que.
Nuestras voces Sean escuchadas .

Date
10/20/2021 16:53:37

Name
Kristin Koperski

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
As a resident of Echo Park, I am writing in support of bringing
Angelino Heights into CD-13. Angelino Heights is connected to Echo
Park by natural geographic borders, as described by Commissioner
Freidberg at last night’s redistricting meeting, and it does not make
sense to continue splitting the Echo Park neighborhood on the border
of Echo Park Lake which we see as the heart of our community. In
addition to sharing public spaces, the residents of Angelino Heights
frequent the businesses of Echo Park including the post office,
grocery stores, banks, restaurants and shops. Uniting Angelino Heights
with the rest of CD-13 would give their residents a voice in the
council district, which they deserve.
At the meeting last night I was confused by Commissioner Diaz’s
rationale to exclude Angelino Heights from CD-13 based on schools,
since school districts are completely separate from the council
districts. The additional aggressive dissent from Commissioners Brenes
and Mitchell was upsetting as they did not seem open to hearing
Commissioners Freidberg, Cagna, and Goldberg’s rationale based on
logic and public commentary.
As discussed in the meeting, there has been a great deal of public
support for the unification of Angelino Heights with Echo Park for
decades, yet the motion was hastily discarded without considering the
people who will be impacted. Please listen to the community and
reconsider this decision for the good of our neighborhoods.
Sincerely,

10/20/2021 16:53:37

Kristin Koperski

Kristin Koperski
Dear Commissioners,
As a resident of Echo Park, I am writing in support of bringing
Angelino Heights into CD-13. Angelino Heights is connected to Echo
Park by natural geographic borders, as described by Commissioner
Freidberg at last night’s redistricting meeting, and it does not make
sense to continue splitting the Echo Park neighborhood on the border
of Echo Park Lake which we see as the heart of our community. In
addition to sharing public spaces, the residents of Angelino Heights
frequent the businesses of Echo Park including the post office,
grocery stores, banks, restaurants and shops. Uniting Angelino Heights
with the rest of CD-13 would give their residents a voice in the
council district, which they deserve.
At the meeting last night I was confused by Commissioner Diaz’s
rationale to exclude Angelino Heights from CD-13 based on schools,
since school districts are completely separate from the council
districts. The additional aggressive dissent from Commissioners Brenes
and Mitchell was upsetting as they did not seem open to hearing
Commissioners Freidberg, Cagna, and Goldberg’s rationale based on
logic and public commentary.
As discussed in the meeting, there has been a great deal of public
support for the unification of Angelino Heights with Echo Park for
decades, yet the motion was hastily discarded without considering the
people who will be impacted. Please listen to the community and
reconsider this decision for the good of our neighborhoods.
Sincerely,
Kristin Koperski

Date
10/20/2021 16:54:04

Name
Testiony
"dave6487@yahoo.com"
Good afternoon City Council. Our family has owned our single family home since 1953 (68 years). We hold the City of Los Angeles and its people near and dear to our hearts. Our home is located in the North Hills
Community (CD 7). Upon review of the redistricting map, I observed the small strip adjacent to the east side of the 405 freeway and extending south from Rayen Street to Parthenia Street to be included in CD 7. I am of
the opinion that it would be geographically logical to include the aforementioned strip in CD listed as 2 or 4.
Thank you in advance for your attention in this matter.
Respectfully,Dave Jacoby

10/20/2021 16:55:17

William Ferrer

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
To Whom It May Concern:
As a resident of CD4, I just wanted to write to express my dismay with the
highly politicized redistricting process and continued attempts to divorce
Councilmember Raman from the constituency that elected her. As someone who
voted for Councilmember Raman, I feel disenfranchised and frankly disgusted
by the commission's recommendations, which continue to make minimal changes
to the vast majority of district lines, while redrawing Councilmember
Raman's district completely. I am asking that you do the just thing and
please keep CD4, namely Los Feliz and Griffith Park (as I understand these
neighborhoods are currently under discussion), in CD4. Anything else is
frankly undemocratic, and a slap in the face to voters like myself.

10/20/2021 16:55:22

Peter Lorber

10/20/2021 16:56:27

Maria Flores

Thank you,
Will Ferrer
Thank you for your work and consideration of my view.
As a long resident of Hancock Park,
I support and urge you to vote for Plan K2.5, Amendment 2.
It is by far the best plan, keeping communities of common interest together
and providing cohesion.
Elissa Lorber
Good evening,
My name is Maria Flores and I live and work in CD 9. I live at 156 W. GAGE
AVE. APT 2, 90003 and work at CD TECH (520 W. 23RD ST., 9007).
I demand the commission keep to focus on mirroring the residents priorities
to keep USC, Expo & Museum in CD9. District 9 has Median Household Income
of $ 29,000 a year, with 42% of the population living below poverty. I make
approximately 30,000 a year -- however, some of my neighbors are part of
the 40% of households that have an income of less than $ 25,000 a year and
30% have an income of $ 25,000 to $ 50,000.
Thriving, equitable communities are possible through deep community
participation, particularly by communities commonly excluded from
democratic voice & power.
Thank you for taking the time to read my testimony.

10/20/2021 16:57:17

Kate M

Best,
-Maria Flores
YLEAD Program Manager
CDTech
523 W. 23rd St.
Los Angeles 90007
cell: (###-####
www.cdtech.org
Hello,
As a longtime resident of Los Feliz, I demand that Los Feliz and Griffith
Park remain in District 4. It is only equitable and reasonable that the
neighborhood remain represented by Councilmember Nithya Raman. This recent
election had an unprecedented voter turnout, many of whom are
renters. Diverse owners and renters alike will NOT accept a redrawn
District4 map that removes the vast majority of the district's residents
and voters.
Thank you,
Catherine Marlborough

Date
10/20/2021 16:57:29

Name
Carmen

Testiony
I am part of the board of directors for North Hills East neighborhood
council. I did not have enough time for the council to officially weigh in,
however I wish to comment as a stakeholder. I want the boundaries from the
405 freeway all the way to both sides of Burnet. Currently each side of
Burnet Ave is divided.
I am specifically addressing the area from Nordhoff to Rayen. I do not have
an opinion on Burnet North of Nordhoff, but would like to stay in Monica
Rodriguez's district. There are currently 3 other board members South of
Nordhoff on Burnet that are very active and have expressed the same desire.
Thank you for your time.

10/20/2021 16:57:58

Elizabeth Lovins

Carmen Marand
Dear Commissioners,
!!URGENT IMPORTANT FEEDBACK RE FINAL MAP RE LOS FELIZ:
I'd like to reiterate the necessary need to place Los Feliz back, with Griffith park in communities of interest such as Hollywood, Silverlake and Atwater Village.
Please allocate the appropriate amount of time to analyze and dedicate a proper discussion, so Los Feliz is not an after thought, like the African American Community discussion (please devote more time to this issue
too).
North Hollywood and Valley Glen have ABSOLUTELY NOTHING IN COMMON, except for the council member Raman, who wishes to destroy and develop in these areas.
Clearly, politics played a role here and Raman was able to design her own voting territory - disenfranchising thousands of voters. This is political gerrymandering, and Goldberg is responsible.
Further, Friedberg, as I said last night in an email, misrepresented all the emails sent in regarding the Eastside communities, when asked about the Los Feliz issue. We in Los Feliz, only advocated for K2.5 Map, when
Los Feliz was placed in cd13 with like communities. Do not take her word and misrepresentation as fact on this point.
1) Do not let the DSA misrepresent the actual residents of Los Feliz, as well as Groundgame and Streetwatch people, who are extremely radical and not mainstream. Please verify where the majority of these people
who emailed in, actually live. Because I bet that most live outside our boundaries and probably the city/state.
2) Correct the current gerrymandered district of cd4 and move Los Feliz w/ the park, back into cD13.
3) Please review ALL material, emails + written testimony that came out against the commission moving all of Los Feliz into CD4. This affects our daily lives and we have been riddled with high rate of crimes, murders,
robberies, violent assaults, demolitions, fires, squatters, unlike any other time in history here. Ten years is too long to sentence us in this way.
Also, please make sure you review correspondence, we will be asking for all public records regarding this to ensure our community was re-drawn in an honest way. Please verify from where this correspondence was
sent!
As a suggestion, since there was no issue with population count before Goldberg made her last minute and suspicious changes by moving us into cd4, you can take population from other areas like the area near
melrose,fairfax and beverlywood to makeup the difference, which would make two communities happy. This is about more than Goldberg/Friedberg -- it's about the citizens.
Again, I'm pleading with all of you to please listen to the community. I'm from a family of eight children, and my mother always made sure that all desserts were divided equally and fairly, as she did not want to appear
to favor one child over the other. It's the same principle here.
So please re-listen and examine the testimony from these last few meetings, please represent the public fairly as requested above. Thank you!
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Lovins
--Elizabeth Lovins
Director, Hollywood Art Center, est.1912
http://www.hollywoodartcenterarchive.com-Research Archivist, Art, Design & Architecture MuseumUniversity of California, Santa Barbara-Los Feliz Resident, since 2003

Date
10/20/2021 16:57:58

Name
Elizabeth Lovins

10/20/2021 16:57:59

Pablo Barrios

10/20/2021 16:58:16

Meghan Urisko

Testiony
Dear Commissioners,
!!URGENT IMPORTANT FEEDBACK RE FINAL MAP RE LOS FELIZ:
I'd like to reiterate the necessary need to place Los Feliz back, with Griffith park in communities of interest such as Hollywood, Silverlake and Atwater Village.
Please allocate the appropriate amount of time to analyze and dedicate a proper discussion, so Los Feliz is not an after thought, like the African American Community discussion (please devote more time to this issue
too).
North Hollywood and Valley Glen have ABSOLUTELY NOTHING IN COMMON, except for the council member Raman, who wishes to destroy and develop in these areas.
Clearly, politics played a role here and Raman was able to design her own voting territory - disenfranchising thousands of voters. This is political gerrymandering, and Goldberg is responsible.
Further, Friedberg, as I said last night in an email, misrepresented all the emails sent in regarding the Eastside communities, when asked about the Los Feliz issue. We in Los Feliz, only advocated for K2.5 Map, when
Los Feliz was placed in cd13 with like communities. Do not take her word and misrepresentation as fact on this point.
1) Do not let the DSA misrepresent the actual residents of Los Feliz, as well as Groundgame and Streetwatch people, who are extremely radical and not mainstream. Please verify where the majority of these people
who emailed in, actually live. Because I bet that most live outside our boundaries and probably the city/state.
2) Correct the current gerrymandered district of cd4 and move Los Feliz w/ the park, back into cD13.
3) Please review ALL material, emails + written testimony that came out against the commission moving all of Los Feliz into CD4. This affects our daily lives and we have been riddled with high rate of crimes, murders,
robberies, violent assaults, demolitions, fires, squatters, unlike any other time in history here. Ten years is too long to sentence us in this way.
Also, please make sure you review correspondence, we will be asking for all public records regarding this to ensure our community was re-drawn in an honest way. Please verify from where this correspondence was
sent!
As a suggestion, since there was no issue with population count before Goldberg made her last minute and suspicious changes by moving us into cd4, you can take population from other areas like the area near
melrose,fairfax and beverlywood to makeup the difference, which would make two communities happy. This is about more than Goldberg/Friedberg -- it's about the citizens.
Again, I'm pleading with all of you to please listen to the community. I'm from a family of eight children, and my mother always made sure that all desserts were divided equally and fairly, as she did not want to appear
to favor one child over the other. It's the same principle here.
So please re-listen and examine the testimony from these last few meetings, please represent the public fairly as requested above. Thank you!
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Lovins
--Elizabeth Lovins
Director, Hollywood Art Center, est.1912
http://www.hollywoodartcenterarchive.com-Research Archivist, Art, Design & Architecture MuseumUniversity of California, Santa Barbara-Los Feliz Resident, since 2003
Hello, my name is Pablo Barrios - I'm the Covid-19 campaign manager with
CDTech in South Central Los Angeles. Our mission is to serve the residents
of the 9th Council District with a mission to sustain and create
economically thriving communities. I strongly urge the Redistricting
Commission to keep the 9th Council District intact including *keeping USC,
the Expo Center & Museum in CD9. *The pandemic has highlighted and
heightened economic insecurities. District 9's median household income is
$29,000 a year with 42% of the population living below the poverty level.
With such dire living conditions for many community members in the 9th
council district, conditions will surely worsen by losing jobs/economic
hubs.
Thank you!
-- Pablo Barrios
Civic Engagement Manager I Covid Initiative
*CD*Tech I (###-####
[image: cdtech_logo.gif]
Hi,
I am a resident of district 13 in the 90026 zip code.
Nithya Ramen received more votes than any council member in the history of
Los Angeles. After a failed attempt at recall there is a deeply disturbing,
undemocratic attempt to silence the voices of those residents through
cowardly tricks. This is an assault on our democracy, an affront to
renterts, and just plain fucked up. Stop this shameful redistricting effort
and keep Nithya in the district that voted for her. We are out here, we are
organized, and we will come for you next if you do not stop this
embarrassing and undemocratic effort. Shame on you for allowing it to get
this far.
Meg

-Meghan Urisko
Twitter <https://twitter.com/meghanurisko?lang=en | LinkedIn
<https://www.linkedin.com/in/meghanurisko/
###-####

Date
10/20/2021 16:59:07

Name
Marcos Hernandez

Testiony
Good afternoon commissioners,
My name is Marcos Damian Hernández, resident, organizer, student at Trade
Tech and Organizer at CDTech. As a active participant of my community I
demand this commission keep to focus on mirroring the residents priorities.
CD9 residents does not support tail end changes based on self interest,
political pressures and going against the residents priorities who have
engaged in this process been loud and clear- we want our district lines to
sustain including Expo & USC.
This community is already underrepresented.
Here are some points to take note:
*District 9 has Median Household Income of $ 29,000 a year, with 42% of the
population living below poverty.*
*- 40% of households have an income of less than $ 25,000 a year and 30%
have an income of $ 25,000 to $ 50,000. *

10/20/2021 16:59:32

Meghan Choi

-Marcos Damian Hernandez
Community Engagement Coordinator
CDTech
523 W. 23rd St.
Los Angeles 90007
###-#### Ext.229
www.cdtech.org
Hello Commissioners,
I am writing to you to urge the commission to keep Silver Lake and Los Feliz in district 4. I’m not sure if you are aware but during the 2020 election cycle the hills and streets were covered with signs for councilmember
Nithya Raman. I’m post it I’ve that there has never been such a dense saturation of active voters who made their voices heard.
Please honor the vote and keep Silver Lake and Los Feliz in CD4.

10/20/2021 16:59:45

Crystal Langham

Thank you
Hello,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz, I live on Franklin Ave by the
Shakespeare Bridge, and I would really like to keep district CD4 unchanged!
My neighborhood is part of the north silverlake, hollywood hills, griffith
park community with interests in wildlife, tourism, fire safety,
preservation and more. I am very involved in homelessness solutions,
charity and policy in LA and my neighborhood. I see this redistricting as
an attempt to derail real progress that could be made in our community.

10/20/2021 16:59:46

Robert Doty

Thanks so much,
Crystal Langham
Commissioners, Redistricting must provide many challenges but splitting Encino is a poor choice in trying to satisfy building CD 2 or 4.
I implore you not to split Encino, especially separating Encino Village from the rest of Encino. My wife & I (we have one child and another on the way) recently purchased our first home in Encino Village. We were
attracted to the family oriented neighborhood, and that it is part of Encino & it’s Council District. Thank you for considering keeping Encino together. Robert Doty
Encino Resident

Date
10/20/2021 16:59:51

Name
Aaron Borden

Testiony
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods.
My name is Aaron Borden, and I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood. The Wilshire Park Neighborhood is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I am writing to the Commission to express support for the
Commission’s creation of the 4th Amendment to the Final Draft Map Plan K2.5.
However, PLEASE...PLEASE...PLEASE...PUT THE GREATER WILSHIRE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL BACK TOGETHER AND KEEP US HOLE IN CD 5!
The GWNC and its associated neighborhoods have all worked tirelessly to maintain the quality of life that we all deserve. Please keep us all together in District 5 with our neighbors to the West who share our interests,
values and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission’s dedication to a public process, its transparency and the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you for hearing us!
Respectfully,
Aaron

10/20/2021 17:00:04

Sharon Brewer

10/20/2021 17:00:15

Alexandra Malek

Sent from my iPad
Regarding: Public Testimony on draft map K2.5 amended 4 map
Issues and comments
1. There should never have been any map drawn where the Council District had not been already identified such as K2.5 amended 4 map shows--Council District 4 or 2 or 2 or 4. The public, organized groups
including Neighborhood Councils
have a right to know who will be representing that Council District.
2. Detailed Information regarding the changes in the amended map should have been in writing attached to each amended map so the public could read exactly what the Commissioners did and how they arrived at
the changes.
3. Neighborhood Council Census Data was never available on the redistricting webpage under "Commission maps and data" for people to look at.
4. Pubic Comment should have been before and after any discussions and should be longer since the map drawing will affect them..
5. I did not find any street view maps for any draft K2.5 amended maps so that it was easier to see the streets in each District..
6. Waiting to address problematic mapping issues like 4 or 2 and 2 or 4 until the last meetings is unacceptable--Neighborhood Councils do not have time to have special meetings so they can submit a Community
Impact Statement..
Thank youSharon Brewer
Good afternoon,
I'm writing to ask that you reject the proposal for Map K2.5. I am a
resident of District 4 and I want to keep Los Feliz and Griffith Park with
the hillside neighborhoods.
Thank you,
Alexandra Abdel-Malek
Argyle Ave
Los Angeles
###-####

Date
10/20/2021 17:00:15

Name
Cindy Kahn

Testiony

Commissioners:
I write in support of redistricting Map K2.5 version 4. As a 23 year
resident of Laurel Canyon I cannot emphasize enough the importance of
maintaining our community, and it's primary point of ingress and egress at
the intersection of North Crescent Heights & Sunset Boulevard, within a
single LA City Council District. Map K2.5 v.4 meets the public safety needs
of our community in this regard.
In an emergency evacuation of the Canyon, public safety demands that LAPD
and LAFD need only communicate with a single Council office. And as we have
learned in the past, all advance mitigation efforts such as evacuation
drills and RYLAN efforts are negatively impacted by having to deal with
more than one Council office.
Laurel Canyon's vulnerability to wildfire, combined with the logistical
challenges of safely evacuating an already dense hillside population via
Laurel Canyon Boulevard, calls for the best efforts of the City to
facilitate all means available to ensure the safety of our residents, as
well as the public school that sits at the center of our historic
community. Dealing with a single City Council office on matters of public
safety is essential.

Should any further edits to the map be considered, I hope that the
Commision will keep the public safety of Laurel Canyon residents in mind.
I thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Cindy Kahn
56 year Laurel Hills Resident

Name
620 Gramercy
9th+Broadway in DTLA
(c/o Sara Daleiden,
saradaleiden@yahoo.
com
A. O'Brient
A. Rodriguez
A.Johnson{e-Mail}:
AJohn7662 @aol.com

Aaron Gross
Aaron Warren
Abelardo Rodarte

Abigail Cohen

Abigail V. O'Brient

Abra Sussman

Abuela Suzanne

Adam

Adam Conover

Public Testimony
Yes, Koreatown should be in one district Attempted genocide on the Korean community in 1992 means Koreans suffered greatly from a lack of political representation. It is time to unite Koreatown in one
council district and not split it up into 3 or 4 districts like the racists want.
Yes, we want Downtown Los Angeles to be one district, west of the Los Angeles river and including Westlake, Chinatown, Pico Union and University Park. https://districtr.org/COI/49819?event=mapsofla We
are affected by City decisions as residents, business owners and neighbors. We participate with the Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council and the BIDs, but find they often don’t represent our social
justice, economic and cultural interests. We participate in the Skid Row Now and 2040 coalition to advocate for equity with the City’s DTLA 2040 community plan with CD 14. We often find CD 14’s attention is
split because the constituent base in DTLA doesn’t align well with the rest of the district.
No. As explained above, our interests as a community mirror the interests of other communities included in CD-4, and differ greatly from the interests of the more-densely populated communities to our east.
The communities mentioned above have too much in common and would be best served by remaining in CD14. Our Neighborhood Councils interact with the City Council by participating in meetings related
to our areas. Also, representatives from CD14 occasionally attend our Neighborhood Council meetings. We like to have representation from CD14 so we can keep up to date of any changes.
I request AOH remain solely within the boundaries of CD 15. Section 204(d) - L.A. City Charter - states in part, ". . . keep neighborhoods and communities intact, utilize natural boundaries or street lines, and
be geographically compact to the extent feasible." {CD 8 is directly adjacent to CD 15 on the north. AOH has no COI with any of the neighborhoods or communities within CD 8.} To emphasize the City of L.A.
and the CD 15 relationships, I refer you to page 54 of the "draft" July 2021 Harbor Gateway CP which states in part, ". . . Vermont Avenue, the longest north-south corridor in the (Harbor Gateway NORTH
community) Plan Area is designated a SCENIC HIGHWAY between 120th Street and the Southern Pacific right-of-way located just north of Redondo Beach Boulevard."
The northern boundary of the community/neighborhood of Athens on the Hill-----ENTRY into Harbor Gateway-----begins at 120th Street & Vermont and proceeds southbound. {Emphasis mine.} Addie
Johnson, Resident/Stakeholder - Athens on the Hill.
No. Very active voting community. Appreciative of coordinated parking leniency on Jewish holidays and coordination regarding security issues due to rising antisemitism in Los Angeles.
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
I would move the line closer to Reseda where it is currently District 12. I would want to move the line down to to Victory where it is currently number 6 and 2 because that is where my soccer practice is. I
would want these locations to share a city council member and funding for small businesses. My grandma's apartment is rent controlled. I would like more places to have rent control. During COVID
businesses closed down because of city laws. We had to start wearing masks. We aren't really part of making decisions. I feel like we are not really connected to the city. I would like to be more connected to
the city.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Dear Commissioners:
I am writing to support the CIS file, which was filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (the “GWNC”) on September 13, 2021. In my opinion, the western boundary of Koreatown should be no
farther west than Western Avenue, as confirmed by City Council file 09-0606 in 2010.
I am a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton neighborhood, which is a community of interest within Council District 4. My neighbors and I live and work in the District, support local business, send children to
schools and activities, and serve on board in District 4. Candidly, I cannot recall the last time I patronized a business or even set foot east of the Wilshire Branch Library on Council and Gramercy. Larchmont,
not Koreatown, is the center of our community. Separating the community from District 4 will negatively impact our relationship with the geographic area in which we live, work, and serve.
Our community of interest is multigenerational, with many families who have lived in the district for generations. Other families, like mine, moved to the neighborhood more recently, attracted by the historic
architecture, an interest in preservation, and the more suburban environment in the center of the vibrant city that is Los Angeles. Using redistricting to separate our neighborhood from and split up the GWNC
will render our community advocacy less effective and destroy an infrastructure of successful community organizing.
I agree with the position of the GWNC to keep its communities intact in District 4, with Western remaining the boundary of Koreatown.
Abigail V. O'Brien
257 S. Wilton Pl.
Los Angeles, CA 90004
I am writing in support of keeping my Valley neighbors (Sherman Oaks, portions of North Hollywood, and Toluca Lake) within CD4. I have been impressed with Nithya Raman's leadership and collaboration
with local community organizations such as NoHo Home Alliance to meet the needs of individuals experiencing homelessness - possibly the most urgent crisis in our city. We need continued communityoriented leadership like hers in CD4 and in the Valley.
I feel the Northeast Area, as defined above, is a cohesive boundary and should define one council district. I live on Mt. Washington and for years I was in a particular Council district that got carved up in order
to include the home of someone running in a different district. I am concerned about development, particularly in hillside areas. I want to keep housing affordable and feel many proposed apartments and
condominiums do not address this.
Yes, they should be changed. The current district includes areas with vastly different population business densities depending on where you are. Their interests of one area are bound to clash with those of
another. I think it should include some of the south end of district 1 then shift district 1 north into the areas of Glendale and Pasadena It seems left behind. A second thought of keeping those who are already
here feel welcome and instead move them out. They are trying to speak up but it doesn't seem heard.
I am writing to give public comment on the proposed CD4 maps. I do not feel that these maps represent the district or community I live in. I feel that a more equitable, representative map would be one that
unites Koreatown in CD4 - a long-held dream for many CD4 and Koreatown residents - and that reduces, rather than enlarges, the amount of valley neighborhoods that are included in CD4. CD4 is primarily a
Central LA district; valley communities are more appropriately placed in valley districts. I live in Los Feliz; I want to keep Los Feliz in CD4. Additionally, the draft maps give more power to wealthy
homeowners. We need more diversity of income, race, and tenant representation in CD4.

Name
Adam J. Baer and Lina
D'Orazio

Adam Rosenberg

Adam Rubenstein

Adam Rutkin

Adam Witkin
Afton Square
Neighborhood
agold16113@aol.com

Alan
Alana Garrop

Alana Silverman

Public Testimony
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
I have been a resident of Saint Andrews Square, bounded within Beverly Boulevard, Western Avenue, 3rd Street and, Wilton Place, for 15 years. It has come to my attention that there is possibility that our
neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods and taken over by Koreatown. This neighborhood has never been a part of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods.
Please keep Saint Andrews Square and the rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods together.
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
no. the whole community should be together we have a good relationship with helping for things like no street cleaning ticketing on holidays,
No, the district boundaries should not be changed, our community has a longstanding relationship with Councilman O'Farrell and his staff. We enjoy working with him and his staff and they advocate on behalf
of our community. We have a great relationship with Councilman O'Farrell and his office. We feel that they are looking out for the safety and quality of life for everyone in our neighborhood and it would be
upsetting to lose our representation and voice in City Hall.
Thank you for the acknowledgment of my letter to the commission. I would like to address an issue that was not available or known to me when I wrote that letter to the commission. My neighbors and friends
who live in North Hills West are distressed and feel at risk by the proposed redistricting map that would place us in District “F”, which in my assessment and calculation would be CD 7. It is comprised of
Sunland-Tujunga, Lakeview Terrace, Pacoima, Mission Hills, Sylmar, LaTuna Canyon, Shadow Hills, and North Hills East. It has the 3rd highest number of residents assigned to the district of 267,004. District
“L” which is CD 12, where we have been and should be, which is Northridge, Granada Hills, Porter Ranch, West Hills has an assigned population of 255,940. North Hills West is a community as you have
been made aware of is comprised of essentially single family residences with a minimal amount of commerce through the area with the Sepulveda Veterans Hospital, Mid Valley Regional Library, New
Horizons, The Onion, Monroe High School, and Gledhill Elementary school as the leading community assets and of course the "Plummer Poodle." Our area is West of the 405 a natural barrier as well as the
118 on the North per the map for District “F” which is CD 7 and for District “L” which is CD 12. The communities that are in District "F" are east of the 405 freeway have commerce, manufacturing, and
basically unconnected to our predominantly residential community of North Hills West.
The original request and information from the Redistricting Commission asked the citizens to describe their community as "contiguous, compact, and communities of interest.” Well, North Hills West is all
those things and has very definite boundaries the 405, Bull Creek, Roscoe Blvd. and Lassen Street, we are compact, and are involved and participate in many community events and interests. I personally
have sent in letters and have spoken at a Zoom hearings. Apparently what I, as a citizen of the community, wrote and stated and what they the commission requested , seem to be very different things. We as
a community will be a “misfit” and “outsider" in the proposed District “F" you have positioned us in. As a community we would not benefit from any social or physical identity with the communities in District “F.”
They are well established in their relationship with the District office. We would be the only community in District "F" that is west of the 405 freeway, an "odd man out" and have no relationship with the Council
office which deals with issue that do not or would not effect us. And I imagine we would also not be served by Devonshire Division LAPD and our Senior Lead Officer Corral who has been attentive to the
residents of the community. It is a miscarriage of fairness to the residents of North Hills West to remove us from District "L" CD 12 and the communities in the North West Valley we have worked with and
have parallel relevance with. Thank you for hearing my voice as a resident of North Hills West.
NO. Its a community. Mutual respect. Having meaningful representation in City Council, as a significant minority with its own unique issues, it would be beneficial for both City Council and the residents in
those areas for things to remain as is.
Dear Commissioners,
I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Tyrone Avenue. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. It is vital Sherman Oaks remains as a single Council District, so
we are united with our community.
No, please do not change. Equestrian Committee & North Atwater Neighborhood Council - All supportive of our KZone & equestrian activities.
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I think it should it be bigger. I feel south LA has gotten bigger. I don't feel very comfortable approaching the city for help. I've been to city hall before for advocacy opportunities with an organization. I know
there are very important people who work there and I feel intimidated. I also went to speak at a neighborhood council meeting and it was nerve wreaking because the room was full but they listened to us. We
went to speak about an unsafe intersection in front of our school. Folks gave us their contact information and followed up with us and sent someone to investigate the situation. This was great because when
we spoke to members of our school about the issue they only put a crossing guard for one day.
Yes, they should be representative of our community. Not several disparate communities. I live in a densely populated neighborhood that needs focused solutions to the issues--such as affordable housing-we're facing.
No. Our families work together with the current city council. We know who to contact for support and know that we will get a response. Our families reach out to us for support.
We need to have Pico/Robertson/ Beverlywood, Beverly-Fairfax, the west end of Hancock Park, and Valley Village, to be under one Council District, CD 5, It would significantly weaken our representation
because our community really resides in the areas that would be split.
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on .(street name). Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you.
Districts should entirely represent specific geographic locations -- not the current disjointed spread of boundaries. The San Fernando Valley is its own thriving economic and cultural area. We need to have a
district that reflects our identity because of our choice of location to live.
I have been a resident of Saint Andrews Square, bounded within Beverly Boulevard, Western Avenue, 3rd Street and, Wilton Place, for 5 years. It has come to my attention that there is possibility that our
neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods and taken over by Koreatown. This neighborhood has never been a part of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods. As I am pregnant with my first child, it is so deeply important to me and my family that we stay apart of our current neighborhood. Please keep Saint Andrews Square and the
rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods together.
Please let Hollywood stay in 13 I’m a parent at and board chair of Larchmont Charter School. We have been working closely with the CD13 office on the homelessness crisis that plagues our city and is
especially acute outside of our Selma campus. While the work is slow, I believe the CD13 office has the relationships and deep community knowledge to do this work most effectively. I worry about moving
backwards if Hollywood moves to another district. Our unhoused neighbors can’t afford this, and neither can our schools. I’m happy to discuss by phone, as is our parent liaison around homelessness.
I live in Larchmont Village (actually, Larchmont Heights) and prefer Draft Plan K Corrected Map J for the new boundaries of our district, which I understand will be District 5 (frankly, all of this is confusing.)
This plan best represents my sense of my community, as part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area, where I've lived for the last 31 years, first on Irving Blvd., and now on Lucerne Blvd. since
2006. Other maps drawn per The Larchmont Buzz or per Councilmember Raman seem from outer space.
CD4 is strangely configured presently, and I understand that changes are warranted due to census results, but I hope that our neighborhood isn't fragmented and sloughed off into an unfamiliar district, as is
the case with some of the proposed maps. We have had 3 Councilmembers while I've lived in the neighborhood: Tom LaBonge, David Ryu and Nithya Raman. LaBonge was an old-school booster who was
very active for our benefit within the City Council, but somewhat excessive in his spending. David Ryu benefitted from densification in our neighborhood by selling a single-family home to a developer, but he
heard our concerns in meetings and advocated for and against development (a proposed pocket-park in a parking log) and helped get action taken against a notorious party house, (something
Councilmember Raman also pursued.) Raman is in favor of densification measures that many in our community are against. We have single-family housing and multiple-family housing in our neighborhood.
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on N St Andrews Place.
I am taken aback by the proposal to remove the historic Eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from our one hundred years of community of interest, and to transplant them to Koreatown.
NO OUTREACH was done by your emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task Force to us, even though we are obviously directly impacted by this land grab.
The expansion is not supported by any community of interest facts and is contradicted by the Koreatown boundaries as established by City Council ordinance. We were participants and partners with
Koreatown in that ordinance. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. We also support keeping our neighbors to the East in Koreatown in one City Council district,
but with its true boundaries, and we support the same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks.
Gil Cedillo is my council representative. Council districts are corrupt and the bureaucracy is another violence. When local democracy sinks to being about electing a person to talk nonsense just to steer public
program monies to one group or another it's just another sham. NOTHING EVER MATERIALLY IMPROVES FOR RESIDENTS OF SOUTH LA.Even with the CHC and their 30-group coalition educating
people about how bad it is for people there.
The whole community is treated like an orphanage.
-Allison McSurely, Director, Little Portion Social Center, 8874 South Broadway, 90003
Hi my name is Maricela I have lived in the San Fernando Valley for 27 year, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the district, it is
important, now more than ever, we need to be together .
I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
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▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
We have been a residents of the Ridgewood-Wilton neighborhood, located within Beverly Boulevard, Wilton Place, 3rd Street and Ridgewood Place, for 22 years. We were recently told there is a possibility
that our neighborhood will be split between the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods and the Koreatown neighborhood. Perhaps you’re unaware, but the Ridgewood-Wilton neighborhood includes the Wilton
Historic District, a federally designated district listed on the National Register of Historic Places. If the new council boundary is set at Wilton Place the Wilton Historic District will be split in half. The historic
neighborhood has benefitted for many years because we have had a single voice in the City Council. Bifurcating the historic district would deny the community the ability to vote collectively for a single City
Council representative who would represent our unique interests. Please keep the current boundary of Western Blvd to allow our national historic district to remain in one Council district.
WS Dear Commissioner Chair Fred Ali, Commissioner Vice Chair David Hyun, Commissioner Vice Chair Sonja F. Diaz, Commissioner Sen. Richard Polanco, Commissioner Dennis Cagna, Commissioner
Richard Katz, Commissioner Alexandra Suh, Commissioner Rocky Delgadillo, Commissioner Elizabeth Salvidar, Commissioner Valerie Lynne Shaw, Commissioner Miguel Martinez, Commissioner Rev.
Edward L. Anderson, Commissioner Michele Prichard, Commissioner Andrew Garsten, Commissioner Sonja F. Diaz, Commissioner Nam Le, Commissioner Elissa Barrett, Commissioner Maria Brenes,
Commissioner Charisse Bremond Weaver, and Commissioner Carlos R. Moreno,
I am a dues paying member of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association (RWNA)
which is located along Wilton Place, Wilton Drive and Ridgewood Place between Third Street and Beverly Boulevards. I support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council on September
13, 2021 and consider Western Avenue to be the true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council file 09-0606 in 2010. The residents of RWNA are a community of interest connected by our
geographic boundaries and our connection to Council District 4. Many RWNA members have businesses and work in District 4, we support local businesses and serve on boards in District 4 and many send
children to schools and activities in District 4. Splitting our community by changing the boundary to the middle of Wilton Place takes away our effectiveness in serving our community.
The Koreatown Redistricting Committee is advocating putting Koreatown in one Council District but does not offer the same courtesy to communities on the border of its area. It not only wants Koreatown in
one district, it is also looking to expand its boundaries into the long established communities of the Greater Wilshire area. On their own website they state, “When communities are kept together in one district
or grouped with neighborhood communities that share interests, we can develop a stronger voice and demand accountability from our representatives.” (italics added) Ridgewood-Wilton’s interests are shared
with those of the Greater Wilshire area. I support a single council district for Koreatown; however, I strongly oppose the proposed western Koreatown boundary that expands west from Western Ave. into the
middle of the Wilton Place. Keep the Council District lines where they are currently drawn please.
The boundaries should not change at all. Moving the council boundary to Wilton Place splits our federally recognized historic district in half. Because we are a relatively small area it would be a tremendous
burden to have to work with two council offices when issues arise. Two council members, one representing the west side of Wilton Place and the other representing the east side of Wilton Place, may find
themselves working at cross-purposes due to the differing interests of the two communities. Keeping the district line on Western would keep our community intact and reduce any potential conflict between
council members. We are an active community committed to maintaining and protecting its historic nature as shown by our successful efforts to create the Wilton Historic District more than 40 years ago. If we
were to be moved into a council district to the east many decisions the city council makes to benefit those communities could adversely affect our community because our interests differ greatly.
The proposal to move North Hills West from CD12 "L" to CD 6 "F" makes NO sense at all! We are opposed to this!
Our neighborhood enjoys over 20 years of long standing and continued relationships with Granada Hills, Northridge and Porter Ranch including the Devonshire PD and FD 87 Fire Department and the office
of CD12. Our mostly quiet residential neighborhood is occupied by long time homeowners vs rental buildings, our real estate values are very similar if not the same as Northridge and Granada Hills. There is
NO SENSE in moving us to the the East!!! We have nothing in common nor are we close to Sylmar, Pacoima & parts further East, especially taking into consideration the significant geographical barrier posed
by the 405 freeway! North Hills West would be an outlier in CD6 with no built in relationship with that office and other communities in that District. We would be a fish out of water! This does NOT make any
reasonable sense at all!
We wish to remain in CD12, District "L", where we belong and have built relationships with our neighboring communities!
Hello, my name is Amanda Faber and I am a resident of Highland Park. My family and I have been enjoying living in Highland Park for three years now, and we plan to live here for many more years to come.
Please keep our neighborhood as part of CD-14.
I am Amanda Matti, Co-founder/Vice President of the Board of Directors for Northeast Los Angeles Community Inc (NelaCommunity). Nela Community is a non-profit organization that helps Youth, seniors,
families in-need, and unhoused. On behalf of our community, families, and stakeholders in Eagle Rock and Highland Park of Council District 14.
I am hopeful that during your deliberations as members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission begins working on the redistricting process, we are hopeful that you will consider the
perspective residents and stakeholders in Eagle Rock and Highland Park should remain within one council district CD 14. So that we are able to containing the work and provide recourse that our community
needs without confusing the residents. Councilmember Kevin De Leon has been an advocate of the residents of Northeast Los Angeles Community and we need to continue to be our representative in order
for our unique needs to be understood and addressed. Nela Community and Councilmember Kevin De Leon are working together to build Nela Youth Program which we need badly and helping with
unhoused crisis that our community is facing. It is much easier for our non-profit to deal with one councilmember to help Eagle Rock and Highland Park residents, dividing the district will not help but bring
more conflict and confusing to Youth, Seniors, families, and unhoused. I am speaking on behalf of families, youth, and seniors, that have trusted us in this process to be their voice. We have put in hours of
work to make sure our community needs are addressed and to see this be divided will only slow down the process, hurt the projects, and create more confusions. We need to be under one district, DISTRICT
CD 14
No, it is easier dealing with CD 14 for eagle rick and Highland park. Eagle Rock is been around since 1925 I have a great communication with CD 14 and makes things very easy to deal with them.
Eagle Rock should not be split between multiple council-districts. Splitting our community would be an unacceptable gerrymander completely counter to the community's desires, the Eagle Rock
Neighborhood Council's adopted position, and the positions of most other stakeholder groups.
The existing gerrymanders that split Highland Park, Glassell Park, and Cyprus Park must be corrected.
All of the historic Arroyo neighborhoods--Eagle Rock, Highland Park, El Sereno and Boyle Heights should be in Council District 14 keeping with their common history and overall demography.
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Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’
Connor, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes
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Hello, my name is Andrea Gertler. I have lived in the community of Highland Park for 6 months. I’d like you to keep my community together in Council District 14. My community is supportive, family oriented,
and diverse. Highland Park is rich with cultural history and many families have lived here for several generations. We have beneficial social resources such as clean parks, public swimming pools and
recreation centers. Many community members have shared interests in schools and child and family services as there is a great deal of families with young children who live here. Highland Park is located in
Northeast Los Angeles, between Eagle Rock and South Pasadena. It is a unique community in that there are many young single family households coexisting happily alongside older, established
multigenerational households. There is a strong sense of community pride and support and neighborhoods are tight knit.
Highland Park is a very special community because members are very active in advocating for each other. Our voices, however, do need to be taken into greater consideration as there are much needed
improvements to be made within public schools (reduced class sizes, infrastructure improvement) as well as the constant threat of displacement to older residents and multigenerational immigrant households
by corporate developers. In conclusion, I would like to strongly advocate for my community of Highland Park to remain in Council District 14 as we have the dedication and support of cooperative, proactive
members to enact positive and effective change for many years to come.
REDISTRICTING - keep ALL of Shadow Hills, La Tuna Canyon, Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, and all horsekeeping/animalkeeping and high fire-Mountain fire communities in the SAME DISTRICT - currently
CD7.
Hi my name is Andrea Vega and I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 12 years, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the
district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and
continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th
District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
I've been a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association (RWNA) for nearly 9 years. RWNA is located along Wilton Place, Wilton Drive and Ridgewood Place between Third Street and Beverly
Boulevards. It's come to my attention that there is a possibility that half our neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood and moved into Koreatown by changing the boundary
from Western Ave to Wilton Place. Please do not change the existing boundary. Our association has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods. We have benefitted for many years by
having a single voice in the City Council. By splitting our community down Wilton Place you would deny us the ability to vote collectively for a single City Council representative who would represent our
community’s unique interests. Please keep the current boundary of Western Blvd to allow both neighborhoods’ different interests and needs to be fully represented in our City Council. Thank you
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I attended the July 21, 2021 for CD 2 residents. I did not make a comment at that meeting but I agreed with other commenters. There was a clear message to the Commission to create contiguous Valley
Council districts. I am disappointed to see two proposed redistricting maps that combine Studio City with Hollywood. There is an opportunity to create council districts to represent four quadrants of the San
Fernando Valley. These districts can go from the Valley rim south and north working to the center of the Valley (roughly Roscoe Blvd.). These north/south council districts each encompass a wide variety of
diverse socio-economic groups. As a Studio City resident, I wish to be in a "Southeast Corner of the Valley" Council district. We are mostly in that district now; however, Greater Toluca Lake should be
included in this Southeast Valley council district. Another consideration is that the Los Angeles City Planning Department is currently working on Community Plans. The Southeast Valley Community Plan
represents a diverse and Valley contiguous plan. We should be represented by one council district when considering these plans. https://planning.lacity.org/plans-policies/community-plan-update/southeastvalley-community-plan-update
It has been reported that a commissioner stated, Studio City identifies with, as well as, works and shops in Hollywood. This is simply not true. Studio City is a proud member of the San Fernando Valley
Community. Our interests are best represented by a council district with a contiguous Southeast Valley border. I am asking the Redistricting Commission to create contiguous San Fernando Valley council
districts. Studio City should be included in a South East Valley quadrant council district that will more fairly represent the needs and of our unique community.
I do not support any scenario where our the hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice.
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Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in Council District 5.
My name is Andy Murr, and I live at 323 S. Irving Blvd, in the Windsor Square neighborhood.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
We love our fellow Angelenos all over the city, but we'd like to make our voices heard with communities with shared political, economic and residential interest.
It looks about right. I think we could maybe merge with 9 since they're the same demographics. People most likely live their lives crossing from side to side. Less than 10 minutes away. These are working
families living paycheck to paycheck. With the pandemic most people are struggling. This Community depend on the policies that support housing and labor to be able to survive.
No. I think the City of Los Angeles should be more involved with the ERNC.
As an active member of the Arts District I wanted to share my thoughts.
The Arts District in Downtown Los Angeles is a close and beautiful neighborhood that has evolved over the past few decades from an artist colony into a community of businesses and creative professionals.
Every year our community continues to grow and further develop into a regional housing hub, center of employment and cultural cradle. Splitting the Arts District into two different Council Districts or even
splitting Downtown in two different Council Districts would be detrimental to the progress we have made over the past decade. Bounded by the Los Angeles River, the 10 freeway, Alameda Street and the 101
freeway, the Arts District, along with the other half dozen communities in Downtown, collectively make up our City’s urban center. The challenges and opportunities that we face Downtown are unique to
Downtown and cannot be found anywhere else. The high concentration of jobs, number of individuals experiencing homelessness, the collection of architectural treasures and cultural institutions shape the
neighborhood character and the everyday experience for members of the Arts District and Downtown. Perhaps, the most defining characteristic about our community, which makes us a community of interest
is our housing. All dwelling units Downtown are located inside of multifamily buildings. This shared experience of living together, in a dense urban setting, mixed in with employment, entertainment and
homelessness is what makes our community unique. Council District 14 not only understands the Downtown community, and has worked to enhance our community, which is why it is extremely important to
keep us inside of CD-14. As your commission begins working on the redistricting process, I am hopeful that you will come to understand that the Arts District should remain within Council District 14, along
with the rest of Downtown. Our living style and urban environment should be represented by the same Councilmember and the same voice. The Arts District is truly a community of interest. Thank you for
your careful consideration of our input in this process.
Please move our home at Sherman Oaks CA from council district 4 into Council district 5. We should be with more San Fernando Valley residents.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
My area of Highland Park has been a part of CD 14 since 1925. Residents in Highland Park were part of the Chicano Movement since its inception. Highland Park has long been a part of the Latino East Side
of Los Angeles along with El Sereno, Lincoln Heights and Boyle Heights. Our communities were red-lined by racist policies. Highland Park is a majority Latino district with a large Spanish Speaking
population. Our community is suffering from developers who are buying up rental properties to build housing that is unaffordable to our current residents. I want Highland Park to be in CD 14 along with El
Sereno, Lincoln Heights and Boyle Heights. We have much in common with El Sereno and Lincoln Heights which are in the Northeast Community Plan area and have hillside communities that residents have
been fighting to keep. Please Change the Region 2 principles to include Highland Park with Lincoln Heights, Boyle Heights and El Sereno in CD 14. Please note: I have also sent a Community of Interest form
through the LACCRC's website.
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I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on Wilcox Avenue. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District, just as has been requested by our neighbors to the east in
Koreatown, and by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks.
Anne Stein
I live on Curran Street in Echo Park in CD 13. Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell is our councilman and works hard for the community.
I think it’s critical that we remain in CD 13 and that the existing configuration be preserved,
if not expanded, to include all of these interconnected communities: Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian Valley, Echo Park, Elysian Park, Angelino Heights, Silverlake, Historic Filipino Town, East
Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia, Hollywood
Specifically, it is extremely important that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that the park is preserved and maintained for future generations
and kept safe from any further development or encroachment.
In fact it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation.
Anne-Marie Barreau
As a resident of zip code 90026 for over 30 years, I am extremely concerned with the move to absorb all of ELYSIAN PARK and the community of ECHO PARK up to Alvarado, including ECHO PARK LAKE
into CD1.
Councilman O’Farrell has been an excellent steward of Elysian Park and Echo Park Lake. The important factor here is checks and balances. Since council seats change, dual representation is vitally
important. I am worried that both areas will be neglected if the proposed redistricting goes ahead. Many more people use both Elysian and the Lake for recreation than ever before and these areas have to be
taken care of and preserved for future generations. Elysian Park will suffer if represented by a single district. It needs dual representation to restrict development and to increase the services it desperately
needs for maintenance. We need to preserve the open areas we have in this city more than ever, especially in the light of the additional building that has has to happen to alleviate the housing crisis. Please
let’s keep dual representation. I believe it is crucial for the safe future of our beloved Elysian Park and Echo Park Lake.
Anthony Alexander
I don't feel a particular way about Bel-Air remaining in CD5, per se, but given their shared interests and fears as hillside, West LA communities, Bel-Air should remain linked with Encino or it should be
included with Sherman Oaks (which I know Sherman Oaks is currently in CD5). And I want to stress that we're westside communities, culturally different from places farther north in the Valley or farther east
like even the Glendale or the Hollywood Hills area just north of Hollywood near the Hollywood Bowl area (those are hillside communities too and have similar fire concerns but are different culturally). We are
a neighborhood within the City of Los Angeles. We're completely impacted by any decisions made at the city level and by key concerns impacting other neighborhoods within the city (e.g., traffic issues, an
increase in wealth disparities/poverty/unsustainable housing costs, etc.)
Anthony Manzano - Rose We are asking for a correction to the Council Redistricting of 2010, and include all of Debs Park to be defined as the address indicated, 90032, and that the new Council line will include all of Debs Park.
Hills Review
This has no impact on homes, voters, or private properties and does not change and voters into or out of the District. Our community has many needs and we work with our Council Member to achieve
desired goals. We have recently advocated for the redevelopment of the Rose Hill Courts, by HACLA, and we also need street repairs on our hillsides. Many times, the City has moved our proposals forward
for positive accomplishments.
Antonio Castillo
Yes, but carefully. The Council District boundary should include the entire Highland Park community and not split it between CD14 and CD1. All other existing boundaries should remain as is. The Highland
Park neighborhood is split between two council districts and often adversely impacted by inconsistent policies, services, and leadership between two council districts.
Antonio Gonzalez
I feel like the district areas cover a lot of ground. I would like to see changes in the lines that would allow a different city council to cover to have shared responsibility. For example Mac Arthur park it's a
recreational park but you don't see that. It's no longer a recreational park. I don't know what to call it anymore. I live across the street and I personally stopped walking by the park. I no longer feel safe. My
brother and I would travel out of our community to find other patches of grass to walk our dog because it's that's bad. If someone else could share responsibility in taking care of the park I think it would make
it better. I am an educated person who goes to college and I don't know who to go to for issues about my park. Where can I put complaints or suggestions? I would like to see the city more involved with the
churches and local organizations in the area. Because as of now I haven't seen the city really involved in the community. If anything the community looks and feels abandon. Especially Mac Arthur park. I
think if the city simplified the process in how to provide feedback on concerns it would increase the community involvement.
Aram Garikian
The Arts District in Downtown Los Angeles is a close-knit neighborhood that has evolved over the past few decades from an artist colony into a community of businesses and creative professionals. Each year
our community continues to grow and further develop into a regional housing hub, center of employment and cultural cradle. Splitting the Arts District into two different Council Districts or even splitting
Downtown in two different Council Districts would be detrimental to the progress we have made over the past decade.
Bounded by the Los Angeles River, the 10 freeway, Alameda Street and the 101 freeway, the Arts District, along with the other half dozen communities in Downtown, collectively make up our City’s urban
center. The challenges and opportunities that we face Downtown are unique to Downtown and cannot be found anywhere else. The high concentration of jobs, number of individuals experiencing
homelessness, the collection of architectural treasures and cultural institutions shape the neighborhood character and the everyday experience for members of the Arts District and Downtown. Perhaps, the
most defining characteristic about our community, which makes us a community of interest is our housing. All dwelling units Downtown are located inside of multifamily buildings. This shared experience of
living together, in a dense urban setting, mixed in with employment, entertainment and homelessness is what makes our community unique. Council District 14 not only understands the Downtown
community, and has worked to enhance our community, which is why it is extremely important to keep us inside of CD-14.
As your commission begins working on the redistricting process, I am hopeful that you will come to understand that the Arts District should remain within Council District 14, along with the rest of Downtown.
Our living style and urban environment should be represented by the same Councilmember and the same voice. The Arts District is truly a community of interest. Thank you for your careful consideration of
our input in this process.
Arroyo Seco / Los
I believe my council district boundaries, its population, cultural and educational activities and enterprises closely follow the geography and history of our City. These deep connections and their meaning in
Angeles River influenced peoples' lives and aspirations are inseparable. The hills and valleys remain, the River carves a Place, the very Air moves within, enclosing, joining and defining The People themselves. The Navajo resist the
air currents, Watershed, maps of of the United States Geographic Survey. Lines divide, Lines Unite. Let's leave well enough alone. Policy decisions in the realm of Land Use by the City, County, State and Country are causing great
viewshed, Breezeshed, harm to to the sense of Home, Security and optimism of many of my neighbors. The insidious policies and reach of the Department of City Planning are very destructive. Mega-bucks Newcomers are piling on
Hills and Valleys in
top of already dense areas; generational residents are being ERASED.
common as a felt and
The way things are structured currently, it appears the this Department is following a very dangerous trajectory!!! (slow)Death by a thousand cuts is still death!
sensed physical place.
Arthur Wood IV
As a resident and home owner of Sherman Oaks, I urge you to approve the redistricting of our Valley areas as referenced in the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association map of August 30, 2021. This
mapped area is well thought out and would bring a sensible solution to the sprawling and incongruous area that is currently Council District 4. With very little in common with the other areas that comprise this
large District, our needs are often unaddressed and ignored. We are enthusiastic to see a much needed change for Sherman Oaks and our other Valley neighborhoods.
Thank you for seriously considering the redistricting proposal brought forth in the
new SOHA map of August 30, 2021.
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Our neighborhood is split in half. Half of Highland Park is in CD 14 and the other half in CD 1. To make change for the greater community, we have to lobby two Council representatives. There are differences
in the culture of the neighborhood and right now, I do not advocate changing council lines but I do want to encourage that CD 14 and CD 1 better align and coordinate efforts to better serve Highland Park. If
this cannot happen then a redistricting would make sense. We are effected by every decision the Council makes. We are engaged and will advocate for our selves. We are failed by the Council around care
for the unhoused and a lack of humane homelessness policies. We are failed by the lack of affordable housing in the neighborhood. We will continue to organize to protect the people of our community.
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
My name is Ashley Bravo and I am submitting the below comment to the City Redistricting Commission:
COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I write as a current resident of Highland Park, and a former long-time resident of Eagle Rock. It is imperative that Eagle Rock remain whole in one Council District, that Highland Park be made whole in one
Council District, and that both of these communities be part of Council District 14.
These communities are historically, culturally, and practically linked and would best be served and represented in one district.
I’d recommend the entirety of Echo Park Lake and Angelino Heights be moved into CD13. Councilman Ofarrel has paid special attention to the unique needs of our community surrounding the park and it
doesn’t make sense for the lakeside residents to be split between two Council districts. In Echo Park, we are deeply impacted by public policy around parks preservation, public transportation, and general city
services related to the management of traffic in and out of dodger stadium.
Asians in LA believes that Ktown should unified and be redistricted into a single district! The districting in numerous council zones is completely unfair and unjust and does not accurately represent or portray
our Koreatown district it’s members, businesses or citizens. We are asking City Council to reconsider and change the area to one single zone to fairly and better represent the citizens who live and work in
Ktown they should not be disenfranchised or split up or be voiceless or powerless when it comes to their community. Many are senior citizens, underserved and underrepresented due to language or financial
limitations and they deserve to be represented fairly as ONE UNIFIED VOICE. We ask for this over a decade later that this injustice due to political power be changed immediately. Asians in LA is very active
in helping and supporting our local AAPI Community here in LA we work with many AAPI nonprofits and recently helped with Mayor’s Garcetti and Councilmember John Lee’s APAHM event and numerous
other AAPI community events and initiatives on a city, state and federal level. We have many active Asians in LA members that live or work in Koreatown so strongly ask that our community request be
considered. Thank you for your consideration and the opportunity to be heard. We hope City Council will do the right thing now and not act on the political interests that have adversely affected our community
for so many years.
I think that my council distrcit 1 area should include La Fayette park that is next to where I live. A high number of families use this park more than other parks and even exclusively even if it is not in our district.
I think that CD 1 would best incorporate this park with the needs of the families the primarily use this park and primarily live in the area. I don't think it serves our families good for the park to be right where the
city line is it should be over a few streets from the park. The relationship of my community with my city is a healthy one based on my families experience. I feel that we can reach out to our city offices when
we need to know more about what is happening in our district and I feel heard when I have concerns about issues in my community. I can reach my representatives on issues of homelessness, safety , and
housing.
ABSOLUTELY NOT we prefer to stay in CD13 !!! Previously we were divided between CD/4 and CD/13 and it difficult to get community things accomplished or protected by being represented by two different
Council Districts. Atwater Village has been fortunate for the last 7 years to have had great representation by CD 13’s council member Mitch O’Farrell especially on historical preservation and Los Angeles
River issues.
NO, I don't think changing council district boundaries is a good idea at all. Our community has collaborated with the community of Elysian Valley (also in CD13) primarily on river and homelessness issues.
We both support preservation of our neighborhoods, and many are concerned about gentrification, displacing generations of families that have lived in our communities for decades. When Atwater Village was
redistricted to CD13, we found support from Mayor Garcetti as our councilmember, with Mitch O'Farrell as his deputy. They helped our community protect our equestrian district, and with Mitch O'Farrell as
our councilmember, he has continued to support equestrian use in Atwater Village. CD13 has been receptive to our concerns, particularly Craig Bullock w/re to zoning issues and historical preservation. We
NEED this continuity. CD 13, City Council, and the Mayor's office supported grassroots efforts to save designate a factory as a Historic-Cultural Monument. The factory employed diverse and disenfranchised
people during the McCarthy era. We discovered the owner and internationally renowned wallpaper design and manufacturing was closeted gay man and equestrian whose backyard bordered his factory
property; he received awards for his patented innovations which revolutionized the wallpaper industry. Many members of the LGBT community found a home in his factory, where their talents flourished.
Recently, another former business place was nominated for HCM through the efforts of CD 13 planner, Craig Bullock. Currently Craig is assisting our community with a major code violation that is causing a
disturbance for community members who live near by this disturbance.
I feel supported by CD13 and appreciate their advocacy. Please don't change it.
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Public Testimony
No, please keep river community together. This area used to be split would be better to keep community together and cohesiveness. The community has a good relationship with city. Want to keep
cohesiveness in the community especially with developments in this area.
Our goal is the preservation of the current equestrian community within CD 13 The equestrian community has achieved a strong working relationship with CD 13, reflecting an understanding built over time of
the benefits of horses to the greater LA community, and the specific needs of horse owners and riders. Examples of successful and beneficial interaction with the City include establishing a zoning overlay that
respects space, safety and resource needs, conflict management and balancing of equestrian vs. commercial and residential interests, and supportive infrastructure (such as the equestrian bridge).
Development of the LA river, along the community borders, may be a future issue. The community needs to be able to continue counting on CD 13's history of understanding and support to safeguard these
achievements and manage future challenges.
The equestrian community wish to stay with it the C13 district that understands and values the contribution we make to the life of the neighbourhood, and the surrounding areas more generally. This has been
horse land for time out of mind, and changing that now risks the disintegration of a functioning and healthy community, and the special character of a neighbourhood that appreciates this quirky status. It is
important that the city affirms the continued existence of equestrian activity in the C13 area. The support of the city to preserve this existing use of land and ability to keep horses in the heart of the city will
relive the community of considerable anxiety that our long-standing way of life is not under threat. We are a thriving, cooperative and friendly community that does not want to be under threat, and our special
place in the neighbourhood that nurtured this remarkable urban equestrianism should be acknowledged as valuable both historically and going forward.
I am a 30 year Elysian Park user and 20 year Echo Park resident.
As an active citizen of District 13, I recognize the hard work and effort that this all-volunteer commission has expended to listen and truly hear, the communities you are here to represent, & our collective
desires to preserve a sense of community where we call home.
Throughout the pandemic, and well before, this community has grown together, and we all look out for each other. It should be preserved going forward, while also preserving the historic connections between
Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian Valley, Elysian Park, Echo Park, Angelino Heights, Silver Lake, Historic Filipino town, East Hollywood, Little Armenia, Thai Town, to the Historic Core of Hollywood to
the Los Angeles River
I have actively communicated with the bulk of our neighbors that all love and care deeply for our community. They all tried to use the interactive map (as did I) and grew increasingly more frustrated with the
inability and lack of instruction that was given us to define the district we want. We want to stay together in this historic district. Division is not acceptable!
(Suggested boundaries) HOLLYWOOD Boundary streets Franklin to the NORTH, LaBrea to the WEST, Sunset to the SOUTH ECHO PARK, Stadium Way to the EAST, to Sunset Blvd., (or Angelino Heights
to Bellevue), restoring the Lake, into Echo Park Central ), and SOUTH To Temple St. These communities predate the construction of the 101/5/& 2 freeways, and deserve to remain connected, as
communities, as they have survived the divide of freeways, we should not be dividing them further by District lines!
Having heard the robust public comment to date, and the many past meetings, as well as the influx of written testimony to the record, propose minor tweaks to the proposed Redistricting Partners map B 2 or
E. Maps I, J, K, completely disregard public testimony asking that Elysian Park be equally distributed between 1&13. Similarly, there was ZERO comment from anyone about placing Echo Park Lake, & the
Central Echo Park community anywhere but in the13th. In fact, significant testimony asked to put the east of Echo Park, and Angelino Heights into CD 13. The only person asking, is Commissioner Polanco?
What is his motivation? As Commissioner Polanco stated 9/20, that Glassell Park, east of the 2 could remain in CD1 (A on the B2 map), and to offset the approx. 18,000 in population impacted to 13 by
making this change, restore the existing eastern boundary of CD 13 to its natural dividing line along Stadium Way, to Elysian Park Drive (aka Vin Scully Ave.). This reunites all of central Echo Park, resolves
the awkward boundary issue of Lilac Terrace N in 13, & Lilac Terrace S in 1. Which returns the Historic, Echo Park Lake, & business district as a whole in CD 13. Should additional population need to be
absorbed to offset the return of GP East to 1, I’d recommend adding Angelino Heights to 13, which was a common theme in earlier public comments.
No Council person should be unnecessarily redistricted out of their home (especially more than once!), and Glassell Park West should respectfully remain CM O’Farrell’s home, as well as West Silver Lake,
that of Councilwoman Raman. I believe these minor adjustments address the goals and objectives that we believe were so thoughtfully laid out in the Regional & Inter regional reports. This conversation
should always have started with the most deficient population districts, 13 & 1, and organically expanded from there. Not “preserving” the “corridor of corruption” created by the 2012 Commission providing
Jose Huizar, his path to prison. That gerrymandered district should redistribute the Downtown wealth, between 1, 9 & 14, creating more economic drivers across underserved populations Downtown adjacent.
KEEP ECHO PARK CLEAN with CM O'Farrell ... not like McArthur Park!
No, other than Angeleno Heights being added to CD 13 The community worked long and hard to house and relocate the homeless in Echo Park Lake so the park would be accessible to the entire community.
The city helps with clean ups, the council office is quick to respond to issues with DOT parking, the impact of the Dodgers with traffic and littering, adding more bike lanes, keeping public transportation routes,
meetings with LAPD representatives regarding crime concerns.
I care a lot about my community and when the new district maps are finalized, it's really important we stay together! Please ensure Highland Park stays within CD-14 and CD-1!
I write as an Eagle Rock resident. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock remain whole and in Council District 14.
Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
I moved to this neighborhood less than a year ago after years of trying to make this place a home. It’s incredibly important to me and the family I am building that we remain in the district we are in to protect
our community.
Yes, I think CD4 should include all of Koreatown. Redrawing district lines is not just about making population counts equal but about uniting geographic areas where groups of people share common interests.
By fragmenting Koreatown, an area of the city with a high concentration of low-income renters, the redistricting committee consolidates disproportionate power in the hands of homeowners. Koreatown
currently has one of the highest poverty rates and fewest green spaces in the County of Los Angeles. A unified Koreatown, following the boundaries drawn by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force, would
give voice to some of this city's residents who are most underrepresented in city council. I urge the redistricting committee to prioritize uniting Los Angeles' most vulnerable populations, particularly over
preserving the boundaries of neighborhood councils that mostly represent wealthy white constituents.
I'm Barbara Coad and I live in Ridgewood Wilton Area, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. We support Plan K and specifically its District J. My neighborhood asks to be part of District
J, with the map modified to include ALL OF GREATER WILSHIRE. My current Council district, CD4, will be transformed to exclude Sherman Oaks. We support this. But Greater Wilshire must also move as
part of this new vision for our City. We must move to District J, where we share a community of interest. We share historic residential neighborhoods. We share the Jewish Community. We share St.
Brendan's School and Church and other institutions. We share parks. Our children are in the same schools and sports leagues. We share a view on preserving our communities. Thank you for listening.
Sherman Oaks should be part of District 5, not District 4. We have virtually no voice when we are tacked onto a district that is primarily not in the San Fernando Valley. Thank you.
1. I want Shadow Hills to stay in ONE Council District, not divided up. 2. I want all horsekeeping/animalkeeping and High-Fire-Mountain Fire District communities (Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Shadow Hills, La
Tuna Canyon) to be in the same ONE district (as they currently are in CD7). This allows our communities to advocate for our common interests as one united voice.
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Public Testimony
As a resident and home owner in Sherman Oaks, I urge you to approve the redistricting of our Valley areas as referenced in the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association map of August 30, 2021. This
mapped area is well thought out and would bring a sensible solution to the sprawling and incongruous area that is currently Council District 4. We have very little in common with the other areas that comprise
this large District, sadly our needs are often unaddressed and ignored. We are enthusiastic to see a much needed change for Sherman Oaks and our other Valley neighborhoods.
Thank you for seriously considering the redistricting proposal brought forth in the new SOHA map of August 30, 2021.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
My name is ____Barry Traub____________ and I am submitting the below comment to the City Redistricting Commission:
COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of
Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman
Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with
Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21.
We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday,
8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the
Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is
frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks
Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now
in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from
2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect
communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant
City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all future Redistricting processes.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
I have been a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association (RWNA) for 27 years. RWNA is located along Wilton Place, Wilton Drive and Ridgewood Place between Third Street and Beverly
Boulevards. It has come to my attention that there is a possibility that half our neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood and moved into Koreatown by changing the boundary
from Western Ave to Wilton Place. Please do not change the existing boundary. Our association has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods. We have benefitted for many years by
having a single voice in the City Council. By splitting our community down Wilton Place you would deny us the ability to vote collectively for a single City Council representative who would represent our
community’s unique interests. Please keep the current boundary of Western Blvd to allow both neighborhoods’ different interests and needs to be fully represented in our City Council.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
My name is Ben Bernie and I am submitting the below comment to the City Redistricting Commission:
COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of
Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman
Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with
Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’Connor, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated
7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on
Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the
Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is
frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks
Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now
in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from
2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect
communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant
City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all future Redistricting processes.
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No.Eagle rock should not be split between two different council districts. It is a clearly defined neighborhood where neighborhood residents should be able to organize around issues that directly affect our
neighborhood and our neighbors and be able to exert the strongest possible political influence on a single LA City Council Member in order to achieve our shared community goals. We have clear lines of
communication with our City Council representative and we rely upon them to represent our interests. We must have strong City Council representation and our representative must care about what the
neighborhood of Eagle Rock says.
Ben Thoma
I’m a concerned citizen living in Eagle Rock and do not want our neighborhood to be gerrymandered. Please do not split ER up between multiple council-districts. Splitting our community would be an
unacceptable gerrymander that is counter to what the community wants. You also should correct the existing gerrymanders that split Highland Park, Glassell park and Cyprus Park. The neighborhoods of
Eagle Rock, Highland Park, El Serena and Boyle Heights should be in CD 14 keeping with their common history and overall demography.
Ben Tysch, Rachel Andres,My
Ezra
name
Andres-Tysch
is Ben Tysch.
andMy
Rebecca
family and
Andres-Tysch
I live in Hancock Park. We support Draft Plan K Corrected, and specifically its map of District J. My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, which includes all of
Greater Wilshire! We are a community of shared interests. We share the Jewish/Orthodox religious institutions and schools with the neighborhoods to our west. We share parks and historic neighborhoods.
We are a community of individuals with common values, socioeconomic concerns and deserve to be kept together. This map keeps our neighborhood councils whole.
Benjamin Klang
Regarding potential neighborhood redistricting, I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this
redistricting commission are against my interest. I am strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
I believe the Laurel Canyon Neighborhood district map should remain intact because:
Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border
Limited Access to the area is a concern shared by residents within the current borders; not by residents of Bel Air Beverly Crest
I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of
safety.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Bernice Conn
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Sunnyslope Avenue. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you.
Bettina Moss
I live on Park Dr. in Echo Park in CD 13. Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell has been our councilman and has worked hard for the community. Per new redistricting issues, it is imperative that we remain in CD
13 and that the existing configuration be preserved, if not expanded, to include all of these interconnected communities: Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian Valley, Echo Park, Elysian Park, Angelino
Heights, Silverlake, Historic Filipino Town, East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia, Hollywood
Of tantamount importance is that Elysian Park continues to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13 so that the park is preserved and maintained for future generations AND MOST IMPORTANTLY that Elysian
Park be kept safe from any further development or encroachment.
In fact it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation.
Bibi Horacek
Blair Tanner
All of my neighbors in Bel Air vehemently oppose the proposed redistricting that would not only split Bel Air into two Council districts, but would group us with communities far away and very distinct from ours.
The anger swelling in our community for politicians who seemingly don’t care about our interests is palpable. Please reconsider these arbitrary lines and help keep our community together.
Blanche D'Souza
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Blanche D’Souza
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
Bob Anderson
The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association submits an additional recommendation for a Cahuenga Pass Alternative District. We submit this is support of the Regions 3 and 4 Ad Hoc Groups’ Memos. We
very much appreciated and paid attention to the additional insights and guiding principles for redistricting provided in these memos.
Bob Anderson
SOHA has reviewed the Public Submission Maps and the Modified Public Submission Maps provided by Redistricting Partners in preparation for the September 20 and 21 pubic meetings. We are pleased
that the maps generally provide a single contiguous “bridge” or shared over-the-hill district and Valley district populations are balanced to give the Valley its fair share of district (about 5.7 districts total), as
request in our letters of August 30th and September 15th.
We are also pleased that the Commission has maintained the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council whole in almost all maps that we saw. This is critical to SOHA. However, many maps do not include
POSO, Part of Sherman Oaks, in the Sherman Oaks community. POSO is bounded by the 405 freeway (west), Oxnard Street (north), Hazeltine Avenue (east), and Burbank Boulevard (south). It was officially
added to the Sherman Oaks community by City Council action in July 2009 (Council File 08-2758). The 2011 Redistricting Commission Final Report noted a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect
communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. The Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council does
not include POSO but should. POSO is an integral part of the Sherman Oaks Community of Interest, and SOHA wants to retain it in our council district. All maps with Sherman Oaks should include POSO.
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The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association reviewed the updated draft maps E, F, G, and H. All four maps use essentially the same District D as the keystone bridge linking the Valley to the rest of the city.
This District D includes the complete Sherman Oaks Community (with Part of Sherman Oaks, POSO, north of Burbank Boulevard). Its population is better balanced than its predecessor maps A1 and B2. It
embodies the use of a contiguous Valley Region with one bridge district to the balance of the City. SOHA thanks the commission for implementing paradigm-shifting Motion #3 to incorporate a single
contiguous bridge district. The District D employed in all four Maps (E, F, G, and H) has four full Valley Neighborhood Councils and is about 68% Valley majority. This is the Valley’s fair share of the district
and we further thank the Commission for making this happen.
Since District D is the same for all four maps, we have no preference between Maps E, F, G, and H.
We mention that there are two small non-contiguous, isolated sections of District D south of Mulholland in Studio City. These appear on Maps E, F, and G, but not on Map H. This may be an error.
SOHA is still evaluating our preference between District D on Maps E, F, G, and H versus District O on Maps C2 and D1. District D and District O are quite different with pros and cons for each.
We also ask that the Commission add District Numbers to the next map iterations in preparation of releasing the final Draft Map(s). We are being asked a lot of questions about which Councilmember is in
which district.
Please consider the following and adjust your Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California
law, our Windsor Square neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place,
Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included
within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
EAGLE ROCK should NOT be split between multiple council districts...
WHY IS THIS EVEN HAPPENING??????
This is not ok. · Splitting our community would be an unacceptable gerrymander completely counter to the community's desires, the Eagle Rock Neighborhood Council's adopted position, and the positions of
most other stakeholder groups.
We do not want what happened in Highland Park/ Glassell Park and Cyprus Park to occur here.
All of the historic Arroyo neighborhoods--Eagle Rock, Highland Park, El Sereno and Boyle Heights should be in Council District 14 keeping with their common history and overall demography.
NO
EAGLE ROCK should NOT be split between multiple council districts...
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
I am not sure why or how this would impact my neighb ors or myself. What is important for me is that the designated officers and city crew members charged with patrolling, responding to, and maintaining,
my district area do their jobs. We experience much apathy and incompetence in these areas. The bikeway is often trashy, and vandalized. The street lights and the sprinklers are under seige 24/7 without any
deterrents. (no police or maintenance oversight) Mosquitoes thrive in the sprinklers that are sabotaged and never turn off and we neighbors cannot enjoy our evening bike rides or walk due to the darkness
from the sabotaged electical boxes!! We clean up human feces and trash monthly with very little oversight or assisitance from city entities that are supposed to be accountable for such aspects of the areas
bikeway, neighborhoods, and district. i.e. LAHSa, MCRA, and city crews. My community of volunteers and neighbors in the River walker and watchers, and in our next door neighborhood online community,
have tried very much to collaborate with the city council and the may constituents that share governance in our district, but we grow weary because we are often left to our own devices, and fed quite a bit of
lip service by our L.A.P.D. officers, by our city crew members, by the MCRA from whom we have an MOU agreement, and LAHSA (zero involvement or investment from these folks) We do get discouraged
but with each others support we work on to make our neighborhoods clean, beautiful, and safe. We call to have the abandoned vehicles removed along with the furniture or trash that may be dumped or
discarded. We check in with each other on crimes committed in our hood and we report!! We try to walk, clean up, and be a positive presence on our bikepath and on our neighborhood streets. We meet and
greet our neighbors and the honeless that live along our bike route even when they take it over and prevent our safe passage on our bikes!?!? We clean their feces and their trash because nobody else will.
AGAIN, we report, call, and beg weekly and monthly for assisitance with our failed street lighting, our sprinklers that overflow and cause erosion and mosquito surges, with the preponderance of drug trash
that pollutes our river water left by the homeless and the tweakers that conduct their living under our bridges and in our culverts, and with the crime that is ever growing in and around our community.
The proposal to move North Hills West from CD12 "L" to CD 6 "F" makes NO sense at all! I am strongly opposed to this!
Our neighborhood enjoys over 20 years of long standing and continued relationships with Granada Hills, Northridge and Porter Ranch including the Devonshire PD and FD 87 Fire Department and the office
of CD12. Our mostly quiet residential neighborhood is occupied by long time homeowners vs rental buildings, our real estate values are very similar if not the same as Northridge and Granada Hills. There is
NO SENSE in moving us to the East!!! We have nothing in common nor are we close to Sylmar, Pacoima & parts further East, especially taking into consideration the significant geographical barrier posed by
the 405 freeway! North Hills West would be an outlier in CD6 with no built in relationship with that office and other communities in that District. We would be a fish out of water! This does NOT make any
reasonable sense at all!
We wish to remain and strongly encourage you to keep North Hills, CD12, District "L", where we belong and have built relationships with our neighboring communities!
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I am an owner and member of several Los Angeles based companies, and I am also fortunate to call the Arts District home. I have lived in several buildings ranging from Binford Lofts in the early 2000’s to
The Aliso, currently.
The Arts District is a close-knit neighborhood that has evolved over the past few decades from an artist colony into a community of businesses and creative professionals. Each year our community continues
to grow and further develop into a regional housing hub, center of employment and cultural cradle. Splitting the Arts District into two different Council Districts or even splitting Downtown in two different
Council Districts would be detrimental to the progress we have made over the past decade. Bounded by the Los Angeles River, the 10 freeway, Alameda Street and the 101 freeway, the Arts District, along
with the other half dozen communities in Downtown, collectively make up our City’s urban center. The challenges and opportunities that we face Downtown are unique to Downtown and cannot be found
anywhere else. The high concentration of jobs, number of individuals experiencing homelessness, the collection of architectural treasures and cultural institutions shape the neighborhood character and the
everyday experience for members of the Arts District and Downtown. Perhaps, the most defining characteristic about our community, which makes us a community of interest is our housing. All dwelling units
Downtown are located inside of multifamily buildings. This shared experience of living together, in a dense urban setting, mixed in with employment, entertainment and homelessness is what makes our
community unique. Council District 14 not only understands the Downtown community, and has worked to enhance our community, which is why it is extremely important to keep us inside of CD-14. As your
commission begins working on the redistricting process, I am hopeful that you will come to understand that the Arts District should remain within Council District 14, along with the rest of Downtown. Our living
style and urban environment should be represented by the same Councilmember and the same voice. The Arts District is truly a community of interest. Thank you for your careful consideration. Please don’t
hesitate to reach out directly if I can be of any further assistance to you in this matter.
I think the lines are fine the way they are. I think the lines are fine but I personally don't like going to mac Arthur park. I think the park is gross there's too many homeless people living there. I want the people
to get help and moved to a housing program. Shelters were build in Lafayette park. They took down a court to build tiny homes and it's been working very well. People have privacy and are not living on the
park.
Dear Commissioners, I have received the below emails sent to you by my neighbors. I have lived in Brookside for over 60 years. Our neighborhood has a unique history and character not shared, respected,
or considered by city district officials and bureaucrats. No residents have been given input or information on this unilateral city land grab. This fiat by force will in no way be to our benefit. It enriches and
empowers city government officials to our detriment. I am in total agreement with my neighbors below. It is outrageous that the city would be acting in this fraudulent, bad faith fashion. All you have
accomplished is alienation, anger, ill will, and litigation.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on Plymouth Blvd. I object to the proposal to remove the historic eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from our one hundred years of
community of interest, and to transplant them to the proposed updated boundaries of Koreatown. NO OUTREACH was done by your emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task Force to us, even though the
communities of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council are obviously directly impacted by this sudden change in neighborhood boundaries. The expansion is not supported by any specific data with
regards to the community of interest and is contradicted by the Koreatown boundaries as established by City Council ordinance. We were participants and partners with Koreatown in that ordinance. Please
keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in Koreatown in one City Council district, but with its true boundaries, and we
support the same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks.
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No, I do not want a change because it would change the diversity and shared values of my community. Our community is deeply involved with the City Council and have established years-long bonds and
trust with the members.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on Las Palmas Avenue. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District, just as has been requested by our
neighbors to the east in Koreatown, and by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks.
I would like to voice my opposition to the proposed plan to split Bel-Air into two different council districts. This proposal would divide a 100 year-old community, along with a Homeowners Association that
represents it. This action would further weaken the voice of Hillside communities as well as the entire Bel-Air community.
Bel- Air (Sunset to Mulholland and Sepulveda to Beverly Glen) should remain a single neighborhood with the same representative, and should remain a part of the Westside District,. I strenuously object to
the proposed changes.
No Our community is representative of old Los Angeles. The homes are a history of the city.
My name is Brie Childers and I am submitting the below comment to the City Redistricting Commission: COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO. I live in a community of north
Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two years in our successful effort to
be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also involved in the redistricting process
in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’Connor, submitting formal letters
dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning
of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with Greater Sherman Oaks. We
have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for testimony on our
specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending almost two years attaining
our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys
Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in
any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City
Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles
City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all future
Redistricting processes. Thank you, Brie Childers Sherman Oaks
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
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I write as an Eagle Rock resident at Lockhaven Ave. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock remain whole and in
Council District 14. We do not and cannot be subsumed by CD1 of CD13. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split
apart between council districts.
I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives at 5121 Ranchito Ave.
Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.
Thank you.
I also oppose any efforts to reduce or destroy single family neighborhoods.
No, I feel the way things are now are barely getting better and don't want a divide of the mainly Latino community to be put against our neighboring district. I feel that before these decisions are made, a local
census should be redone. During the last census, people were scared under the last president of the United States. I feel la County should do their own census separately to the federal.
I strongly oppose the proposed redistricting boundaries (Draft Plan K Corrected)
for the following reasons:
1.It has no regard for the historical bond that ties the neighborhoods of my current council district together- It breaks up the grouping that includes Woodland Hills, Tarzana, Canoga Park, Winnetka and
Reseda. As I had mentioned in question 1, the areas south of Rosco have historical ties that go back to the 1860s. The Warner Center also ties the two communities together because the Warner Center
Redevelopment Plan encompasses areas of both Woodland Hills and Canoga Park. 2.It is a blatant example of social class elitism- Under Draft Plan K Corrected, Woodland Hills and Tarzana will be
separated from the other neighborhoods of my district and lumped together with the more affluent hillside communities of Sherman Oaks and Encino. On the other hand, Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda and
Lake Balboa will be grouped together as an enclave for the working class. It cannot be more obvious that underserved areas are being marginalized and stigmatized in this grouping. 3.Under Draft Plan K
Corrected, mainly Latino communities will be grouped together. It will be turned into an enclave of mainly migrants and people of color. Instead, we should embrace the diversity of the western San Fernando
Valley population. Other ethnicities will be underrepresented in this new grouping as well. I, as an Asian American, do not feel that my voice will be heard if we move forward with these proposed boundaries.
Meanwhile, Woodland Hills and Tarzana will be joining the other white enclaves of the Hollywood Hills.
4.The current CD-3 boundaries reflect a good balance of diversity in the following areas:
a.Commercial vs residential structures
b.Single family vs multi-family dwellings
c.Parks and recreation areas
d.Historical areas vs new developments
e.Topography
Whoever came up with the grouping in Draft Plan K Corrected seems to have the interest of the wealthy few as a priority. If you go with this plan, then people should know that ethnic minorities and lower
income groups are being shunned away and relegated into a 21st century urban ghetto. This is not reflective of the tolerance, diversity and progressiveness that we Angelenos should be aiming for. If you
adopt these boundaries for my community, then community groups, the news media, and social media should be made aware of the inequity and prejudice that this redistricting plan is aiming to achieve. A
perfect example of how the wealthy few are protecting their self-interests at the expense of the people who have less. And this injustice to be EXPOSED.
The only other way that we can have a more balanced distribution is if Draft Plan K Corrected will include the entire Warner Center area to the neighborhoods of Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda and Lake
Balboa. After all, all those areas have a higher density population, a larger concentration of multi-family dwellings, and more ethnic diversity. It could be marketed as a commercial, transportation and cultural
hub of the Valley. Wherever Canoga Park goes, so should the Warner Center, considering its historical ties to the Rocketdyne plant and Aerojet industries, and the notable historical importance of the
Topanga Mall as the first air-conditioned indoor mall in the United States. The city can focus on rehabilitating the infrastructure of the area to spur economic redevelopment of the area, especially in the areas
around Sherman Way that are mostly worn out. However, I would much rather stick to the current boundaries of CD-3.
I was happy with the way the City and my Councilmember has been spearheading projects aimed at improving infrastructure, spurring economic development, and improving the quality of life in my area. But
your redistricting plans are threatening to ruin all of that. Please do the right thing and represent all of us, not just wealthy.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
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I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
I would like to keep the same boundaries unless it didn't benefit my community. I've seen that my representative has given some resources to the community but I do feel it's lacking. Sometimes the
information is not available in Spanish. I hear how members of my community need help like access to the vaccine. How some places charge for access. The streets are not very clean there's a lot of
homeless folks. I haven't seen a lot of support for them and I consider it inhumane. I do feel confident in seeking help for my community I just need to figure out how. We need more resources for work.
Homeless people need access to an address to be able to apply for a job. The city needs to help create opportunities. But there is a problem of substance abuse there are liquor stores everywhere, there's no
regulations, people drink wherever they want. smoking. No one reinforces it. Nothing is going to change even with the implementations of new programs if there is no regulation on substance abuse.
Perhaps all of Highland Park, where I live, should be in one council district as the HHPNC is developed. Usually, the community works well with both Council District 1, 13 and 14. I'm active with organizations
that must work with all of these council districts. I think of our region as Northeast Los Angeles as their is an ethos that lends itself to cooperative processing and relationships.
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners: My name is Carmen Loera and I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 4 years, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With
large investments coming into the district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and
Mission Hills stay together and continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new
investments come to the 7th District, consistent leadership in these historic communities bring with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our
infrastructure. Thank you very much for your consideration.
Hi my name is Carmen Pena and I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 24 years, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the
district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and
continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th
District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Longbow Drive. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and request that you include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood
Council, Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding member of the
Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood Council, is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to
work with our Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station
that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from
District O as it extends west and into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community faces.
For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District
J on Map K and Council District 5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you.
Having a council member who is basically wedded to the West Side contingent and has very little interest in promoting beneficial works for his Valley constituency. He is termed out, but right now the district is
probably 2/3 West Side and 1/3 Valley. We need to be included in a district that is 100% in the SFV. We seem to be a "poor" relative of the City of Los Angeles is decision-making matters. We do have 2 very
strong leaders in Bob Blumenfield (we'd love to be included in his district) and John Lee ... we may have more but these are the 2 that I personally follow. It seems that most measures that would be favorable
to residents of the SFV are not what the City Council puts emphasis on. We'd like to be treated as a valuable part of the city, not an after-thought when good things are passed out.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
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Catherine Cooper

Public Testimony
I am an architect, fifteen-year resident and community volunteer in Windsor Square. I am writing to you in support of Draft Map #53505, submitted by our neighboring community, Hancock Park. It may be
accessed here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
Our Windsor Square neighborhood and other Greater Wilshire neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont
Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood,
Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included
within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” Under California law, our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,”
geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests. Under that law, consideration of communities of interest is required
legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as
stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and fairly represented.
I am the former President of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council, former Land Use Chair and current Windsor Square Alternate. I am Chair of the Park Mile Specific Plan Design Review Board and of
the Windsor Square HPOZ. I am also a ten year Board member of the Windsor Square Association, but I write to you as an individual. Please consider our neighborhoods’ support and adjust your Draft Map
B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
Hello my name is Carolyn Crotty. I live on Ranchito Ave in Sherman Oaks. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks Community whole in one Council District.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Dear Commissioners,
I am a Sherman Oaks resident writing in support of the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association’s proposed new CD5. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one valley-based council
district. The fact that we have been an add on to a completely unrelated part of Los Angeles has resulted in our needs and concerns not getting represented or addressed. Our interests are not the same as
those who live on the other side of the hill. For example, we are in dire need of public transportation to the Westside since many people have to commute to Century City, West Los Angeles, Santa Monica, El
Segundo, etc. every day. The majority of CD4 live outside the valley in Mid-Wilshire, Los Feliz, etc. and obviously, do not have the same needs. Hence, why we still have woefully inadequate public
transportation to the Westside. This is just one example, and I am happy to provide many more where our interests diverge from those who live in the other part of CD4.
Please give us the ability to have equitable and fair representation by keeping us whole in a valley-based council district.
As a resident and home owner of Sherman Oaks, I urge you to approve the redistricting of our Valley areas as referenced in the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association map of August 30, 2021. This
mapped area is well thought out and would bring a sensible solution to the sprawling and incongruous area that is currently Council District 4. With very little in common with the other areas that comprise this
large District, our needs are often unaddressed and ignored. We are enthusiastic to see a much needed change for Sherman Oaks and our other Valley neighborhoods. Thank you for seriously considering
the redistricting proposal brought forth in the new SOHA map of August 30, 2021.
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on Gramercy Place between 2nd and 3rd Streets. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District, just as
has been requested by our neighbors to the east in Koreatown, and by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks.
I love my community and want to ensure we are kept together in the new district maps. The office of Kevin De Leon has supported our community's environmental work and we are very grateful to have an
environmental advocate representing our neighborhood. Please ensure Highland Park stays within CD-14 and CD-1!
I live on McDuff street in Echo Park in CD 13. Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell has been our councilman and has worked hard for the community. I am very concerned that we remain in CD 13 and that the
existing configuration be preserved, if not expanded, to include all of these interconnected communities:
Glassell Park
Atwater Village
Elysian Valley
Echo Park Elysian Park
Angelino Heights
Silverlake
Historic Filipino Town
East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia
Hollywood
In particular, it is extremely important that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that the park is preserved and maintained for future generations and kept safe from any
further development or encroachment. In fact it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation.
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Public Testimony
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Good Morning, I live on McDuff street in Echo Park in CD 13. Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell has been our councilman and has worked hard for the community. I am very concerned that we remain in CD 13
and that the existing configuration be preserved, if not expanded, to include all of these interconnected communities: Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian Valley, Echo Park, Elysian Park, Angelino Heights,
Silverlake, Historic Filipino Town, East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia, Hollywood. In particular, it is extremely important that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that
the park is preserved and maintained for future generations and kept safe from any further development or encroachment. In fact it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two
districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation. Thank you! Cathy Cooper 1336 McDuff St
Please be advised that you have split the Bel Air neighborhood in half horizontally, as well as splitting the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council. This it totally unacceptable. Additionally, since there are
no border streets indicated on these maps, actual designations are difficult to ascertain. It appears that Redistricting Partners is not familiar with the hillside communities or their communities of interest.
Please correct this problem. It also appears that the Commission is favoring certain neighborhoods which is unacceptable. Thank you for your attention to this request
No, echo Park Lake belongs in CD13 and should remain in CD13 Making this redistricting and removing Echo Park Lake out of CD13 would change the entire landscape and culture of my neighborhood.
Echo Park Lake is an Intercal part of how my neighborhood connects and is an important part of our community and should remain in CD13
NO, I DO NOT believe WE should change CD3 council district boundaries .IT IS FINE THE WAY IT IS. IF CHANGED IT WOULD BECOME TOO BIG TO SERVE THE STAKEHOLDERS WELL. PLEASE DO
NOT REDISTRICT. WE ARE IN THE WINNETKA NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL AND DO NOT NEED TO CHANGE THAT DEMOGRAPHIC. PLEASE STOP TRYING TO FIX THINGS THAT AREN'T
BROKEN.
Leave them as they are. No change We are a minority in the community, state, nation, and world. We have established relationships wit local law enforcement to protect us against anti-semitic acts.
Boundiares should stay that same
No We are in close contact with our councilman.
As the city has demonstrated in the last couple of redistrictings, traditional council boundaries are unimportant and not much considered in the process. While we've traditionally been part of CD4, the
definition of what CD4 has changed substantially over time. What IS important is uniting communities of interest in as few districts as possible, ideally one. Of the current draft maps, K2 is the most fair,
accurate and sensible option. The community's relationship with the City is very much affected by how effective a council office is in dealing with the neighborhood and how responsive the various
departments are to the challenges and issues residents encounter.
Of course our community is tremendously impacted by the policies of the City Council. The engagement (or lack thereof) of the Council offices with local issues makes all the difference is what resolutions are
achieved (or not) and how community friendly the process is (or is not.) In a city this large, actual knowledge of the neighborhood and streets in question on a particular issues (which is not to be assumed), is
very impactful.
I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our
friends in Hancock Park.
Draft Map #53505 can be accessed here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple.
Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
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Charles T (Ted) Hirscher Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
Charly Kemp
No Housing, tax, support, policy etc...
Charmaine Smith
I am a longtime resident of Wilshire Park neighborhood and OPPOSE the proposed redistricting that would divide my street (Westchester Place) down the middle into 2 districts. This move will affect the
quality of life for our residents and create more unnecessary red tape with city hall.
We are not part of Koreatown. We would like to remain in district 4.
Charmaine Smith
Thank you for your efforts to develop a redistricting Plan which keeps our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
The Draft Plan K, District J Map, largely accomplishes this goal for our community of interest. All prior draft maps have fallen short in this respect.
Under California law, our Wilshire Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood,
Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that
should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Wilshire Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
Cheviot Hills
No. I believe that the Palms area south of National Blvd has very little in common with the rest of the Council District because Palms is mostly rentals. It should be moved into a district where its interests are
more aligned. The population area of Encino is more aligned with other neighborhoods in Council District 5.
We are affected by City Council policy decisions that do not support continuous improvement of our communities. We need our Council District to be cohesive so our Councilmember can appropriately
represent our interests in making City policy. For the past 20 years we have had an on-going relationship with our Councilmember and wish to continue this excellent working relationship so we can continue
to share our thoughts about public policy and and policy decisions.
Cheyanne Gustason
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Cheyanne Gustason
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
Chloe King
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on 14161 Valley Vista Boulevard. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.
Chris Herrera
I dont think there is a need to change the council district boundaries. These communities share a strong bond of residents, community leaders, and family members who have worked with their partner CD
cities for many years. Redistricting the cities takes away important funding from critical community programs and reallocates that funding elsewhere. CD15 is in need of more community programs and funding
to continue to help its residents thrive and succeed. Wilmington has a very good relationship with its council member and works closely with him to continue to make improvements to our community. Our
council member has been open to the communities suggestions and has vastly helped with funding for important projects that continue to help the residents of our community.
Chris Smith
The greater Wilshire area should be in a district that includes Wilshire park and the communities around it, but I have no problem remaining in district 4. Wilshire Park is a distinct neighborhood that is a
wonderful melting pot that embodies the diversity that makes Los Angeles special. Wilshire Park should not become part of Koreatown, which seems to serve the interests of others, without regard for the
people that live here.
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I appreciate your efforts in developing a plan for redistricting and recognize that it is a difficult and, likely, thankless task. I would like to express my desire to our communities of interest and the communities
of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (“GWNC”) together, intact, and whole. From my review, Draft Plan K, District J Map, largely accomplishes this goal for my community of interest. All prior draft maps
have fallen short in this respect.
The Wilshire Park neighborhood, in which I currently reside at 4091 W, 8th St., as well as the other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside,
Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood-Maplewood-St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton)
constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective
and fair representation.” My community, Wilshire Park and GWNC, qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties,
living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests.
Therefore, under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a fair and equitable chance to elect officials who best represent the
community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Wilshire Park, and as stakeholders of the GWNC, I support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and fairly
represented!
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
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I’m a 27 year resident of Lemoyne Street in Echo Park, and this redistricting situation has me extremely concerned.
First, I want to recognize the hard work by the commission and it’s volunteers to reach out to the communities you are here to represent, to hear what WE as your constituents want and need to preserve our
neighborhoods.
I attempted to use the online map to submit my recommendations. Unfortunately, due to the difficulty with no directions or online help, many of my neighbors gave up trying to submit a map. I had attempted
to include the following: Franklin to the north, LaBrea to the west, Sunset to the south, ALL of Elysian Park, Stadium Way to the east, ALL of Echo Park including the lake, and south to Temple St.
The work CM O'Farrell has done to clean up Echo Park Lake has been amazing and highly supported by myself and the majority of my street. We all know each other, and talk to each other about our
neighborhood at monthly meetups. We need to keep Echo Park clean and in CD13. The last thing we want is for our lake to turn into MacArthur Park, which continues to be a cesspool of trash and crime.
Our communities predate the construction of the 101/5/& 2 freeways, and deserve to remain connected, as communities, as they have survived the divide of freeways, we should not be dividing them further
by District lines.
I was shocked after hearing the public comments (I tried multiple times to call in and wasn’t able to be heard) on the Redistricting Partners map B 2 or E. What I couldn’t believe, was that Maps I,J,K,
completely disregard public testimony asking that Elysian Park be equally distributed between 1&13.
Most importantly, there were absolutely NO comments from anyone about placing Echo Park Lake, & the Central Echo Park community anywhere but in the13th. In fact, significant testimony asked to put the
area east of Echo Park, and Angelino Heights into CD 13. It seemed like the only person asking was Commissioner Polanco. From what I could gather, Commissioner Polanco stated on 9/20 that Glassell
Park (east of the 2) could remain in CD1 (A on the B2 map), and to offset the some18,000 in population impacted to 13 by making this change, restore the existing eastern boundary of CD 13 to its natural
dividing line along Stadium Way, to Elysian Park Drive (aka Vin Scully Ave.). This reunites all of central Echo Park, resolves the awkward boundary issue of Lilac Terrace N in 13, & Lilac Terrace S in 1. This
would return the Historic, Echo Park Lake, & business district as a whole in CD 13.
I understand the need to shift the numbers, but if additional populations need to be absorbed to offset the return of GP East to 1, I’d recommend adding Angelino Heights to 13. This has been suggested by
many of my neighbors and seemed to be a common theme in earlier public comments.
To the West, we heard loud & clear the need to unify the historic core of Hollywood from the Walk of Fame, through Thai Town, Little Armenia, & East Hollywood. Restoring this densely populated community,
and maintaining the Historic Walk of Fame, can easily be offset by keeping Hancock Park, Larchmont, & Windsor Square in a unified adjacent district.
I was particularly surprised that this new drastic shift redistricted our own Councilman out of his own home! This is very telling that you’re going down the wrong direction. Respectfully, Glassell Park West
should remain CM O’Farrells home. Similarly, West Silver lake should remain as that of Councilwoman Raman. I believe these minor adjustments address the goals and objectives that the majority of my
neighborhood believes makes sense. I am co-owner of a large arts complex in downtown LA on Clover St with over 150 non-residential tenants. I had the unfortunate and distasteful experience of having to
deal with disgraced CM Jose Huizar. I can’t even articulate how horrible it was to have to deal with him and his staff, especially on the homeless encampment that continues to thrive not 10 feet from my gate.
This entire redistricting process should have started with ample and robust community input. This has been anything but.
As a lifelong Eagle Rock resident, with my daughters also as residents, I have great interest in how we are governed. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and want it to stay that
way. I can't understand how dividing our community will better it. I feel it is imperative that Eagle Rock remain whole and in Council District 14.
In addition, Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. I support our communities remaining in the same council district!
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
The Arts District in Downtown Los Angeles is a close-knit neighborhood that has evolved over the past few decades from an artist colony into a community of businesses and creative professionals. Each year
our community continues to grow and further develop into a regional housing hub, center of employment and cultural cradle. Splitting the Arts District into two different Council Districts or even splitting
Downtown in two different Council Districts would be detrimental to the progress we have made over the past decade.
Bounded by the Los Angeles River, the 10 freeway, Alameda Street and the 101 freeway, the Arts District, along with the other half dozen communities in Downtown, collectively make up our City’s urban
center. The challenges and opportunities that we face Downtown are unique to Downtown and cannot be found anywhere else. The high concentration of jobs, number of individuals experiencing
homelessness, the collection of architectural treasures and cultural institutions shape the neighborhood character and the everyday experience for members of the Arts District and Downtown. Perhaps, the
most defining characteristic about our community, which makes us a community of interest is our housing. All dwelling units Downtown are located inside of multifamily buildings. This shared experience of
living together, in a dense urban setting, mixed in with employment, entertainment and homelessness is what makes our community unique. Council District 14 not only understands the Downtown
community, and has worked to enhance our community, which is why it is extremely important to keep us inside of CD-14.
As your commission begins working on the redistricting process, I am hopeful that you will come to understand that the Arts District should remain within Council District 14, along with the rest of Downtown.
Our living style and urban environment should be represented by the same Councilmember and the same voice. The Arts District is truly a community of interest. Thank you for your careful consideration of
our input in this process.
I cannot attend the meeting today, but It is imperative that all horse keeping properties in the Northeast San Fernando Valley are kept together. That would include Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills, the
Stonehurst area, and la tuna Canyon. Besides being horse keeping properties, we also share being in a severe high fire hazard area.
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I have been the president of the Hancock Park HOA for the past 20 years. I currently sit on the GWNC Board and was a founding member of the GWNC.
I would appreciate some of your time today to have a conversation about the current draft maps and where the commission has been placing our Hancock Park neighborhood.
I know you granted Windsor Sq resident Jane Usher some of your time yesterday. However, Jane does not speak on behalf of our Hancock Park neighborhood.
Our Hancock Park neighborhood has no representation on the redistricting commission. No one appears to be advocating or considering our neighborhood or communities of interest in the draft maps.
Currently Hancock Park is split between CD 4 and CD 5. LaBrea to Highland is in CD5 and Highland to Rossmore is in CD4. The commission has been clear about trying to place NC’s in one district “where
feasible”. There is no historic precedent for our GWNC to be in a single Council District. The commission has also been very clear about placing communities of interest in one district. It is the solid desire of
our neighborhood to be united with our communities of interest to the east in CD5.
move to CD 5
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
I am writing to you on behalf of my Hancock Park neighborhood and Greater Wilshire to let you know we are very thankful that your process and our community engagement has resulted in the revised Plan
K, and its District J. We look forward to our new home in District J!
Over the last weeks our neighborhoods have engaged with each other at all hours of the day and night. Greater Wilshire volunteers met over Zoom this morning. Tonight the Hancock Park HOA is placing
another Call to Action in our location news paper. We followed this morning’s meeting with dozens of emails and telephone calls. Representatives from every corner of the neighborhood have participated!
You will continue to hear from us as you continue your work. We will continue to engage with you!
We are united around Corrected Plan K, and District J
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
I do not support any scenario where our the hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice.
I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
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Dear Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
Bounded by the Santa Susana Mountains to the north and west, Mulholland Drive to the south, and the San Gabriel Mountains to the east, the Valley is a distinct geographic area that cannot simply be
piecemealed into majority Westside and downtown Los Angeles districts. I support the creation of districts that maximize the connection that our elected officials have with the San Fernando Valley.
The San Fernando Valley Redistricting Coalition is a coalition of Neighborhood Councils, Residents Associations, Business Groups and Chambers of Commerce. The San Fernando Valley Redistricting
Coalition supports the following principles for the City of Los Angeles 2021 Redistricting Process:
1. Our community is best served by a redistricting that maximized the number of districts that are either wholly within the Valley or in which the Valley is the most influential voter bloc.
2. To ensure full and adequate representation for the San Fernando Valley, we support Valley-only Council districts, with the exception of one Council district.
3. If it is necessary to merge one Valley seat with areas outside of the Valley, the preference is to have a minimum of 50% of that district within the San Fernando Valley.
4. Our goals for redistricting are non-partisan and are only to be shaped by the interest of maximizing representation and advancing goals of Valley businesses and residents.
5. All legally recognized communities should be kept together as part of compact and contiguous districts which shall recognize geographic features and natural boundaries.
6. If a legally recognized community must be divided, it would be best to divide that community along Neighborhood Council boundaries instead of geographic boundaries like roads and rivers.
7. If a community must be divided it should be placed in no more than two districts.
8. Communities impacted by specific uses, such the Van Nuys Airport impacted communities of Van Nuys and Lake Balboa or the Sepulveda Basin impacted community of Lake Balboa, should be in the
same districts.
Thank you for your consideration. I look forward to your support for plans that respect the distinctive communities of the San Fernando Valley.
Regards,
Cindy Keitel
2734 Vista Arroyo Dr
Santa Rosa Valley, CA 93012
Historically being in two Council Districts has served Elysian Park well in that it has had the two Council Members to represent it. We would like the park to remain in two council districts, but would like the
park to be divided more evenly between the two, so both council districts have equal say and responsibility for the park. The Citizens Committee (CCSEP) has worked closely with both of our Council Offices
and the Dept. of Rec and Parks to keep unwanted development out of the park, while organizing tree plantings, park clean-ups, and developing projects such as disc golf courses, a soccer field, a universal
playground, and so forth to enhance the public's enjoyment of the park.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
In all of this our communities have many common interests. We are all being victimized by developers who engage in bidding wars to buy up properties in our communities making properties unaffordable to
current residents. These bidding wars have meant that our renters are being evicted out of affordable housing. This is causing gentrification throughout our neighborhoods. Our neighborhoods are polluted by
freeways and pass through traffic which we cannot control. Our communities are often heat islands and when they are not they are seeing their remaining green space eaten away by greedy developers who
build housing that is not affordable to our communities. We have all been victimized by the policies of corrupt politicians in catering to developers while not solving our housing problems. Please add keeping
Garvanza and Highland Park in CD 14 in your Region 2 Principles along with El Sereno, Boyle Heights and Lincoln Heights.
These maps are too blurry. We can’t tell what the boundaries are. Highland Park residents have indicated again and again, we want Highland Park to be one in CD 14. We want to be together with our
neighbors from El Sereno and Boyle Heights. The Historic East Side should be more united. We are majority Latino and include long time residents who have been impacted by gentrification. Many of our
residents are working class and live in 1960’s era apartments. You can unite Highland Park by giving more of DTLA to CD 1. Why should DTLA be whole, but HP is not?
More of York Blvd, must not be given to CD 1. It looks like all of your maps are giving more of York Blvd in Highland Park to CD 1. The maps are so blurry you can’t tell for sure. The maps should have street
names.
Yes, add Angeleno Heights to CD13. Clinica Romero's interest is CD13 and the communities surrounding Clinica Romero. Clinica Romero was founded in 1983 by refugees, and serves an important amenity
that collaborates closely with the council office, and the mayor's office. Clinica Romero serves the communities of Rampart Village, Historic Filipinotown, Echo Park, Angeleno Heights, and East Hollywood
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▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Cloverdale Centric https: No Sidewalks & Curb repairs needs to improve due to landlord ownership. They just don't want to pay for property they don't reside in. General disrepair. This needs to change.
//districtr.org/plan/45146
Coby Brown
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Coby King
Dear Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
Two main points I'd like to make:
First, the community of West Hills has always considered itself more part of the Southwest Valley rather than the Northwest, and has more affiliations with Woodland Hills than Chatsworth. Because of this,
the dividing line between the two districts should be Roscoe Boulevard, not Vanowen Street.
Second, the San Fernando is a distinct geographic area. I support the creation of districts that maximize the connection that our elected officials have with the San Fernando Valley.
The San Fernando Valley Redistricting Coalition is a coalition of Neighborhood Councils, Residents Associations, Business Groups and Chambers of Commerce. I support the following principles for the City
of Los Angeles 2021 Redistricting Process as laid out by the Coalition:
1. Our community is best served by a redistricting that maximized the number of districts that are either wholly within the Valley or in which the Valley is the most influential voter bloc.
2. To ensure full and adequate representation for the San Fernando Valley, we support Valley-only Council districts, with the exception of one Council district.
3. If it is necessary to merge one Valley seat with areas outside of the Valley, the preference is to have a minimum of 50% of that district within the San Fernando Valley.
4. Our goals for redistricting are non-partisan and are only to be shaped by the interest of maximizing representation and advancing goals of Valley businesses and residents.
5. All legally recognized communities should be kept together as part of compact and contiguous districts which shall recognize geographic features and natural boundaries.
6. If a legally recognized community must be divided, it would be best to divide that community along Neighborhood Council boundaries instead of geographic boundaries like roads and rivers.
7. If a community must be divided it should be placed in no more than two districts.
8. Communities impacted by specific uses, such the Van Nuys Airport impacted communities of Van Nuys and Lake Balboa or the Sepulveda Basin impacted community of Lake Balboa, should be in the
same districts.
Thank you for your consideration. I look forward to your support for plans that respect the distinctive communities of the San Fernando Valley.
Coleen Judge
The 2012 redistricting process recognized Downtown LA as a Community of Interest and
consolidated 98.2% of the area represented by the Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council into Council District 14. Additionally, all the residents living within the 101 freeway to the north, LA river to
the east, 10 freeway to the south and 110 freeway to the west reside in CD14. The Convention Center/Staples Center/L.A. Live landmarks are the only exceptions as they are currently in Council District 9.
The amount that Downtown LA is currently covered by one Council District should be a baseline and not shrink. The Commission should only look for opportunities to further consolidate Downtown LA under
one district. Downtown LA is expected to account for at least 20% of the city’s future housing growth. DTLA faces unique challenges such as being home to the largest unsheltered homeless
population in the US. These immense challenges and responsibilities require accountable leadership. A DTLA representative that fully understands downtown's needs will lead to a comprehensive policy
vision and clear leadership.
Coleman Colla
I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich communities. In particular, I
would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Community stakeholder Yes, add Angeleno Heights to CD13 My community of interest is CD13 and the communities surrounding Clinica Monsr. A Romero. This clinic was founded in the early 1980s and serves as an important
clinica romero
amenity that collaborates closely with the council office and the mayors office. The clinic serves the communities of rampart village, historic filipinotown, echo park, angeleno heights and east hollywood.
Connie Acosta
that the easterly north boundaries of CD13 be stretched eastwardly to include all of the Elysian Hills and Elysian Park from Sunset Blvd to the 5 Freeway (running along Riverside Road), and to stretch along
the borderline of Chinatown on the east; also, to include in CD13 both sides of Sunset Blvd starting at Beaudry Street.
Constance Garcia-Singer We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
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Constance Garcia-Singer NO!!! This is a remarkably intact HISTORIC District on the National Register and it is imperative that it must not be divided as is being proposed!!! We are constantly trying to preserve the integrity of our
unique historic district against the efforts of Koreatownnto annex the East side of Wilton place. It does not belong there.
Constance Papoutsis
I believe that the Palms area south of National Blvd has very little in common with the rest of the Council District because Palms is mostly rentals. It should be moved into a district where its interests are more
aligned. The population area of Encino is more aligned with other neighborhoods in Council District 5. We are affected by City Council policy decisions that do not support continuous improvement of our
communities. We need our Council District to be cohesive so our Councilmember can appropriately represent our interests in making City policy. For the past 20 years we have had an on-going relationship
with our Councilmember and wish to continue this excellent working relationship so we can continue to share our thoughts about public policy and and policy decisions.
Constance Papoutsis
I believe that the Palms area south of National Blvd has less in common with the rest of the Council District because Palms is mostly comprised of rental units. It should be moved into a district where its
interests are more aligned. The population area of Encino is more aligned with other neighborhoods in Council District 5. We are affected by City Council policy decisions that do not support continuous
improvement of our communities. We need our Council District to be cohesive so our Councilmember can appropriately represent our interests in making City policy. For the past 20 years we have had an ongoing relationship with our Councilmember and wish to continue this excellent working relationship so we can continue to share our thoughts about public policy and and policy decisions.
Council District 5
Currently Encino is the only valley community in CD 5 and I feel that we don't get the attention that the other communities served by CD5 get. I drew a map and hopefully submitted it and the population
numbers work out pretty close to the ideal #. I also submitted an alternative map that left off Studio City and added Pacific Palisades. I feel either combination makes sense and the numbers work out. All of
these communities are adjacent and contiguous. I think that Encino is underrepresented by the city council.
craftbates
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Craig Knizek
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on 4050 Stansbury Avenue. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you
CRAIG KNIZEK
As a lifelong resident of Los Angeles, and a lifelong resident of the San Fernando Valley, as well as a Top Realtor in the area, I urge you to keep Sherman Oaks in the same Council district as other VALLEY
areas (Encino, Studio City).
Our daily life concerns do not mirror those on the other side of the Santa Monica Mountains. The demographics are vastly different.
Cristalle Linn
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Cyd Gold
I can't make the ERNC meeting tonight but want to register my strong opposition to continued splitting of Eagle Rock and our NELA neighbors into 3 OBVIOUSLY gerrymandered council districts. Eagle Rock
belongs with, not apart from, Highland Park. The neighborhoods and their identities are pre-existing. City Council districts need to respect existing neighborhoods and stop splitting them according to the
preferences of council members! Our votes lose meaning and we lose representation when the council selects its voters instead of the other way around.
Please uphold the integrity of our pre-existing Eagle Rock neighborhood! Thanks you!
Cyndi Otteson
I'm a resident of CD14 and would like to submit comments for CD14 redistricting.
I request that Eagle Rock, Highland Park, El Sereno, Hermon, Glassell Park, Mt. Washington be kept and included in CD14.
Eagle Rock has been part of CD14 since district lines were drawn. We have an active community that is centered on making sure residents know who represents them.
As an active community member and someone who does outreach to our unhoused neighbors in Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno I believe we need district lines drawn in a way that makes sense.
Entire neighborhoods should be kept together. It makes sense to cut out DTLA and add in Glassell Park and Mt. Washington to the North East LA and Arroyo Seco neighborhoods as part of CD14.
Cynthia & John Yeseta
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
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To Whom it May Concern:
I am writing on behalf of my family in Highland Park to advocate for our community to remain in CD-14.
I have lived in the Highland Park area for over 20 years and have seen the tremendous community growth. This growth includes but is not limited to local family-owned businesses, including minority and
female-owned, home refurbishment/improvements, beautification and retrofitting our parks and schools to support our children's healthy development and patronizing those businesses by long-time residents
such as myself.
Further, the office of Kevin De Leon has supported our environmental project work as well as worked towards improving our streets. We are so grateful to have an environmental advocate concerned with
social-welfare representing our neighborhood. We’d like to continue to build on our historical partnerships within the community.
Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns about my support for Highland Park to remain in CD-14.
Thank you.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
I have been a resident of Saint Andrews Square since 1957, 64 years! I have witnessed a lot of change in that time. I've only just heard about the possibility that our neighborhood could be re-districted from
the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods into Koreatown. This neighborhood has never been part of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods. I don't like the risks this
poses to the unique character and the historical homes of our neighborhood.
Please keep St. Andrews Square and the rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods together.
No: We share resources, information, support one another and advocate for each other’s needs. We continue to learn and grow and build on each other’s strengths. We will be unveiling the Eastern Gateway
into this area next October. We are very involved with the City and have been working specifically with Jessica Caloza - Commissioner on the Board of Public Works for the upcoming Eastern Gateway
unveiling and Larry Itliong festival. CD13 has been HiFi's home since it was designated in 2002 with the support of then-Councilman Eric Garcetti.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
I think that CD-5 should include Valley Village as well, as that community shares the same cultural and religious needs as the Jewish community in the Pico-Robertson/La Brea-Beverly communities have. I
believe we have a close relationship with the City. As we have obligations for congregational services and value our children's religious education, policies regarding the COVID-19 pandemic are very
important. Also, recent disturbances have targeted the Jewish community, including riots and anti-Jewish violence. Therefore, decisions regarding security are important. Also, street parking, traffic signal
regulation are important due to the Sabbath and Holidays. These are but a few examples of our City policy affects our community.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
Maybe the line for District 1 should be moved a little more south to Chavez Street which is currently District 14. I think those areas tend to also be low-income POC/migrant folks. So if someone is going to be
accountable to their constituents the constituents should be POC. Moving the lines up would only include more white people. I don't know much about the council. I wish i could be a part of organizing efforts
especially with gentrification. I think the city can focus on housing policies because they affect us. I would like there to be a reduction of police within my community. With gentrifying businesses there is more
of a demand for police that has increased over the years. They were also there before but the community was ignored and criminalized. The city was an afterthought and police only came when they were
called. I don't want police in my community but I feel like we were ignored as a community and they have only come in to protect white property.
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Please consider the following and adjust your Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. I grew up in
Hancock Park and know that our community needs more attention due to crime, homelessness and we need help to keep Larchmont afloat. Much different than the needs of Beverly Hills, Sherman Oaks, etc.
Under California law, our Windsor Square neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood,
Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that
should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
I write as an Eagle Rock resident. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock remain whole and in Council District 14.
Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
I am writing to day to express my disagreement with the proposed splitting up of Eagle Rock, my town, into multiple council districts.
Splitting up our community would be an UNACCEPTABLE gerrymander.
All of the historic Arroyo neighborhoods--Eagle Rock, Highland Park, El Sereno and Boyle Heights should be in Council District 14 keeping with their common history and overall demography.
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
Dear Commissioners, My wife and I are Sherman Oaks residents who live on Stansbury Avenue. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you.
My name is David Donley. I am a 42 year resident of Wilshire Park and helped with the initial ground work to establish the neighborhood as a HPOZ. As you know, Wilshire Park is also a part of the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I wholeheartedly support the Revised Plan K and specifically its District J.
I implore you to please include all of the GWNC, which includes Wilshire Park, in District J.
Dear Commissioners
I have not written to you before and I tend not to get involved with such topics, but when I see a power grab that is not n the community's interest nor is consistent with neighborhoods or the will of the people,
I'm prompted to act.
As a long time resident of the area, I support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of
Koreatown as confirmed by City Council file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving
on boards, sending children to schools and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational
community of interest, with many who have lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and
congregate. Separating us from our center by redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful
and a model for other communities for years. I agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as
the true boundary of Koreatown.
No change, the current area is very well served by the CD 13 Council Member and his staff. The area of the Hollywood Partnership faces unique issues due to its importance as a tourist destination, the site
of many new developments, and the challenges of homelessness. It has taken many years to build up an excellent working relationship with the City and it would be very counterproductive to jeopardize that.
I do not support any scenario where our the hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
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I have lived in the community of North Hills West (formerly Sepulveda) since 1960 when my parents moved into the community. The zip code we have is 91343 & reflects the communities of North Hills West,
North Hills East, the southern portion of Granada Hills and the eastern portion of Northridge. The 405 freeway separates North Hills West (NHW) from North Hills East (NHE) and the two communities are very
different. NHE has a denser more urban feel to it due to the higher density in this community due to the numerous apartments, condos, town homes & patio homes within it's boundary. NHE has a large
business district, the Sepulveda Bl business corridor. NHW has only a hand full of higher density properties, mostly single family homes with very few retail stores in the community and strongly reflects &
identifies with suburban communities of Northridge and Granada Hills. The southern portion of Granada Hills above Lassen street shares our zip code. The zip code also reflects the portions of Northridge
west of Bull Creek from Parthenia to Plummer Streets & the section of Northridge west of the Sepulveda VA between Plummer & Lassen.
The south east boundary of District 12 has been Roscoe Bl & the 405 freeway since at least the 1960's and this should continue. NHW residents mostly patronize businesses west of the 405 and we consider
ourselves as being part of the west valley since our community naturally blends in with Northridge and Granada Hills. We have very little in common with the communities east of the 405. We think it is
ludicrous to lump NHW in a gerrymandered council district that is totally east of the 405. The 405 freeway and Roscoe Bl have been the south east boundary for City Council District 12 since at least the
1960's and this should be respected.
Thank you for your efforts to develop a redistricting Plan which keeps our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
The Draft Plan K, District J Map, largely accomplishes this goal for our community of interest. All prior draft maps have fallen short in this respect.
Under California law, our Wilshire Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood,
Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that
should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Wilshire Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
Dear Commissioners,I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Valley Vista Boulevard. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you, David King Lassman
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
No. Not at all The city council helps us with important programs for our community and is sensitive to our cultural needs
I have been a resident of Saint Andrews Square for 17 years. It has come to my attention that there is possibility that our neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood and taken
over by Koreatown. This neighborhood has never been a part of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods.
Please keep Saint Andrews Square and the rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods together.
Moving Hancock Park from CD 4 to CD 5
My name is David Yale, I am now a 30-year resident of Echo Park and I am a retired Transportation Planner who worked for the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority for 28 years full
time and prior to that as a contract employee and intern.
As I am sure you know, Council District 13 is at once one of the oldest in the City of Los Angeles and also a District that has seen a massive impact from gentrification over the last 30 years. It is important for
this District to remain whole in the face of this change as doing so will protect the historic core of Los Angeles and many of Los Angeles’ most important landmarks and what gives Los Angeles much of its
character, from Chavez Ravine and Dodger Stadium to the Echo Park Lake and Elysian Park. Echo Park, in particular, has been on the edge of the change that so desperately calls for stability in the structure
that Governs us, one need only look at our unhoused to see what we have been through as a community with parks. I support the Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park's efforts to protect these historic
features of Los Angeles through the Redistricting Process. They are calling for Council District 13’s existing configuration be preserved, if not expanded, to include all of these interconnected communities so
vital to Elysian Park’s surroundings:Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian Valley, Echo Park, Elysian Park, Angelino Heights, Silverlake, Historic Filipino Town, East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia,
Hollywood
In particular, it is extremely important to me that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that the park is preserved and maintained for future generations and kept safe from any
further development or encroachment. Given its lack of population, dividing more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation should be possible within
the broader parameters of redistricting. Competing for scarce resources within the City of Los Angeles huge budget is what it is all about for our awesome park, and this should not be lost in the redistricting
process.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
As someone that lives in Shadow Hills, I am acutely aware of the specific needs our community requires. Since moving here, there have been 2 large fires and having coordinated efforts to protect not only
the people that live here but the animals as well is of the utmost importance. The beauty of living here is that it is a different way of life. We have horses, peacocks and mini farms. This is a community that
should be nurtured and supported, not divided up so that it's destroyed.
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No I am pretty upset with our city council and them not looking after it’s citizens. They seem to car more about the homeless and this have reduced the area that are families can enjoy the parks and riverbed
in safety. We can not even take our horses out over the very expensive bridge , mostly because the danger the hílelas have created. They scare the horses with their tents on a concret surface. When
attempting to talk to these people, they i dictated they want to live like this ! They want no help and desire tax free money through begging. They don’t pay the city salaries , we do. They have no interest in
improving. I know, as I tried to help them abs they said no.
No, I do not believe we should change our Council District boundaries at all. For us to have meaningful representation in the City Council, as a significant minority with its own unique issues, it would be
beneficial for our community in Pico-Robertson-Beverlywood, Beverly-Fairfax, the west end of Hancock Park, and Valley Village to be under one Council District, CD 5, as most of it currently is. We value our
relationship with the City, and especially with our CD5 Councilmember and Staff. We deeply appreciate their efforts to accommodate such of our Jewish religious needs as allowing us to have and maintain
the Los Angeles Community Eruv; lifting parking restrictions in our neighborhoods on Jewish holidays (our religion does not allow us to move our cars on our Holy Days); pre-setting crosswalk signals in our
neighborhoods to automatically change on Jewish holidays (our religion does not allow us to press the "cross" button on our Holy Days); immediately responding to antisemitic acts with appropriate law
enforcement personnel and legal action; facilitating increased security at synagogues; and granting necessary permits for safe public chometz burning before Passover. We believe that these and other of our
community's needs would be best served if our community remains in one Council District.
I believe that the Palms area south of National Blvd has very little in common with the rest of the Council District because Palms is mostly rentals. It should be moved into a district where its interests are more
aligned. The population area of Encino is more aligned with other neighborhoods in Council District 5.
Los Angeles
We are affected by City Council policy decisions that do not support continuous improvement of our communities. We need our Council District to be cohesive so our Councilmember can appropriately
represent our interests in making City policy. For the past 20 years we have had an on-going relationship with our Councilmember and wish to continue this excellent working relationship so we can continue
to share our thoughts about public policy and and policy decisions.
move to CD 5
I have lived in the Saint Andrews Square neighborhood for 33 years. The Saint Andrews Square neighborhood is over 100 years old—it provided housing for workers at early film studios a streetcar ride away
in Hollywood. We are one of the neighborhoods forming the eastern edge of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) and Council District 4. Others are Country Club Park, Wilshire Park, Windsor
Square, Western-Wilton, Ridgewood-Wilton and Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews.
I've been involved with the Saint Andrews Square Neighborhood Association (SASNA) for 25 years. We in SASNA have come together over the years to nurture and protect our neighborhood, planting trees,
sponsoring clean-ups, holding block parties, and dealing with health, safety, and parking problems, land use issues, and the threatened closure of our Wilshire Branch Library. Twenty years ago members of
SASNA participated in the founding of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council, helped to write its by-laws, and have actively supported it ever since. GWNC has listened to our concerns, and provided us with
help, back-up, and leadership.
We are a residential neighborhood; GWNC is mainly residential. We have a community of interest with Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. We have also enjoyed full support and assistance from Council
District 4 and Council members Tom LaBonge, David Ryu, and now, Nithya Raman.
Like Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council, I support a single council district for Koreatown (a neighborhood I lived in for nearly ten years before moving to my home of the last 33 years). But I strongly
oppose the proposed western Koreatown boundary that expands westward into our Saint Andrews Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods bordering Western Avenue.
The City Council established Western Avenue as Koreatown's western border in 2010. The issue seemed settled, and it came as a surprise that there's now a unilateral effort to move it.
I oppose a council district boundary being drawn that separates SASNA and other neighborhoods from the rest of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. We ask to maintain our community of interest by
keeping all of Greater Wilshire in a single Council District.
I live in Saint Andrews Square, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. We support revised Plan K and specifically its District J. My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, with the map
modified to include ALL OF GREATER WILSHIRE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL. My current Council district, CD4, will be transformed to exclude Sherman Oaks. We support this. But Greater Wilshire must
also move as part of this new vision for our City. We must move to District J, where we share a community of interest. We share historic residential neighborhoods. We share the Jewish Community. We
share Saint Brendan's School and Saint Brendan’s Church and other institutions. We share parks. Our children are in the same schools and sports leagues. We share a view on preserving our communities.
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on (street name). Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you.
Debra Reynolds
Sherman Oaks resident for 35 years
It is imperative that the City redistrict the park into zones of equal acreage split between CD 1 and 14. The current inequity has resulted in mismanagement and underepresentation of constituents by allowing
little to no input over how the park is used by HALF of those who access it. The park is literally the green border between the districts, yet CD1 has almost complete control over it's destiny. Splitting it equally
between the 2 districts is the right thing to do. CD 14 has had terrible representation recently (should I say the name "Huizar"?) and due to the corrupt and disgusting misuse of his position, our needs have
been simply ignored for years. Our new council member has yet to show us what he can do, but it it would be an extremely timely and "right" thing to reapportion Debs Park as an equal property for both
districts. People would feel a more intimate sense of ownership as well as providing 2 council persons to represent the needs of the park.
I think the council district lines in my community remain the same. I think it currently reflect the diversity of my area I would inclusively welcome my district CD including more streets around my area. Families
in my communities do not feel involved in the city decision. As a result we do not always feel policy decisions reflect our needs from our perspective. I feel that the relationship between my community can
change for the better if there is more focus in engaging in minority groups and communities.
I like how district 10 is right now, what I do ask that you consider that more immigrant areas from the district be added and the organizations too.
I don't think the boundaries should change I feel that although there is more diversity now my district that has even strengthened representation in my area for Latino families. If lined are moved they should
increase not decrease representation on Latino families that live in my area. The relationship is okay but we want to see more programming available for our youth to also engage them and build a
relationship with the youth in our community for long term. Also, our community needs more information and support for daily issues that exists, from car vandalism every nights where our tires get poked, the
ligths that are not always working, etc. How do we know the city council is addressing these thorught the services they help in their local offices?
To Whom It May Concern:I am a longtime resident and homeowner of Sherman Oaks. I strongly urge the City of L.A. Redistricting Commission to make the ONLY wise choice with respect to Sherman Oaks,
and that is: JOIN SHERMAN OAKS TO CD5, where it shares common interests (and boundaries!) with Encino. I STRONGLY SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE SHERMAN OAKS
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION TO JOIN OUR COMMUNITY TO CD5! Sherman Oaks, separated by district from other Valley communities, has been unjustly lumped with the primarily Los Angeles
communities of CD4, with only a literal SLIVER of geographic conjoining. Sherman Oaks has been shortchanged in city representation as part of CD4. Please RECTIFY that by redistricting Sherman Oaks
into CD5, a 68% Valley majority. This is the ONLY sensible, fair and appropriate decision for our community! Thank you! Deme Clainos Homeowner, Voter, Taxpayer, Concerned Citizen Sherman Oaks, CA
91423
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To Whom IT May Concern:
I’m a longtime resident of Longwood Ave. I’ve read the proposal and read my neighbors letters to you.
I stand with my Longwood neighbors, Owen Smith & my next door neighbor Judi Farkas, totally. I had no idea this change was even being proposed until five minutes ago.
My name is Denise Nicholas and I live in the Brookside neighborhood of Los Angeles, a part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I support MAP J that moves us into Council District 5. We want to
to be in a single Council District and we want to be aligned with communities of interest, Hancock Park, Fremont Place, Windsor Square. We share historic residential neighborhoods, parks, schools, sports
leagues, a long history of association and camaraderie. In truth, we are one neighborhood.
My name is Denise Rigby and I live at 9151 Aqueduct Avenue for 30 years.
I am writing you to say that myself and "ALL" of us on Aqueduct Avenue would like to remain North Hills West (West of 405 Fwy.) we have always been this and we choose to remain this.I am confused as to"
WHY" you are trying VERY hard to change this, when we as Homeowners for many many years now "DO NOT" want this to happen???
Please, Please, Please, listen to us Homeowners who are and have been invested in our neighborhood for many years...
The City Council decisions directly affects my area as I live in Los Angeles.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
Hi: My name is Diana Beardsley. My address is 1525 Portia Street, LA. I am in CD 13. I am writing in support of keeping Echo Park in tact in CD 13, and maintaining the communities currently in CD 13
together. There are cultural relationships in CD 13 that have existed for decades and that need to be protected. We have worked hard on these relationships and Mitch O’Farrel has worked diligently for CD
13. The following communities should remain together in CD 13:
Glassell Park
Atwater Village
Elysian Valley
Echo ParkElysian Park
Angelino Heights
Silverlake
Historic Filipino Town
East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia
Hollywood
Please do not divide Echo Park as is now being suggested. Protecting Elysian Park: Historically Elysian park has been divided between two districts, currently CD 1 and 13, and this has protected the park
from encroaching development and encourage maintenance of this important park. If anything, CD 1 should acquire a larger percentage of Elysian Park, which should be easy enough as it does not involve a
population. Protecting Echo Park Lake: Mitch O’Farrell has worked hard to maintain the lake for the use of all Angelenos and protect it from destruction. By comparison, McArthur Park currently in CD1,
Cedillo’s district, has been badly neglected. I think putting Echo Park Lake in CD1 territory with a councilperson who has shown himself to not be interested in maintaining and protecting parks is NOT a good
idea. Millions was spent on Echo Park Lake, and it should be protected and maintained and left in CD 13 and managed by Mitch O’Farrell
I live on Portia Street in Echo Park in CD 13. Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell has been our councilman and has worked hard for the community.
I am very concerned that we remain in CD 13 and that the existing configuration be preserved, if not expanded, to include all of these interconnected communities:
Glassell Park
Atwater Village
Elysian Valley
Echo Park Elysian Park
Angelino Heights
Silverlake
Historic Filipino Town
East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia
Hollywood
In particular, it is extremely important that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that the park is preserved and maintained for future generations and kept safe from any
further development or encroachment. In fact it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation.
I have lived on Lake Shore Avenue for almost thirty years. Echo Park has changed, but the feeling of community has not. Please keep the existing CD 13 or expand. Our district should include: Glassell Park,
Atwater Village, Elysian Valley, Echo Park, Elysian Park, Angelino Heights, Silverlake, Historic Filipino Town, East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia, Hollywood
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
Dear City of Los Angeles Redistricting Commission,
I was raised in East Los Angeles and Highland Park. My mother’s family has lived in East Los Angeles since 1904. My father grew up in Boyle Heights in Estrada Courts and lived in East Los Angeles and
Highland Park as an adult. I currently live in Highland Park. My area of Highland Park has been a part of CD 14 since 1925. Residents in Highland Park were part of the Chicano Movement since its inception.
Highland Park has long been a part of the Latino East Side of Los Angeles along with El Sereno, Lincoln Heights and Boyle Heights. Our communities were red-lined by racist policies. Highland Park is a
majority Latino district with a large Spanish Speaking population. Our community is suffering from developers who are buying up rental properties to build housing that is unaffordable to our current residents. I
want Highland Park to be in CD 14 along with El Sereno, Lincoln Heights and Boyle Heights. We have much in common with El Sereno and Lincoln Heights which are in the Northeast Community Plan area
and have hillside communities that residents have been fighting to keep.
Please Change the Region 2 principles to include Highland Park with Lincoln Heights, Boyle Heights and El Sereno in CD 14.
I think CD-13 should be made up of these neighborhoods: Echo Park, Angelino Heights, Elysian Park, Elysian Valley, Glassel Park, Atwater Village, Silverlake, Historic Filipino
Town, East Hollywood, and Hollywood because it makes the most sense as a group that can work effectively together. the City government and the City Council have an enormous impact on our quality of life
in everything they do, from setting policy, and responding in a timely fashion to issues that require government attention and action.
No Strongly affected, but we have no voice
I listened to the testimony of the Korea-town residents and understand their community of interest should not be split into three (3) different Districts. But, the majority of CD 10 residents work together, for the
good of our community and should remain whole. Maybe all of Korea-town should be brought into CD 10. Our Neighborhood Council, United Neighborhoods (UNNC) sits in CD 10. Through the EmpowerLA
training, our NC Board members learned how to interact with City Departments. Our Planning and Zoning Committee thoroughly reviews plans for construction and/or demolition and actively participants in
the Planning Department meetings to convey stakeholder views on said construction. At one time our Environmental Committee engaged the community at Holman Church, where legislators from City, State
and Congress attended, regarding airplane noise and oil drilling sites. UNNC now has a representative that regularly meets with the Airport industry for the Quiet Skies project. Because of our stakeholder
activism through letter writing, attending meetings at City Council and with our then Councilman Herb Wesson, City Council hired a Petroleum Administrator to oversee inspections of Oil Drilling sites.
Because of our Board's relationship with our Councilman, we were able to convince him that two parks needed upgrading, Bennie Potter and Leslie Shaw. The Councilman found millions of dollars to have the
parks upgraded. Our NC is active in submitting Community Impact Statements on City Council agenda items affecting our community. Our NC Board is very active and had regular monthly meetings with
Building and Safety's Code Compliance Department, regarding irregularities in our community.
United Neighborhood NC has been awarded three (3) times by City Council for our activism and community empowerment. Our community had a great relationship with former Councilman Herb Wesson. We
are in the process of developing a relationship with our current Councilman Mark Ridley-Thomas.
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
I write as an Atwater Village stakeholder. Atwater Village has been located within Council District 13 since 1993. It is imperative that Atwater Village remain whole and in Council District 13.
Redistricting should keep all horse communities and high fire hazard districts under CD7.
We have UNIQUE challenges and should be treated accordingly.
City folks who don't have these same challenges and this will only serve to DIVIDE - your making a very poor decision that will create CONFLICTS galore!
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I don't think CD4 should be part of this mass (the area covered by Cahuenga Blvd). That area is not even Korea town anymore. This includes the Los Feliz area that I have no relationship to. I would like for
the area covered by Cahuenga Blvd to be it's own entity. It also doesn't make sense to extend to CD 10 its too low. CD5 is too close to mid-city. CD 10 is mostly Latino, whereas my community is mostly
Korean. Parking has been an issue in the area. I think our money is allocated elsewhere because of this mass area (area covered by Cahuenga Blvd) and we are forgotten. There are many historical
buildings, that shouldn't be torn down, with no parking access. People come home exhausted I've spent the night in my car because of parking. I feel like we are forgotten and not taken into consideration for
decision making.
I am a resident of Nichols Canyon which is in Council District 4.
I am writing in support of draft map # 53505 https://districtr.org/plan/53505
This map keeps neighborhoods intact and communities of interest together.
No, CD13 neighborhoods should not be split. There are many shared cultural/ethnic/strongly tied neighborhoods that live within council district 13 that should not be separated. The Council office recognizes
the diversity and richness of the communities residing in CD13 and have overwhelmingly responded and delivered resources and improved well being to the neighborhoods and residents of CD13
No. This district has unique interests that CD-13 has been involved in for years. Changing district boundaries will likely result in issues of understanding these issues and potentially making decisions that will
negatively impact the community at large. The neighborhood is directly impacted by the homeless crisis and is therefore very dependent on the Cit’s decisions regarding how to handle this crisis. As stated
above, the reservoir is one of the few landmarks in LA and it’s future depends on what the Coty decides moving forward.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Definitely, I think the obviously seperated area to the east should be a seperate district. [Hat part of east LA has a distinct culture and history. The last several CD14 reps have focused an unfair amount of
attention on that half of the district, and ignored serious and difficult problems in downtown like street crimes, dumping, homelessness, e-scooters, etc. I think all of our voices are massively underrepresented.
The skid row neighborhood council was halted and the downtown NC itself has far too many consituients. Local government needs to be more local; these medium-sized solutions don't help anyone. Give the
neighborhood councils the ability to do what they were meant to, convey a clear neighborhood opinion to city council where it can be addressed directly.
The 2012 redistricting process recognized Downtown LA as a Community of Interest and
consolidated 98.2% of the area represented by the Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council into Council District 14. Additionally, all the residents living within the 101 freeway to the north, LA river to
the east, 10 freeway to the south and 110 freeway to the west reside in CD14. The Convention Center/Staples Center/L.A. Live landmarks are the only exceptions as they are currently in Council District 9.
The amount that Downtown LA is currently covered by one Council District should be a baseline and not shrink. The Commission should only look for opportunities to further consolidate Downtown LA under
one district. Downtown LA is expected to account for at least 20% of the city’s future housing growth. Our community also faces unique challenges such as being home to the largest
unsheltered homeless population in the US. These immense challenges and responsibilities require accountable leadership. This year’s redistricting process determines new council district boundaries that
will directly impact DTLA’s ability to elect representatives that will share our priorities. We believe a DTLA representative that fully understands our needs will lead to a comprehensive policy vision and clear
leadership. Downtown’s stakeholders share common interests and concerns that are different from other neighborhoods in the city. Our neighborhoods must remain a united community of interest that can
rely on one elected councilperson to deliver tailored policies and solutions.
The Downtown Women's Center remains adamant that the boundaries of CD-14 should not be changed in any way that could possibly split Skid Row amongst more than one council district. Skid Row is
arguably the neighborhood that remains most deeply impacted by decisions around policing, service provision, and housing. Unfortunately, the voices of unhoused and housing insecure Skid Row residents
have long been absent from the halls of power, which has left the community at the whims of policies that prioritized criminalization, for-profit real estate development, or "downtown redevelopment."
For our community to have an effective voice in Government, these areas should all be part of CD 5. CD 5 should also include Pan Pacific Park and extend east into Hancock Park at least until the Wilshire
Country Club west border We are a unique community. We do not drive or use electricity on the Sabbath and therefore are out on the street during weekends and holidays. We are also very identifiable and
therefore have special security issues. Our communities are all within walking distance of our Synagogues and schools. Dividing our community between two or three council districts , in effect dilutes any
meaningful representation that we as a minority community , have.
The border changes we ask for would include Pan Pacific Park which is the main park that our Beverly Fairfax community uses, and the west part of Hancock Park, where a good deal of our community
resides.
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
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I write as an Eagle Rock resident since 1960. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 beginning in 1925 and wishes to stay that way. Socio-economic reasons demand that Eagle Rock remain
in Council District 14. It seems the Commission is suggesting that the areas of El Sereno, Lincoln Heights, and Boyle Heights be included in CD 14 including DTLA. There is no mention of Eagle Rock and
Highland Park in CD 14 which sounds like our areas may be cut form the district. This cannot happen. As a representative of the Onteora Hillside Alliance in Eagle Rock, we are against such redistricting. And
we are in agreement with the many 14th District Angelenos who gave testimony at the August redistricting meeting for CD 14. If Eagle Rock were to be split or subsumed into another council district such as
CD 13, then all the projects that we are working on with CD 14 staff would have to be revisited with a whole new set of staff who may not understand the challenges of our area. This idea is disruptive and
detrimental to the community efforts that are ongoing. Stop this now. Splitting council district 14 also presents challenges because constituents would have to work with two council districts on a particular
area that is split. Including Eagle Rock helps to balance the wealth with a per capita approx. of $90,000 vs the average $48,000 in El Sereno. Moreover, the extant communities in CD 14 provides the
welcomed multiracial identities needed in a council district. It is important that Eagle Rock remain in CD14.
I believe that the Palms area south of National Blvd has very little in common with the rest of the Council District because Palms is mostly rentals. It should be moved into a district where its interests are more
aligned. The population area of Encino is more aligned with other neighborhoods in Council District 5. We work closely with our City Council member. Our communities meet with our Council representative as
a unified group at least three times per year and each neighborhood works individually with the Councilmember and staff to solve specific problems and issues. It's all for the betterment of our communities.
We are affected by City Council policy decisions that do not support continuous improvement of our communities. We need our Council District to be cohesive so our Councilmember can appropriately
represent our interests in making City policy.
DTLA is now split into three districts, 1, 9 and 14. Unifying them into a single district is important to represent our shared community interests! DTLA is now split into three districts, 1, 9 and 14. Our interests
would be better represented as one.
Yes. DTLA should be its own district. It has a unique set of issues, community needs, and community interests that have more in common with the people within DTLA than with the larger districts that DTLA
is a part of. Right now, the DTLA voices are diluted among several districts. DTLA is a vibrant important community in Los Angeles that should have it's own district. DTLA is the heart of Los Angeles but its
problems are often ignored or not given the importance required, given the importance as an economic, social, and growing residential community. DTLA is a multicultural, economic, social, and political hub
with the potential to be an amazing community, but it is taken for granted or ignored far too much.
Yes, I believe DTLA should be its own council district. I've lived in DTLA for the past 15-years, and in that time, the residency population has grown from 25, 000 residents to approaching 85,000 residents
today. Our needs as a community are distinctly different than the areas that surround us. One example of his unique need are the solutions that are required to solve the homelessness, addiction, and mental
illness crisis in DTLA. The urban nature of DTLA makes the needs of my community different than other parts of the City. Primarily, the density of the DTLA neighborhoods, the mixture of commercial and
residential high-rise buildings, the types of business that exist in DTLA, and the transportation hub that is in DTLA make the geographical needs different, and thus the resource needs are different.
No. UCLA would like to remain connected with Westwood. We take great pride in working jointly to address community and regional concerns, and we want to continue being represented by one Council
district. Equally as important is fostering a relationship with one Council district representative that can meet the needs of the university as well as the needs of our neighbors. Our history is rich and deep. Just
two years ago, we celebrated the Centennial of UCLA’s founding. Since the university’s move to Westwood in 1929, we have grown together with our neighborhood and we want to continue fostering this
special working relationship within one Council district. In addition to coordinating with our Westwood community, we work closely with local governmental entities to ensure UCLA’s commitment as an
institution of choice for policymakers seeking solutions to the area’s challenges. As the university enters its second century, UCLA recognizes the imperative to ensure a more genuine and positively impactful
relationship with the city of Los Angeles and the City Council.
Hello all, my name is Duncan Gregory. I am the current President of the Historic Highland Park Neighborhood Council. I'm coming to you as an individual to comment, not as a representative of the board as a
whole. The reason I want to make that distinction is because we have not held a formal vote or town hall regarding redistricting and it would be inappropriate to speak on anyone's opinion but my own at this
time - that being said, let me share my unique perspective. As I understand it, there can be a bit of a political chess match going on surrounding redistricting conversations. As you hear comments tonight, I
urge you to treat us not as pieces on the board but as players in the game.
Highland Park is currently represented by two districts, CD1 and CD14. If there are two options, one being keeping the boundaries the same and one changing the boundaries, I'd like to speak to both
scenarios. First, I'll talk about benefits of the boundaries staying the same. Second, that if the entirety of Highland Park has to fall under one Council District, that it be under CD14.
The first option would be to keep the boundaries as they are. This is really based on consistency. This census was conducted during a pandemic, it is not exactly a stable time to try and build a new
foundation with sweeping changes. Simply put, no changes in the district lines means an extension of the time we have to build better avenues of communications with those districts that represent us. I am
not a data scientist nor a social scientist, but I would ponder a guess that that this census was unlike any other we've had in many decades. I ask that any changes that are made to our district boundaries are
not only backed by community input, but created and shaped by them upon conception. It would be fantastic if the data collected matches up with the wants of the community; however if that is not the case,
then I hope the community statements impact your decision-making process with a little more weight this time around. If that means that you feel like there is not enough input from the community, then it
should remain the same.
The second option, if necessary, would be to have Highland Park be fully represented by CD14. Both of these scenarios are backed by the same reason: we need consistency. I don't need to go in the details
of the Huizar indictment - everyone here is well aware that the CD14 office hung on by a thread for a period of time during and immediately after Huizar's tenure. However, now we are seeing a new era of
CD14 that is engaging, responsive and active in a way that is positive for the community. Let's not doubt that there are faults in their office, but the effort is there. That is what we are looking for, a consistent
effort. I'll use The Conscious Competence Ladder learning tool to illustrate my point. The four tiers of the ladder are as follows: unconsciously incompetent, consciously incompetent, consciously competent,
and unconsciously competent. Of course we want to CD offices to be consciously competent, that is clearly what we strive for. However, the question then comes in to play of which designation would you
prefer next? For me, I would rather have an CD office be consciously incompetent before unconsciously competent, meaning that I want our offices to know what they are doing wrong just as much as they
don't know what they are doing right. The current CD14 offices have shown that they are operating with a certain level of consciousness as described in the example above. They are aware of when
something is done right and when something is done wrong. They are proactive in the community as much as they are reactive - both of which are completely necessary for a public office. Most importantly,
CD14 has planted seeds in the community in form of projects, relationships and overall goals that will contribute to Highland Park well beyond the tenure of the current council member. In short, it's about what
the office itself represents to me, how they conduct their business and engage with the community that will carry over even after the current members of that office leave. I do not feel the same way about
CD1.
Thank you for your time, and again I want to reiterate that the President's role is to represent the wants and address the needs of the community. If those wants and needs are contradictory to my statements
here today, please listen to them.
Duncan see above
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My name is Dustin Thordarson and I am submitting the below comment to the City Redistricting Commission:COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO. I live in a community of
north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two years in our successful
effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also involved in the redistricting
process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and myself, submitting formal letters
dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning
of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with Greater Sherman Oaks. We
have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for testimony on our
specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending almost two years attaining
our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys
Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in
any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City
Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles
City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all future
Redistricting processes.
As a resident and business owner of the Elysian Valley neighborhood for 11 years, I’d like to express my support for using the redistricting process to recognize the value of collecting the river communities
along the soft-bottom portion of the LA River (essentially, Atwater, Elysian Valley and Glassell Park) together in one council district. The river communities share a similar set of concerns and interests, and
should be consolidated in CD13 to help streamline the governance of this important city asset and amenity, since there is already a complex patchwork of agencies sharing jurisdiction at the State and
Federal level. This complicated situation of overlapping and changing jurisdictions should not be extended at the city level.
I question the radical changes to district boundaries currently proposed in Draft Plan K that would further split up these communities.
It is important to preserve the historic connections between Echo Park, Angeleno Heights, Elysian Park, Silver Lake, Elysian Valley and the Los Angeles River, Glassell Park, Atwater Village.
Public comments have mostly suggested minor tweaks to the proposed districts while Draft Plan K completely disregards public testimony by dividing historically bonded communities.
I urge you to reject Draft Plan K, and keep our river communities together.
Get Downtown out of CD 14. NELA does not share interests with Downtown.
CD 1 and CD 13 should be combined to reflect the history and cultural orientation of the inhabitants. Gentrification is another thorny issue that needs to be addressed to be fair to the inhabitants and small
business owners.
NO! Echo Park, Angeleno Heights, Historic Filipinotown and Rampart have historically been located within CD13. They need to stay together. The communities of Echo Park, Angeleno Heights, Historic
FilipinoTown, Rampart Village and East Hollywood should stay together in CD13; the cultural and community needs have been done in partnership with the Council office and that partnership has maximized
service delivery to these neighborhoods.
Echo Park should be unified as one district; it is now cut in half where part of the Lake is in district 13 and the other half is in district 1. The lamentable homeless situation at Echo Park Lake effected all of us
who live in Echo Park, but those of us in Angelino Heights wanted our voices heard, and because the Lake was in district 13 we felt powerless. It was my perception that our councilman had little interest in
the fate of the Lake, perhaps it was not his battle to fight? Councilman O'Farrell fought for the community of Echo Park. Fought to bring back the green space to all the neighbors of Echo Park. Part of
Councilmanic District 1 is Echo Park, make us whole, unify the Echo Park area into one Councilmanic District, preferably the 13th district.
NO! We have a relationship with Mitch O'farrell that has been developed over years. He has a history and understanding for our specific needs. Starting over with a new district would destroy years of repore.
Please please please leave our district as CD13. It is deeply important us as small business owners who are working hard every day to support, bring together, and upkeep the community. The small business
owners of Echo Park are an integral part of bringing together the community, maintaining & updating the infrastructure of decades old buildings, and creating a sustainable & enjoyable environment for all.
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live at 436 South las Palmas Avenue, Los Angeles 90020.
I am surprised and very upset by the proposal to remove the historic eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from our one hundred years of community of interest, and to transplant them to Koreatown.
The streets in question have no common interest with Koreatown, and their issues are the same as those immediately to the west of them.
NO OUTREACH was done by your emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task Force to us, even though we are obviously directly impacted by this land grab. The expansion is not supported by any
community of interest facts and is contradicted by the Koreatown boundaries as established by City Council ordinance. We were participants and partners with Koreatown in that ordinance. Please keep the
entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in Koreatown in one City Council district, but with its true boundaries, and we support the
same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. I thank you for your consideration.
North Hills West should remain in CD 12 which is District "L" on the proposed map. The 405 is a natural separation from East to West. The community of North Hills West is west of the 405 and has been in
CD 12 for more than 20 years. It is also how the city divides its service for trash pick up, animal shelters, and other city services. It would be the undoing of relationships built through the years with the
communities of Granada Hills, Northridge, Porter Ranch and the office of CD 12 and Devonshire LAPD. Please do not re-district North Hills West. Keep it in CD12 where relationships have been established...
please do NOT create divisive division.
No. We have gained such a community who relies on its neighbors and it’s representatives to work hand in hand to make our neighborhoods better, more cohesive and safe. It’d be a shame to break that
apart and force us to rebuild elsewhere. Our community has an open and strong relationship with the city. It is heavily affected by policy decisions and we would like to think that our opinions matter.
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
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Current connections to south: Ramona-Gardens/Boyle Height is 500ft across...expand to include Valley Blvd to Mission Rd. to north 800ft wide to Garvanza, expand and include 1000ft and include all of
Garvanza.
Valley and Huntington and Alhambra Av. are major E-W commuter routes from San Gabriel Valley. LACity has now added Monterey Rd and Soto improvements which has made ES a major interchange for
non-LA Cities and LACo Med-Center & KECK and is destroying are area. Give us more control for these "improvements" for the benefit of others CD1 and LACo.
Elaine Kaptein
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
I do not support any scenario where our the hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
Elaine Kohn
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
Berndt Lohr-Schmidt
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice.
Elaine Waldman
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Elaine Yang
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
Elena Dumansky
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
Eliot Cohen
Please accept and consider the attached letter of Homeowners of Encino's endorsement of the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA) redistricting plan as part of your important deliberations. We
strongly believe that Encino has much in common with our Sister Cities, and the best way to solve our common problems would be part of a majority Valley District. The Valley has been treated like a
stepchild to "greater" Los Angeles for far too long. I have personally witnessed a new and growing political activism in the Valley. It would be best to give voice and acknowledgment to our concerns now.
Elizabeth Barden Ackerman
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Elizabeth Botsford
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Ellen
The current map splits up Highland Park into 2 different districts: one for York Ave, one for Figueroa. This does not make sense. Rather, both areas should be in the same district, so Highland Park can be in
the same 1 district. The same council member should be responsible for the community.
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Remain in CD 4
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on 115 S. Gramercy Place. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District, just as has been requested by
our neighbors to the east in Koreatown, and by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. Thank you. Ellen Jagosz
Encino homeowner since Ideally the south valley shares similarity with the west side. Council district 5 has been
1971
served by Paul Koretz who understands the issues the Encino area has- traffic on Ventura Bl
and overdevelopment on the boulevard, overly large homes impinging on neighbors as
older homes are torn down to built large structures. The Valley does not get the same attention as the rest of the city.
Equestrian
no. the equestrian community needs to stay together to be strong I think the CD13 people work well with the equestrian community and please don't change that
Eric M.
CD14 wraps around CD1 and I believe that in looking at the district boundaries, one should also consider not dividing historic communities into different districts. This would result in a stronger community
relationship with a single district without dividing the community by splitting it in different districts. While there may be disagreements, our Neighborhood Council and Historic Trust have a good relationship
with the city of Los Angeles. There has been concern lately with how the city, through encouraging development to fill the lack of housing, is leading to destroying the historic uniqueness of our community by
individuals who do not understand what is special about out community and seem to want to overdevelop to gain the most profit/density out of the plot of land. Better ideas have been presented such as
developing our underutilized alleys or more sensitive developments that closer match our historic community. Policy decisions made by the City Council must be fluid to better match local community districts.
One size does not always fit all.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
Eric Politzer
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Eric Silverstein
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
Eric Timperman
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks, approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard Blvd (north/south borders) and 405 Fwy and Hazeltine Ave (east/west borders) known as Part of Sherman Oaks
(“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a
community of 76,000 residents. We were also involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson
(Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’Connor, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We
have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday,
8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses (see below).
We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater
Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending almost two years attaining our renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into
the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our Renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman
Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council
Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy
decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to
Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all future Redistricting processes.
Dear Commissioners, My family has lived on Longwood Ave since 1942 and we have been proud residents of this district for almost 80 years. We oppose the political redistricting you are attempting to do.
And we oppose it HARD! This is not a suitable plan and no one in our area has been asked about how this will affect us. Where is your community outreach? WE OPPOSE! We ask that you unite the historic
eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire and not further divide us. What you are attempting to do is deleterious to the residents of our district. You are not working in the best interests of this district's
constituents and we ask that you take our concerns into account.
Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District.
I am the resident manager (Esther Suk) of 400 S. Westmoreland Ave Apartment. As you all know our neighbor is continually having serious problems with the homeless encampments.
It is been going on for almost 4 years now. Shatto recreation and park street have been invaded by the homeless. So many crimes and accidents occurred, yet nothing has been done.
So many people report to the city to do something about the issue, yet no one has come out and try to resolve the issue.
Our neighbors have been destroyed by them for so long now. Over the years so many tenants moved out due to this matter.
No one can really walk and enjoy these streets anymore. It is so dangerous to even stand outside. It feels like we are trap inside our building. Homeless people continually come inside our building try to get
into our laundry mats, parking lot area to do the drug and sleep there. They try to use our electricity and try to steal things from our cars. These are the ongoing issue for many years. We called the police
many times and nothing they can do about it. I think this is not fair at all for hard-working residents who try to live peacefully. We as residents of this area are in fear.
The streets are full of trash 2 to 3 blocks of homeless people blocking the streets. No one can walk on the street anymore. They are so dirty throwing all the trash all over. making so much noise at night time.
They urinate and pooping all over the areas. It is just disgusting. Our members sent in all the pictures and videos to council members yet, our neighbor was not picked for the city program to cleaning them up.
Please look at our situation again we beg you to clean them up.
We suffer more than 4 years now, I just think it is overdue to just ignore any longer. Please consider including our neighborhood as soon as possible for removing them.
I think not because by dividing we are divided with our cultures and also business, I think it will affect us a lot. It does not affect because we already have our community related to the city where we live and
then from where we are going to be affects us so much, do not do it again, please
Dear Commissioners:
Please consider the following and adjust your Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California
law, our Windsor Square neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place,
Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included
within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Wilshire Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
I am supportive of any of the proposed plans EXCEPT Plan B, which splits Koreatown amongst two different districts. Our number one challenge has been confronting our city's homelessness issue. And
while I get a lot of communication from the city on what it's doing to address the root causes, the reality is that it is a tricky problem and I haven't really seen much change for the better in the past few years.
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
No, absolutely not. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools and
activities.
Council District 3 boundaries should not be changed because as a community we’ve invested time and resources in a variety of important projects that will benefit and impact the quality of life of people living
in these communities. Changing the boundaries will negatively affect and disrupt these efforts. My community has a good relationship with the City via our local council office. Neighbors have a council office
that is responsive to and supportive of the needs of constituents. We work collaboratively with the Councilmember to address environmental, homelessness and digital equity issues.
I think yes it should be because the maps seem disorganized in the way they are distributed. District 1. For example District 1 and District 14 cut through each other and make it confusing to read and
understand who is in what district. To be honest I have never been interested in politics and civic engagement because promises are always made by city council and action is never really taken to benefit our
community. It's also difficult when your ideals sometimes differ with others- even though there is freedom of speech- it seems like there it is not. In my opinion a lot of others share this view in my community
and because of it the civic engagement may not be where it should be.
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My name is Felice Pappas and I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ Neighborhood, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I am also a Board Member of Wilshire Park Neighborhood
Association.
We support the Revised Plan K and specifically its District J. THANK YOU COMMISSIONERS FOR LISTENING TO US. My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, as revised to include ALL OF
GREATER WILSHIRE. My current Council district, CD4, will be transformed to exclude Sherman Oaks. We support this move. But Greater Wilshire must also be moved as part of this new vision for our City.
We must move to District J, where we share communities of interest. We share historic residential neighborhoods. We share Jewish/Orthodox religion and institutions. We share parks. Our children are in the
same schools and sports leagues. We do not share these with our neighbors to the east. Thank you honoring our voice.
Hi my name is Fernando Solorio I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 15 year, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the
district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and
continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th
District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
Dear Commissioner's
I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Rayneta Drive. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.
Thank You
Frances and Michael Lippman.
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
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I do not support any scenario where our the hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice.
to have more homeless control specially near schools, church and parks, also the mobile homes that take space from us in our streets, cars that are not in use, and neighbors that keep their trashcans all
week just so other people cannot park there. finding a parking lot in the streets of Wilmington is been ridiculous. i like the relationship and i want it to keep us together.
Definitely not, one of the many great things about San Pedro is the unity of its residents and the tight knit communities who strive to support small businesses throughout the city to ensure they thrive during
these hard times. I would like to see that CD 15 continues with the present structuring area and I am looking forward to seeing what else my city has in store for the future.
I implore that Benedict Canyon stay in the CD5 district.
It’s a community that stands alone due to fire safety, hillside ordinance’s, character,
American Indian history, and no public transport.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
No, I do not believe we should be in any district but cd13. The entire cd13 needs to be kept the same as much as possible. We have a strong relationship with our elected official and his office, and we are
very much in line as a community for the things he supports. He has marched with us for the genocide commemoration every year and we do not see ourselves as a part of any district except for this one.
I live in Council District 4, adjacent to Council District 2. I live within walking distance of the Universal City/Studio City Station, in the Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council. This subway station is an
extremely important transportation resource as it is one of only two subway stations in the San Fernando Valley. The station provides fast and car-free (or car-lite) transportation to dense Hollywood and
Downtown neighborhoods, and brings tourists and commuters to Universal Studios and NBC Universal.
This subway station, its parking lots, its bus depot, and its adjacent streets are currently split between different city council and neighborhood council districts. Furthermore, there is a large apartment complex
adjacent to the Los Angeles River which is in the Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council District, but is about two-thousand feet from any other HHWNC residence, despite being adjacent or nearadjacent to residences in Greater Toluca Lake and Studio City Neighborhood Councils.
Other than unhoused persons, the population of the subway station and it's infrastructure is zero. Therefore, it should be easy to place the station in a single district.
The subway station should be placed in a council district which is closely connected to the population which uses it. That would be a council district with other Red Line stations, populations with a relatively
high utilization of public transportation, or a district that makes sense with its use as a portal to Universal Studios. In practice, this would look like placing the station in a district containing either Hollywood or
North Hollywood, or both.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
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The district lines for my district should remain, because I feel the district right now is reflective of what I consider my community. For example, the schools my family attends, the clinics, and the bus lines we
all use walking distance My community has a positive relationship with the city. For example, I see that there are good youth programming provided by the city the based on our family needs. For example
when we asked for more sports programs for our kids the city helped bring more sports to our area; otherwise it would not have happened if we did not have a working relationship. I assume that they
consider this relationship when they make decisions although I am not sure how they do that.
The borders of CD13 which impact the equestrian community should remain as they are. They include the Mounted Police Facility and the North Atwater Public Riding Arena in addition to other equestrian
properties and programs.. The equestrian community, through the Los Angeles Equine Advisory Committee, maintains an ongoing relationship with the City. City Council decisions have improved the quality
of life here and have made it possible for an equestrian bridge (including pedestrians and bikers) to afford direct access into Griffith Park. This area is one of the most special within the City and has operated
successfully with the full and complete support of CD13 which understands this gem within the City. Disrupting this special area by the changing of boundaries would serve no worthwhile purpose.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
My name is Geoff Fairbanks and my home address is 15134 Martha Street in Sherman Oaks and I am submitting the below comment to the City Redistricting Commission:
COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of
Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman
Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with
Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21.
We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday,
8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the
Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is
frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks
Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now
in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from
2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect
communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant
City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all future Redistricting processes.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I think my community should be included in CD 14 because that is where I spend most of my time. I feel like we're forgotten. When I went to high school I transferred from academies at MCLC but they
couldn't find my address so they had to send documents so I could confirm my new address. My mom had to go to my local school so they could sign a document so I could stay at MCLC. My community
feels like it is not regulated by city council policies. I am not considered LA City but I should be.
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I understand you are in the process of drafting new maps for a redistricting process. I am a resident of Shadow Hills, a very fire-prone community. When you are making decisions in relation to redistricting,
please consider the following concerns that I have as a resident of Shadow Hills:
Please DO NOT separate Shadow Hills out from the other housekeeping and high fire communities! Residents here want all housekeeping communities to be in the same district, as they currently are in CD7.
We should all be able to advocate as one united voice, not be separated by some new district lines. We also want all high-fire communities to be in the same district. This only makes sense! And again, it
allows high-fire communities to advocate as one united voice. While I am speaking for myself as a Shadow Hills resident, I believe my views are consistent with the majority view in our community.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Willis Ave 91403. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. It is insane and ridiculous that we are bagged with areas in
Hollywood and Echo Park. We have nothing in common with them and should be with our neighbor Encino and areas exclusively in the Valley.
Thank you and get a clue.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
No, the boundaries should not be changed. I am the chairperson on ECWA Neighborhood Council, but today I am writing as an individual. Crenshaw Manor should remain in CD10, because Leimert Park,
currently in CD10 and Crenshaw Manor have common needs and interests. The Block Clubs and HOA in the Leimert Park and Crenshaw Manor often partner together to resolve issues related to the BHCP
mall, the Metro, the cruisers and homelessness. Please keep our community together. Thank you. We have a close relationship with our local officials and greatly appreciate the hard work they put in on our
behalf and their consistent hands on interaction. We voice our thoughts on matters and are pleased that our local officials are responsive to our needs.
Actually I would not alter our current district boundaries to any great extent. All of our City Services emanate from the No. Hollywood area. The NoHO LAPD Division serves us; the LAFD in NoHo serves VV;
the Amelia Earhart Library in NoHo is our library; and our community has worked very hard in the last few years to update the No. Hollywood/Valley Village Community Plan. This was quite an
accomplishment by all the communities involved and it created a plan for what we would like to see happen in this area in the future. That is why I favor Draft Plan L, Map N which keeps Valley Village aligned
with our current neighbors - NoHo and Valley Glenn. By way of our NCVV and Valley Village Residents Association, we have a very active relationship with the city via our city councilman's office. NCVV
works with them closely on a wide variety of city issues; most recently SB 9 and 10, which the city opposed. Our NC is usually the first place stakeholders call when they encounter a problem with the city.
We, in turn, then work with CD2 to provide assistance. We as well as the VVRA work closely with our council office on matters pertaining to development. We promote city programs and services by
outreaching to the community via regular E-blasts
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Gladys & Mike Sandoval Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
Gladys & Mike Sandoval Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
Gloria Laynes
Hi my name is Gloria Laynes I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 21 years, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the
district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and
continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th
District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
Godfrey Plata
My name is Godfrey Plata, and I'm one of 7 elected delegates to the CA Democratic Party representing Assembly District 53, which includes 8,390 Democratic Party voters in Koreatown. Importantly, I am
also a Koreatown resident, and a renter, living near James M.Wood and S. Serrano. I live in CD10, but if I walk 2 blocks west to some of my favorite Koreatown businesses, I am in CD4. This doesn't make
sense for my neighborhood to be experiencing so many of the same issues -- gentrification, wage theft, and the need for services/supports for unhoused folks -- but for us to have to lobby 2, 3, or 4 different
city councilmembers to find solutions. Keep Koreatown together, as we're the densest community west of the Mississippi, and a unique ecosystem of renters and residents. Amongst possible solutions that
makes Keeping Koreatown together is bringing us into CD4, which also helps to maintain CD10 as a historically Black representative seat as well.
Grace Fritzinger
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live at 244 S Muirfield Rd. Pleases keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City council district, just as has been requested by our
neighbors to the east in Koreatown, and by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. Thank you. Grace Fritzing
Graciela Renteria
Hi my name is Graciela Sanchez l living in the northeast San Fernando for 30 year Id like keep my community Valle together in the 7th council District
Graham Trafford
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
Greater Wilshire
Currently, the GWNC area is split between CDs 4 and 5, and there are currently some groups to the east of the GWNC area asking for some GWNC areas along its eastern edge be split into yet a third CD.
This would be a huge blow to the effectiveness of the GWNC to fairly represent all of its neighborhoods with city government. Please DO NOT split the GWNC area into multiple CDs, and please DO keep it
fully united within a single CD. The Greater Wilshire area has a very longstanding relationship with city government, and especially Council District 4. And the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council has long
been knows as one of the most active and effective NCs in the city. Please help us maintain those relationships and effectiveness by keeping the area united and speaking with a single voice to the City of
Los Angeles.
Greg Harrison
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Sutton Street. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you. Sent from my iPad. Gregg
Harrison
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
At this moment I would not like to change council district boundaries but would hope that the Commission looks into adding more Council Districts throughout Los Angeles. 15 Council Members is not enough
to represent the vast city of Los Angeles. 25 would be more than enough and will also help the City have the time to meet our concerns. I try my best not to get involved in the day to day but it seems that
there is a divide between some community members and our Council offices. People are wasting tax dollars on recalls instead of using those to improve our community. We need more social programs and
better channels of communication throughout the community.
I write as a long-term Atwater Village resident and business owner. Atwater Village has been located within Council District 13 since 1993, and our connections within our district run deep. It is important that
Atwater Village remain whole and in District 13 for the well-being of long term residents and local businesses.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
NO. Absolutely not. Little Armenia is a part of the greater Hollywood Area and should be represented by one district and preserved. Because Little Armenia has benefitted from staying in one district. We don't
want this area broken up. This is a very important place for our community. We have mass events. We should be under one and the same jurisdiction. CD13 has always been a friend to Armenians. Being
part of this greater community has represented Armenian-Americans exceptionally well and continues to support Armenian-American organizations in the district. We have the Little Armenia Gateway coming
and we know that Little Armenia benefits from being in this dynamic district. PLEASE KEEP US IN CD13 AND KEEP THE DISTRICT AS IT IS!!!! It is our home community. Don't try and fix what is not broken.
I think the lines should be kept the way they are. Because if the changes might impact the community in a negative way. Unfortunately, I did not not who my city council person was. I haven't seen too many
services/ events from the city. Especially now because of the pandemic. I don't feel comfortable going to speak with city representatives in person maybe through email I would feel more comfortable.
Something i would like to see in my community is more youth centers. There's the library like 6 blocks away but most people don't know about it because there aren't more resources besides being a library
offered.
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
YES!!!! This tiny sliver of area is the main byway that runs parallel to the 110 Freeway south towards San Pedro which is CD-15. This area was once a part of CD-15 and was making great strides toward
neighborhood improvement. This area has excellent transportation and is often overlooked, as most think of it as the hood. This area has property owners who care about the aesthetics, are educated, and
are hard working individuals - some with families, many single people, and is most recently becoming gentrified on a small scale. It has limited liquor stores and fast-food establishments which is a good thing.
There is just enough to keep this side of the community afloat. This neighborhood is established and should provide a great community center for its mature/elderly population. Many own their homes...This
neighbhorhood is a hidden treasure.
No The way the community has established a connected with one another and the City has been working. To change it, would be detrimental.
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▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
No. Our neighborhood was split between council district 10 and 1 in the early 2000s. It put a great deal of burden on our Harvard Heights Neighborhood Association to work within two different councils with
different representatives. Our neighborhood participation and attendance at meetings suffered greatly during this period and it has taken a great deal of time and effort to regain our voice. Our community has
historically worked very closely with our Council district on many diverse issues affecting the quality of life and the safety of our neighborhood. We would like continue this relationship in one district.
No. Please keep our boundaries intact! We were once randomly divided into two separate districts which hurt our neighborhood and community.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
These maps are the kind teachers present to classrooms in a mocking way to explain how politicians rig elections and fail to provide community services. The outlines are laughable- who comes up with a
boundary that looks like a Rorschach test. Is it so difficult to draw a box around a community? Why are locations avoided in an obvious attempt to exclude a class of people? Combining communities that have
nothing in common and their boundaries look like a barbell? Our city leaders are deaf, dumb and blind. They do not look out for the community’s best interest. We are being sold out to the homeless who
contribute nothing to the community and refuse social services and create safety and health issues for everyone else.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
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I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
Helen EIgenberg
My name is Helen Eigenberg and i live in Hancock Park. i support Draft Plan K CORRECTED and specifically its map of District J. My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, which includes all of Greater
Wilshire! We are a community of shared interests. I encourage you to keep all communities of shared interests together. The crazy gerry meandering has only hurt our communities. We share more with the
neighborhoods to the west! we share parks and historic neighborhoods. Most importantly this map keeps our neighborhood councils whole.
Helen Eigenberg
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
Helen Orozco
I would want area for CD4 to be part of area CD13, but then the cost of living might go up for people living in CD 13. Maybe there could be collaboration between CD4 & CD13 so that they both have
resources. After March 2020 the neighborhood council met to talk about rent going up in apartments. Most people in my community work during the times that these meetings are held. During the election
when Trump was elected in 2016 only a few of my neighbors turned out to vote. That was frustrating.
HERMON community
Ideally, there should be no change. Because L.A. City's growth was comparatively modest over the last decade (~3 percent) it would not seem that major changes are necessary among existing council
districts -- and the commission should first "do no harm". Also, because Hermon lies on the outer, eastern edge of the City, bordered to the north and west by the City of South Pasadena, it should not/could
not be moved into any other Council District -- in part or as a whole -- that does not also include the similar-sized residential communities north and south along that border -- e.g., Garvanza and Rose Hills.
Even before HERMON was annexed into Los Angeles in 1912, the tiny village of (then) just a few hundred residents showed an ability to organize and affect public policy for the good of its residents. As early
as 1908 -- realizing that L.A. City possessed utilities and resources needed by their somewhat secluded, unincorporated village -- Hermon helped create and led a coalition of similar neighborhoods ringing
the eastern edge of L.A. that lobbied the larger city to annex them. This action created much of what is now called "Northeast LA". Continuing on as the proverbial "little engine that could" -- old newspaper
clippings show Hermon consistently lobbying throughout the 20th century for improved lighting, better streets, earthquake resistant public schools, nearby parks (now "Hermon Park in the Arroyo Seco"), more
reliable connectors (i.e. permanent bridges) into nearby Highland Park and a paved pass (Monterey Pass) into El Sereno. Even early in the 21st century, Hermon swept in to offer a portion of its main park as
home for Northeast L.A.'s first off-leash dog park -- when "NIMBY" forces refused to allow it to be placed in a different, wealthier nearby community. Almost exactly a century after joining L.A., the united
stakeholders of Hermon -- still one of the smallest recognized neighborhoods in L.A. -- single-handedly brought forward the issue of the need for some City neighborhood councils to "subdivide" to allow more
direct democracy to take place, as their voices were being overwhelmed by larger neighbors. The drive to create a subdivision policy and change the City Charter -- finally in 2016 -- was perhaps the most
demonstrative grass-roots organizing effort ever managed by neighborhood activists during the the 20-year history of the City's neighborhood council system. The now-118-year-old community of Hermon
continues to work with and through its council district and City leaders. Although it represents less than 2 percent of the population of District 14, Hermon has hosted a City Council candidate forum each
quadrennial -- often the first of the season allowing residents to see first-hand those that would wish to represent them at City Hall.
Highland Park
Yes. Keep the northeast together and spin off the downtown portion One issue that is not addressed enough is the local indigenous culture and how it has affected and should have impact on the area in the
future. Specifically the disrespect for culturally sensitive areas by developers
Highland Park
Yes, Highland Park should be one council district. As a community of relatively modest and affordable single family homes, smaller apartment buildings and courtyard apartments, the scale of transit oriented
neighborhood
"Housing" threatens the fabric of the Highland Park community. The loss of city owned parking lots, threatens the viability of our businesses which are largely "mom and pop"; not chain stores. These issues
are common across multiple council districts and we need one voice to address them.
Highland Park, NELA,
Highland Park has been hurt by being broken in two. It is a distinct neighborhood that should be in one Council District. I prefer that we remain in CD 14 as we have much in common with El Sereno. I believe
Greater Eastside LA
that the population poor, building rich, money rich, areas of Downtown Los Angeles should be broken up so that the corrupting influence of money is not concentrated in one district. We saw what the practice
of placing so much of downtown in Jose Huizar's district resulted in. We really need more than 15 council districts. Each of the areas of Los Angeles would be better represented if there were 30 council
districts. The developers have outsized influence in Los Angeles zoning, building and policies. The people of Los Angeles have a huge heart and wanted to help the homeless with Measure JJJ. The
developers influenced the City council to produce TOC guidelines which provide little affordable housing and are resulting in heat island impacts and gentrification in our formerly affordable communities on
the East Side. Likewise, the small lots ordinance which goals were to provide more affordable housing are removing affordable rental units. The ordinance provides not one affordable unit and is instead
building luxury units with no green space for its residents. This is causing Highland Park and other areas in NELA to become heat islands. As these projects have proceeded we have seen more and more
homeless as our residents are pushed out of their homes. Trickle down policies that claim that by building any housing prices will drop do not work. If you want to solve homelessness build housing for the
poor. 8 percent housing for give aways to developers is not enough. Large developers are buying up more than twice as much of the housing as before. In Highland Park, we believe that number is much
greater. We are seeing our lots being bought up by out of state developers and flippers.
Highland Park/Garvanza Highland Park including Garvanza should remain in CD 14. We should remain with our historic neighborhoods of El Sereno, Boyle Heights and Lincoln Heights. The City Council should be expanded. There is
corruption. The city created TOC and Small lot ordinances which have hurt communities of color by increasing already dense communities while largely sparing wealthy communities.
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Highland Park/Garvanza Yes, after 30 years of redistricting observations, working with various groups, Highland Park, while undergoing transformation change, continues to struggle with identity, equitable city services, and civic
networks. Years of urban planning efforts show that communities that have a strong and historic identity are more involved with their civic networks, maintain better connections with local offices, and have
more political influence, in general. Hence I support a consolidation of Highland Park into one district. This consolidation is viable now that population decreases in the NortheastLA provide an opportunity for
real changes in the redistricting process.
Today, I believe every community in Los Angeles has a struggling relationship with City Hall. From a community perspective, the last two redistricting efforts were disheartening examples. Nevertheless, we
now have an opportunity to make transformative changes if the Commission adheres to its guiding principles and the population decreases are real and verified. Examples of disjointed CD work include the
York business district ( split in half) - at the very minimum, both sides of York should be in a council district. Another example is the York/ Figueroa Intersection split. The lack of a cohesive vision for this
intersection (includes a number of city services such as the Arroyo Seco Library, HP Rec Center, HP Senior Center, the veterans' memorial) has resulted in a dangerous intersection for pedestrians, bicyclists,
and cars.
Hila Keren
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Hilary Swan
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
Historic Filipinotown
The district should include residents of Eagle Rock which has a high number of Filipino Americans and Asian Pacific Americans residents. Filipino Americans and other Asian Pacific Americans have a shared
(HiFi)
history of being discriminated and targeted with violence and blocked from being equal citizens. Much is needed to correct this inequity and injustice. These communities need to be together in one district in
order to effectively advocate on its behalf for resources, research, and attention to its need to correct the equity gap which can only contribute and strengthen the quality of life for all residents of the City of
Los Angeles.
Historic Highland Park
No It shall remain the way it is and has been for 25 years.
Historic NELA
No. Please keep Highland Park Garvanza included in CD 14. We are historically and politically aligned with other east side communities such as Boyle Heights and want to stay in the same district. Our
community is fighting for sensible development that does not displace longtime, low-income residents. When the City Council ignores the recommendations of our neighborhood councils, they harm families,
heritage, and the neighborhood character that makes this area so precious.
Hollywood Schoolhouse We ask to be included in CD 13 by extending the lines West to Highland and south to Santa Monica Blvd we now have to deal with CD 4 and CD 13. CD13 has been more respnsive to our needs
Home Owner and
YES! I've lived in the "Northeast" (NELA) my whole life. I will always refer to NELA as the following communities.. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, Glassel Park, Mt Washington, Cypress Park, Elysian Valley and
Landlord
Atwater! Our communities are very common with alike demographics.. population, density, schools, trees, businesses, crime (LAPD NE11)..etc. We have nothing in common with downtown LA and East LA.
communities (Boyle Heights, El Serano, Lincoln Heights, China Town, Westlake..etc. My opinion is that the Northeast communities should all be in the same council district! I really don't care if its CD1 or
CD13 or CD14! Everyone knows that CD14 has discretionary funds but we, North Highland Park, never see any of that! Its a Boyle Heights thing and I say leave it in Boyle Heights and also any slush funds
for downtown need to stay there.
Highland Park's relationship with their council district, CD! and CD14, is very poor. Most of my neighbors do not trust our city representatives because of so much corruption. CD14 is still contending with
Huizar and his antics!
EButLos Angeles as a whole doesn't trust our government! We have outsiders running city hall and its obvious! If a city looks 3rd world then its government is 3rd world. Corrupt city agencies and politicians
all out for their own interest! We are getting tired of the polite liberalism that only serves the pprivilagewho gain from a corrupt government. Los Angeles has an addiction with developers and Highland Park is
a target for profiteers who want to make a quick buck building market rate housing out of cheap materials! The bottom line is that we can not sustain any new development due to the lack of resources like
water and power. Our infrastructure is in shambles and we are on the brink of total failure. One earthquake will change our lives drastically and we really need to address our sustainability.
Homelessness Project
Yes we need definitive lineation not the jagged lines that were created in the previous outcomes that fragmented 8 and 10 districts Our community is extremely active with interactions with city hall but need
Room Key participants
more people to get involved, more than the active few. I am involved with West Adams and some of dwntwn
and was wondering how the homeless in the PRK's get information or than the advocates and the liaisons, such as myself,
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Public Testimony
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
No. CD5 currently reflects the above noted neighborhoods. Our councilmember has been very responsive to our community.
NO We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools and activities, all in
District 4.
Keeping the whole Silver Lake reservoir complex in one district is logical. Adding portions of Angelino Heights and Glassell Park, per their requests and to even up the numbers between districts sounds
reasonable. City Council decides fees. They have influence on the amount of red tape for starting and upgrading businesses. They can regulate commercial rent regulations.

Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
We are writing to express our concern about the consideration of splitting our district. We don’t want to be split from Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council.
We purchased our home and have lived here on Gramercy Place in St. Andrew’s Square for 21 years in the GWNC, raising our children, and we wish our home to remain in the GWNC.
Thank you for your thoughtful reconsideration about redistricting the GWNC and Keep Greater Wilshire Together please!
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.

Name
Indu Subaiya

Irma Jurado

Isaac Malitz

Isabella Solorio

Israel Hernandez

Ivan Ontiveros

J D Lobue
Jack

Jack Humphreville

Jackie Sloan, Founder
and
Director,
Jackie
Weiss The
Children's Ranch
Foundation

Jacob Jimenez

Public Testimony
Yes. There is not a single resident of Los Feliz and Silverlake who if they were actually informed about the boundaries of what CD4 are would agree that they make any sense to how we live. I'm willing to
take an informal bet with the commissioners! We strongly believe Los Feliz and Silverlake should be in one council district. We should let the Hollywood Hills, Toluca lake and Sherman Oaks go to wherever is
a better fit. We could take Thai town, all in if they were amenable and it would be good to have parts of Echo Park if they were amenable. Here are the reasons: 1. PEDESTRIAN AND BIKE SAFETY: Sunset
Blvd. and Hyperion Ave. are the sites of a great deal advocacy for bike lanes and pedestrian safety - both these thoroughfares go through Silverlake and Los Feliz and it would be great to advocate for these
issues together 2. HOMELESSNESS ADVOCACY - we should have more of the area past Barnsdall Park in Hollywood with us so we can help advocate for and serve our unhoused neighbors better. Folks
experiencing homelessness are constantly shifting between CD13 and CD4 and for our sincere outreach and follow up efforts it's really tough to coordinate. We should be able to align as a greater Hollywood
corridor effort to address this issue. 3. CULTURE and COMMUNITY - we are one neighborhood. Ask anyone, In terms of schools, parks and cultural events. How it's gone this long for us to remain split is a
shock to me and to anyone I talk to. All the CD4 comments I've read (like hillside neighborhood issues and what not) do NOT address what I'm addressing. They are talking about important issues but they
are not central to the issues that face the majority of people we live and work next to. There is such enthusiasm to unite and execute on so much of what Los Feliz/Silverlake community wants to accomplish
but without a shared council member, our efforts are hamstrung. We have LFNC, SLNC, FHRA, LFNIA but these are still relatively siloed groups in practice. It would be great to be all part of one district. The
fact that one of the biggest social and exercise hubs in our neighborhood is the silver lake reservoir and meadow and that this space straddles two districts is not something that we can let continue.
No, definitely not. You loose the your common interest of restoring a Historical District. The diversity shifts and in many cases it can be lost. Overall the relationship is very strong with our community and the
City. Do I believe that improvements can be made, definitely yes. We have serious unresolved issues within our community . To begin with homelessness, crime and non enforcement of multiple laws are an
everyday day reality for our community. Mainly, how do you enforce the laws, without any Police presence ? There is definitely a lack of priority to enforce the laws.
I have studied the materials at https://laurelcanyonunited.org/
And I have done additional research on my own.
I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is
divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard.
Hi my name is Isabella Solorio and I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 20 years, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into
the district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together
and continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th
District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
I think like we can give more space to CD-14. I've always been in area 1. Maybe just enough to encompass other schools outside of the LAUSD zone of choice. My community is close to downtown 15
minutes away from city hall. You can feel how stressful the political environment is. I am able to commute without a car thanks to the public transportation system. Being so close provides opportunities and
jobs within downtown LA. Policies are not always favorable. Rent has gotten higher that is the most unfavorable aspect. Health policy efforts are good like free vaccines. Protests are a big part of the
community and city. People come here to fight for their rights and are able to do so.
I have lived in Laurel Canyon since 1994 and the Northridge Earthquake. While that may have been one of the more widespread recoveries our city has suffered, here in the Canyon we’ve had road closures
of the major thoroughfare of Laurel Canyon Blvd that lasted months after rains and landslides. We’ve had fires that threatened both sides of the canyon and, with thanks to FD helicopter and ground crews,
spared our houses and lives. We’ve survived regular power outages due to trees falling on power lines (several times each winter,) often lasting 10 or 20 hours. We survive and thrive as a cohesive
community that communicates instantly and widely, that comes together in song, protest and for coffee. We share concerns about our natural habitat and our wildlife, and we act to protect both.
While divisions abound in our society, country and world today, you would not know that in our community. There is no “east” and “west” side of the Boulevard in our connections, shared school district,
concerns about traffic, fire risk, protection of open space, narrow roads, evacuation plans, personal relationships with local fire and police officers, loyalty to our local canyon busineses, and regular gatherings
around music, missing pets and safety training.
Please don’t favor other districts’ desire to remain united over ours. There is a long history of Laurel Canyon being the forgotten child of the BABC Neighborhood Council. We may not have the wealth and
property values, the religious institutions or fancy private schools, but we have a cultural history (“the Laurel Canyon sound” - Google it!), geographic roots (the Boulevard as a river, feeding the orchards of
Hollywood, the streetcars and Lookout Mountain lodge) and a present-day cohesiveness. These should not be torn apart by the way we are represented in city government.
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Camino De La Cumbre. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District
I think my community has a lot of similarity with parts of District 10 and should be combined to give assistance to both communities I have been living in the MacArthur Park community for over 25 years
therefor Ive seen and lived firsthand throughout the change and struggle that MacArthur Park continues to face.The district has to implement resources and services for the community. I understand that there
are opportunities when you hear questions and annoyances in the community but translating that to functional policy continues to be an issue.
My name is Jack Humphreville and I am a long time resident of Windsor Square. I was also a long time board member of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. I am a long time Budget Advocate
(formerly the co-chair), the chair of DWP Advocacy Committee, and an advisory board member for DWP's LA100 Renewable Energy study and for its Strategic Long Term Resource Plan. I was also a
member of the City's Revenue Generation Commission and other DWP related commissions (Recycled Water Advisory Group and One Water). I have written over 1,000 articles for CityWatch, a widely read
online publication, most of which have concerned the financial affairs of the City and the Department of Water and Power. I have also advised members of the City Council and their staffs on matters related
to the budget and DWP. I support Draft Plan K Corrected, and specifically its map of District J. My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, which includes all of Greater Wilshire neighborhood Council. We
are a community of shared interests. We share the Jewish/Orthodox religious institutions and schools with the neighborhoods to our west. We share parks and historic neighborhoods. And this map keeps our
neighborhood councils whole.
No! I believe we should remain in CD13. We have spent countless years building a relationship with CD13 and helping them understand our unique needs, as one of the last remaining urban horse districts in
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No, Koreatown should remain the same and united. Although other areas who have unequal representation should be adjusted to be more equal This area in Koreatown is central to many connection points
in the city and any decision on traffic, parking, housing, shelters, etc will deeply affected the center piece of this area of the city
We live in Shadow Hills on Ormond Street. We are concerned that there is at least one proposal to remove our community from its current district. It is important that Shadow Hills remains in the district that
includes the other high-fire-threat communities so that we can more easily work with our council representative and present our fire related issues as a united voice. It is very important for the safety of our
communities and the fire teams that protect us that we remain together.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I, as a 29 year resident homeowner within District 4 and 22 year homeowner resident of the Wilton Historic District, support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13,
2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council file 09-0606 in 2010.
We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools and activities, all in
District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi-generational community of interest, with many who have lived in the district
for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well.
Further one of our nearly century old community anchors, St. Brendan catholic Church at Wilton Place and 3rd Street, would be separated from the Parish K-8 school and Community Building, which is on
Manhattan Place between 2nd and 3rd Streets. This “boundary “ issue was earlier debated and settled in 2010.
Larchmont Boulevard is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an
infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years.
We agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
I am a resident of Nichols Canyon, in Council District 4. I am writing in support of draft map #53505 https://districtr.org/plan/53505 . This maps keeps neighborhoods intact and communities of interest
together. Thank you for your consideration of my missive.
When you study the map, it is clear that different purposeful moves were made all along the edges to include or exclude certain pockets. I recall that along Western the boundary moves in and out to preserve
things like St Brendan School remaining within the Neighborhood Council same area as the Church. There could be changes, as long as those impacted are given the right to study, understand and
challenge. But our little pieced of CD4 has already done this dance. And our boundaries are logical and borne out of a strong bond and walkable – Larchmont Boulevard centered community. CD4 stretching
to the Valley is something to think about. But we have always enjoyed being the District that helped join the basin with the valley. We work regularly with the Council office, leader, staff and department
(police, fire, traffic, planning, etc.) liaisons on a host of issues. We have already had other departmental boundary issues foisted upon us which we work with and through. But for the Neighborhood Council
and Council District boundary in our area of Larchmont Village, we dot see the benefit of splitting us up and off. In fact, like in 2010, we see too much detriment to the establish overlapping and underlying
community structures that keep up resilient.
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I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I am speaking on behalf of the two neighborhoods of Historic Filipinotown or HiFi and Thai Town. I am saddened that neither HiFi or Thai Town are mentioned in the Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Memo and that
none of the current redrawn maps keep these two communities intact and within CD 13. Residents of these communities as well as Filipino and Thai community members want to keep both of these historic
neighborhoods within Council District 13 instead of being split between 2 council districts. By splitting these neighborhoods into different council districts, you will: Diminish the voice of these two thriving ethnic
communities Harm Filipino and Thai businesses, the local economy with these two neighborhoods, and their standing as cultural destinations Hinder and endanger employment opportunities, social services,
affordable housing, and cultural institutions and activities for our youth, families, elderly, and overall communities Keeping these two neighborhoods within Council District 13 will unite the ethnic enclaves of
the area which include not only HiFi and Thai Town but also Little Armenia, and part of Koreatown. This ensures that the voices of Los Angeles’ communities of color are heard. I am speaking on behalf of the
two neighborhoods of Historic Filipinotown or HiFi and Thai Town. I am saddened that neither HiFi or Thai Town are mentioned in the Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Memo and that none of the current redrawn maps
keep these two communities intact and within CD 13. Residents of these communities as well as Filipino and Thai community members want to keep both of these historic neighborhoods within Council
District 13 instead of being split between 2 council districts. By splitting these neighborhoods into different council districts, you will: Diminish the voice of these two thriving ethnic communities Harm Filipino
and Thai businesses, the local economy with these two neighborhoods, and their standing as cultural destinations Hinder and endanger employment opportunities, social services, affordable housing, and
cultural institutions and activities for our youth, families, elderly, and overall communities Keeping these two neighborhoods within Council District 13 will unite the ethnic enclaves of the area which include not
only HiFi and Thai Town but also Little Armenia, and part of Koreatown. This ensures that the voices of Los Angeles’ communities of color are heard.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
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NO... because we rely on the help and support of the CD 14 Council Office, other non-profits in Eagle Rock and community members to help us do the work we do. Our volunteers in Eagle Rock and Highland
Park work closely with the CD 14 Field offices of both Eagle Rock and Highland Park, to facilitate services and housing for our unhoused neighbors, for example Tiny Home Villages. LA City Council policy
decisions affecting our unhoused neighbors require us to communicate to our unhoused neighbors so that they know what ways they can receive help. We rely on the CD 14 Council Office to keep us
apprised of information based on policy decisions to help our unhoused neighbors.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners -- I am a thirty-year resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on Windsor Boulevard.
I have been taken aback by the proposal to remove the historic eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from our one hundred years of community of interest, and to transplant them to Koreatown. You
need to be made aware that NO OUTREACH was done by your paid public relations emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task Force to us on this proposed redefinition of the boundaries of Koreatown,
even though we in Greater Wilshire are obviously directly impacted by this land grab. The proposed expansion of Koreatown is not supported by any community of interest facts. We learned this first-hand last
week, when we asked the president of the Koreatown Task Force and its lawyer, to come to a Greater Wilshire meeting and tell us the basis for their claim to our eastern neighborhoods. They affirmative
conceded that their claim is not based on any ethnic community of interest, citing to us that "Koreatown" is more Latino than Korean. They also could not identify any landmark or other basis for laying claim to
our historic eastern neighborhoods. They simply said that they "had conversations" with unidentified people. Wouldn't you expect KYCC and the Koreatown Task Force to have talked with us and with our
eastern neighborhoods BEFORE concluding that the eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire should be moved to "Koreatown"? Please note that the City has previously endorsed the existing boundary
when it establishing the Greater Wilshire and the Wilshire Center Koreatown neighborhood councils. The City also formally created the current Koreatown boundaries in a City Council naming ordinance. We
in Greater Wilshire were active participants and partners with Koreatown in both the neighborhood council and Council ordinance boundary actions. We have not been a partner, but instead have been
blindsided by the current expansion effort. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in Koreatown in one City
Council district, but with its true boundaries, and we support the same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. Thank you for rectifying the false and
incomplete record that appears to have been created. Jane Usher
· Greater Wilshire has No Ally/No Representation on the Commission. We have no friendly, no ally on the Commission. Our CD 4 Commissioner Alexandra Suh does not speak for us, except as pretense in a
manner designed to dismember and disenfranchise us. She is the appointee of our new City Councilmember Nithya Raman, for whom our area overwhelmingly did not vote. We have been exiled to Siberia
since the November 2020 election.
· What are the Koreatown Boundaries? The act of uniting Koreatown, which we in the GWNC favor, should not become license to expand those boundaries into the neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire. It
should also not become license to split Greater Wilshire into multiple City Council districts. The City Council actively debated the Koreatown boundaries in 2010 and adopted a formal set of boundaries. On
the west, those boundaries end at Western, which is the start of Greater Wilshire.
· What of the Four Draft Maps? Most of these maps divide the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council into multiple Council districts. Map C keeps us intact but disenfranchisingly pairs us with Koreatown and
Eagle Rock – with whom we share NO common interests, nor have ever been aligned. The highly favored B map splits Greater Wilshire in half. No one on the Commission identified any of these inappropriate
and unfair travesties.
I am here to help. I know how hard your work is. But I also watched tonight as Greater Wilshire was routinely abused in the Commission’s discussion. I want you to know who and what Greater Wilshire is,
which is not currently the case. Please keep us whole.
If Map B is favored, please keep us whole in that map.
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Woodcliff Road. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
Would love to move to CD5 which is just to the west of us and more accurately represents the diverse, yet historical, community we have built and are trying to preserve. I touched on this above but the
current council office doesn’t care about the people in our community. They’ve used the term NIMBY as a means to disqualify objections grounded in research and common sense.
I'm a Miracle Mile resident, currently in CD4, and a middle-class
resident with a family. I'm also a renter. I was very alarmed to see
that my neighborhood is being proposed for a move in a district filled
with affluent homeowners. I am very happy with my current council
representation, and find them to be very responsive to everyday,
non-political business. If my district is chopped up, I will be
effectively disenfranchised, as will many other voters. Right now, CD4
has a strange shape (we could probably stand to lose Sherman Oaks),
but is fairly balanced between homeowners and renters, and is racially
diverse. I would like this to continue.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I live in Highland Park and wish to remain within CD-14.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
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Dear Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
Bounded by the Santa Susana Mountains to the north and west, Mulholland Drive to the south, and the San Gabriel Mountains to the east, the Valley is a distinct geographic area that cannot simply be
piecemealed into majority Westside and downtown Los Angeles districts. I support the creation of districts that maximize the connection that our elected officials have with the San Fernando Valley.
The San Fernando Valley Redistricting Coalition is a coalition of Neighborhood Councils, Residents Associations, Business Groups and Chambers of Commerce. The San Fernando Valley Redistricting
Coalition supports the following principles for the City of Los Angeles 2021 Redistricting Process:
1. Our community is best served by a redistricting that maximized the number of districts that are either wholly within the Valley or in which the Valley is the most influential voter bloc.
2. To ensure full and adequate representation for the San Fernando Valley, we support Valley-only Council districts, with the exception of one Council district.
3. If it is necessary to merge one Valley seat with areas outside of the Valley, the preference is to have a minimum of 50% of that district within the San Fernando Valley.
4. Our goals for redistricting are non-partisan and are only to be shaped by the interest of maximizing representation and advancing goals of Valley businesses and residents.
5. All legally recognized communities should be kept together as part of compact and contiguous districts which shall recognize geographic features and natural boundaries.
6. If a legally recognized community must be divided, it would be best to divide that community along Neighborhood Council boundaries instead of geographic boundaries like roads and rivers.
7. If a community must be divided it should be placed in no more than two districts.
8. Communities impacted by specific uses, such the Van Nuys Airport impacted communities of Van Nuys and Lake Balboa or the Sepulveda Basin impacted community of Lake Balboa, should be in the
same districts.
Thank you for your consideration. I look forward to your support for plans that respect the distinctive communities of the San Fernando Valley.
Regards,
Jay Askari
5959 CA-27
Los Angeles, CA 91367
I want to tell you I am a 45 year resident of Sherman Oas and am pleased the redistricting is going to soon happen.
I want to make it very clear I am familiar with the position of the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association and support the redistricting they have suggested. Some of the other maps are a re-hashing of the
very bad gerrymandering that has happened in the past and SOHA's plan is far better.
Please keep Shadow Hills in the same district as the other horse keeping and high fire districts. If you were in our neighborhood when we were trying to evacuate people and horses during the past few fires,
you would understand how important this is. Horse keeping and high fire districts have special needs and cannot be lumped in with other neighborhoods.
Shadow Hills is very concerned about the draft redistricting maps, many of which are harmful to our community. Some of our residents tried to speak at the recent redistricting meeting, but the meeting ended
before they reached the front of the queue.
It is very important that all horsekeeping/animalkeeping and High-Fire-Mountain Fire District communities (Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Shadow Hills, La Tuna Canyon) remain in the same ONE district (as
they currently are in CD7). Horse keeping brings jobs and revenue into the city, and diluting our voice would hurt both the local communities and Los Angeles and California as well. In addition, diluting our
voice would also reduce our protection in terms of city policies.
We’re especially concerned that some maps show Shadow Hills being divided up into as many as three districts. We are a small, close-knit community, which is a rarity in Los Angeles.
keep communities together===all of woodland hills together have lived here 60 years, children all schooled here, very active in league of women voters, helping people understand what they are voting on,
etc.
I am a resident of 1000 .Roscomare Road in Bel Air. We are a unit community and should not be split up an belong along side our Westwood neighnors.
The Arts District in Downtown Los Angeles is a close-knit neighborhood that has evolved over the past few decades from an artist colony into a community of businesses and creative professionals. Each year
our community continues to grow and further develop into a regional housing hub, center of employment and cultural cradle. Splitting the Arts District into two different Council Districts or even splitting
Downtown in two different Council Districts would be detrimental to the progress we have made over the past decade.
Bounded by the Los Angeles River, the 10 freeway, Alameda Street and the 101 freeway, the Arts District, along with the other half dozen communities in Downtown, collectively make up our City’s urban
center. The challenges and opportunities that we face Downtown are unique to Downtown and cannot be found anywhere else. The high concentration of jobs, number of individuals experiencing
homelessness, the collection of architectural treasures and cultural institutions shape the neighborhood character and the everyday experience for members of the Arts District and Downtown. Perhaps, the
most defining characteristic about our community, which makes us a community of interest is our housing. All dwelling units Downtown are located inside of multifamily buildings. This shared experience of
living together, in a dense urban setting, mixed in with employment, entertainment and homelessness is what makes our community unique. Council District 14 not only understands the Downtown
community, and has worked to enhance our community, which is why it is extremely important to keep us inside of CD-14.
As your commission begins working on the redistricting process, I am hopeful that you will come to understand that the Arts District should remain within Council District 14, along with the rest of Downtown.
Our living style and urban environment should be represented by the same Councilmember and the same voice. The Arts District is truly a community of interest. Thank you for your careful consideration of
our input in this process.
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Hello,
I live on the corner of Quintero and Macbeth at 1416 Quintero St in CD 13.
Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell has been our councilman and has worked hard for the community. I am very concerned that we remain in CD 13 and that the existing configuration be preserved, if not
expanded, to include all of these interconnected communities:
Glassell Park
Atwater Village
Elysian Valley
Echo Park Elysian Park
Angelino Heights
Silverlake
Historic Filipino Town
East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia
Hollywood
In particular, it is extremely important that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that the park is preserved and maintained for future generations and kept safe from any
further development or encroachment.
We live right next to Elysian Park. When I purchase my house in 2013, the hilltop between Scott and the Fire-road ending at Douglas was fairly verdant, with 20-30 trees. The lack of oversight and neglect by
the parks service and CD1, allowed the trees to die and the area to fall into disrepair. Other members of our neighborhood and I have taken it upon ourselves to maintain this little hilltop Area. This includes,
trash cleanup, working with community organizations towards planting new trees, watering and maintaining the flora. We DONT feel supported by CD1 nor the Park Service and don’t expect that to change if
our actual streets get incorporated into CD1.
My feeling is that it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation.
I implore you to look hard these issues before making any decisions.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
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My name is Jenna Magee and I am submitting the below comment to the City Redistricting Commission:
COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO RESIDENT
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks, approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard Blvd (north/south borders) and 405 Fwy and Hazeltine Ave (east/west borders) known as Part of Sherman Oaks
(“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a
community of 76,000 residents. We were also involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson
(Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’Connor, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We
have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday,
8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses (see below).
We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater
Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending almost two years attaining our renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into
the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our Renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman
Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council
Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy
decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to
Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all future Redistricting processes.
I am a homeowner in CD4 but writing today about Elysian Park, which I use quite frequently. I would like to see the park remain in both council districts, so two people are representing this city asset, with the
checks and balances that come with that. As a resident of Silver Lake, I’m glad we benefit from two council districts, and would also like to see that remain.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I have been asked by Jenny Chow to send this letter for her .
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on Beachwood Dr. I have been taken aback by the proposal to remove the historic eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from our one
hundred years of community of interest, and to transplant them to Koreatown. NO OUTREACH was done by your emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task Force to us, even though we are obviously
directly impacted by this land grab. The expansion is not supported by any community of interest facts and is contradicted by the Koreatown boundaries as established by City Council ordinance. We were
participants and partners with Koreatown in that ordinance. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in Koreatown
in one City Council district, but with its true boundaries, and we support the same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. Thank you. Jenny Chow
I do not support any scenario where our the hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
I would move a line from W Olympic up to Sunset. I would essentially combine CD10 and CD4. That's a large part of what I would consider my community. I went to the clinic there for medical check-ups. My
mom also went there to get her medication. I would want that to remain accessible to me. Growing up I didn't hear or know much about city events or meetings. One of the few things I became aware of was
plans to open a bar near where I lived. There was an elementary school around the corner so they sent out a notice. THERE WEREN'T ANY BARS BEFORE THAT AND I KNEW IT WAS GOING TO
CHANGE HOW PEOPLE BEHAVED ESPECIALLY IN the evening and at night. Other than that not really.
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I would not want to change the council district boundaries. I feel like it could be better represented because issues get out of hand before the city of Los Angeles does anything about it. Right now city of LA
continues to send homeless folks to San Pedro instead of dealing with the problem.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
No, please keep us together
No for it will dilute our representation (of the Jewish community) For numerous reasons from street repair to garbage disposal
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners: Hello, my name is Jill Akahoshi, I grew up in the Northeast San Fernando Valley and have lived here for the past 10 years. I think that keeping my North Hills East
Community together in the 7th Council District is a good idea at this time. I have seen potential redistricting that would split North Hills East into three council districts and feel that this is impractical for the
good of the community.
Thank you very much for your consideration.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
Hello,
My name is Jillian Burgos and I am the NoHoNC Chair of Housing and Services. I strongly admire and believe in the work that Council Member Nithya Raman is doing to help people experiencing
Homelessness in CD-4. She treats everyone with the utmost respect and is putting her campaign promises to action. Nithya and her team at CD-4 understand the goal is not to displace unhoused people, but
to reach out to them, create relationships with them, address the root of their problems, and get them on the path to housing. She does it with compassion and with regard to their feelings and past
experiences. If parts of CD4 that included SFV areas were shifted to CD-5, I believe that we would lose the humanity in the vital humanitarian work that Nithya Raman's team has worked so hard to create.
Thank you for taking my public comment into consideration.
Jillian Burgos
NoHoNC Board Treasurer, Arts Organization Representative
Chair of Housing & Services Committee, Vice Chair of Outreach
NoHo Neighborhood Council
My name is Jillian Burgos and I am the NoHoNC Chair of Housing and Services. I strongly admire and believe in the work that Council Member Nithya Raman is doing to help people experiencing
Homelessness in CD-4. She treats everyone with the utmost respect and is putting her campaign promises to action. Nithya and her team at CD-4 understand the goal is not to displace unhoused people, but
to reach out to them, create relationships with them, address the root of their problems, and get them on the path to housing. She does it with compassion and with regard to their feelings and past
experiences. If parts of CD4 that included SFV areas were shifted to CD-5, I believe that we would lose the humanity in the vital humanitarian work that Nithya Raman's team has worked so hard to create.
Thank you for taking my public comment into consideration.
I am opposed to the re districting proposal for Bel Air because it would break up the neighborhood and there are some issues that are relevant to the people between sunset and Mulholland. The proposed
plans would limit a unified approach to important issues.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
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▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
JJ Jackman
There is some inconsistency and probably confusion on where many of the areas historic properties and monuments lie - many in CD14 and CD1 - if boundaries could change so that there was more
consistency in the oversight, care and preservation of these sites, I'd be in favor of that. The historic organizations and neighborhood councils have a good relationship with the city, but its a constant
challenge to make sure that development in the area isn't solely driven by profit/greed - historic and cultural preservation can't be about that, and the city doesn't always seem to understand that.
Joan Wood
I have been a resident of Saint Andrews Square, bounded within Beverly Boulevard, Western Avenue, 3rd Street and, Wilton Place, for 42 years. It has come to my attention that there is possibility that our
neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods and taken over by Koreatown. This neighborhood has never been a part of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods.
Please keep Saint Andrews Square and the rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods together.
JoAnn Busutti
I am strongly opposed to splitting Bel-Air into 2 different council districts. Bel-Air has been a unified 100 year old district and should remain as such.
Joann Deutch
These areas have issues which are unique to the hillsides including: Wildlife Corridors; Special Building requirements; high fire danger; sky high fire insurance; dangerous racing on Mulholland Dr; litter on the
roadside from tourist visiting the scenic Overlooks ; tour buses every 30 seconds all summer long; house burglaries ; lack of public services ( — okay except fire stations ) you won't catch a street sweeper up
here...
However the hillsides are chopped into and merged with various councilmatic districts , such that there is no one council member who’s principle concern is on hillside issues.
We tend to represent small segments of at least 4 city council districts. In each of these districts, for the most part hillside are not “front and center”. Further more constituent services are really bad. If an issue
concerns something 10 feet from the centerline of Mulholland— it falls into the Valley Division. In fact most street sweepers and service trucks can’t find their way into our area for public services. There are
places on Mulholland where a street address is hard to identify; then even though we a littered with overhead internet cabling we have lots of dead spots.
Tell me which council person is looking into these issues for us… NO ONE !
MY SUGGESTION 1 council district running from Cahuenga Pass to the 405 and Sunset to Ventura Boulevards. Then we can feel like we have a voice in city matters.
Joanna and Steve
Dear Commissioners — We are residents of Greater Wilshire. We live on St Andrews Place and own a restaurant on Larchmont Blvd. We have been taken aback by the proposal to remove the historic
Vernetti
eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from our one hundred years of community of interest, and to transplant them to Koreatown. NO OUTREACH was done by your emissary, KYCC, or by the
Koreatown Task Force to us, even though we are obviously directly impacted by this land grab. The expansion is not supported by any community of interest facts and is contradicted by the Koreatown
boundaries as established by City Council ordinance. We were participants and partners with Koreatown in that ordinance. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District.
We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in Koreatown in one City Council district, but with its true boundaries, and we support the same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors
to the north in Sherman Oaks.
Joanne
I do NOT want to change my council district boundaries from CD13 to what could end up becoming part of CD4 Nithya Raman's district..And having her represent my interests...She's in the process of being
Flaster/jojovintage@yaho recalled due to her ENABLING the homeless/drug addicts/gang members to live on our streets. She cares LITTLE about her constituents. She MUST GO!!! HUNC/HOLLYWOOD advocates for the
o.com
community...I am in touch with HANNAH CHO (new) Deputy Field Director/CD13 for outreach services in homeless communities on a regular basis about Sanitation services. And the ordinance that just
passed. Before that Sean Starkey had this position. I TRUST that she and the rest of the council members are doing the best they can to mitigate this disaster on our streets. They CARE about their
constituents..NOT RAMAN.
Joanne Payne
No. I think Mitch responds to the needs of his constituents. Hopefully our community is linked to Hollywood -- because, on the surface, we have the same problems -- people living on the street and much
clutter. It's difficult to get past that problem
Joaquin
I am Joaquin. I was named for the poem.
I live in Highland Park. I am a high school student. My parents have lived in the East Side of Los Angeles all of their lives. My parents have lived in East Los Angeles, Boyle Heights and Highland Park.
My area of Highland Park has been a part of CD 14 since 1925. Residents in Highland Park were part of the Chicano Movement along with East Los Angeles, El Sereno, Lincoln Heights and Boyle Heights.
Our communities were red-lined by racist policies. Highland Park is a majority Latino district with a large Spanish Speaking population. Our community is suffering from developers who are buying up rental
properties to build housing that are unaffordable to our current residents. This is causing gentrification. I want Highland Park to be in CD 14 along with El Sereno, Lincoln Heights and Boyle Heights. We have
much in common with El Sereno and Lincoln Heights which are in the Northeast Community Plan area and have hillside communities that residents have been fighting to keep.
Please Change the Region 2 principles to include Highland Park with Lincoln Heights, Boyle Heights and El Sereno in CD 14.
Jocelyn E. Duarte
I do not believe that the boundaries of CD13 should be changed. There are many projects and services that are currently being provided through the current office of CD13. The staff is working with
community groups, neighborhood councils and the community members overall to provide critical services such as food distributions, COVID119 testing and vaccination efforts. That work has taken time to
construct and shifting the district would be detrimental. Shifting resources like Clinica Romero to another district can negatively impact access to the Central American and Latino community. The relationship
between the City and the community has historically faced challenges. But with the hard work of elected officials and field staff from the office of the current councilmember they have worked diligently with
community groups and diverse community members to overcome systemic barriers and remove fear from working with the city. This has allowed for community members to participate in the policy process.
Jocelyn Minton
I’m Jocelyn Minton and I live in Hancock Park. I support Draft Plan K Corrected, and specifically its map of District J. My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, which includes all of Greater Wilshire! We
are a community of shared interests. We share the Jewish/Orthodox religious institutions and schools with the neighborhoods to our west. We share parks and historic neighborhoods. And this map keeps our
neighborhood councils whole. Thank you for listening.
Jodette Spann
We have a good working relationship with our District 15 Councilmember Joe Buscaino. He has helped us gate off 121st and added roundabouts, to make it safer for residents. He co-sponsored a Juneteenth
Block Party to bring neighbors together in celebration. Additionally, to my knowledge Athens on the Hill has always been a part of District 15 and a part of Harbor Gateway North and as the saying goes, "If it
ain't broke, don't fix it". Our community is unique and in need of strong advocacy. I believe that Athens on the Hill should remain within Council District 15, so that our shared interests can be considered and
represented by Councilmember Joe Buscaino who has long been an advocate for the residents of Athens on the Hill and the Harbor Gateway.
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We have a good working relationship with our District 15 Councilmember Joe Buscaino. He has helped us gate off 121st and added roundabouts, to make it safer for residents. He co-sponsored a Juneteenth
Block Party to bring neighbors together in celebration. Additionally, I think Athens on the Hill has always been a part of the Harbor Gateway and District 15 and as the saying goes, "If it ain't broke, don't fix it".
Our community is unique and in need of strong advocacy. I believe that the Athens on the Hill should remain within Council District 15, so that our shared interests can be considered and represented by
Councilmember Joe Buscaino who has long been an advocate for the residents of Athens on the Hill and the Harbor Gateway.
I am a homeowner living in Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our the hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff
recommendation Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice.
Absolutely, I created a map but it's not showing up on the maps https://districtr.org/plan/46895
I feel that we need to have other valley communities in our council district, so that we aren't the ugly step child to the city! I am on the Encino Neighborhood Council, and I feel that most of what is done in CD5
is done over the hill. I am not opposed to having towns in our council district "over the hill" and what I am proposing is contiguous and fits the population criteria.
Dear Commissioners,
I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Cheltenham Drive. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.
Thank You, Joël D. Badie
no. We are happy being in CD3. We are right in the middle of the West San Fernando Valley. Our Chamber consists of Canoga Park and West Hills. CD3 has always been a huge supporter in the Memorial
Day Parade in Canoga Park. CD3 embraces Canoga Parks arts district and the diversity. Moving us to a council district that is too far away will only hurt us.
Atwater is best served under a single district. Please keep Atwater in District 13 and the river communities in one district. Please DO NOT change the boundaries. Our community has good relationship with
District 13. If we separate the neighborhoods, it could impact how our area is developed and what happens along the river. Please keep us in District 13.
Yes please! We should not be grouped with Downtown. To have our concerns mixed in with Skid Row, DTLA, etc. is just odd Bad and getting worse. DeLeon is just focsued on homelessness downtown and
we have other more "suburban" needs that are not being met
I am an Eagle Rock homeowner and former member of the Eagle Rock Neighborhood Council who has lived here for 18 years. I am writing to urge you to reject redistricting Option K entirely and to keep
Eagle Rock intact, in a single city council district. I also hope it will be possible for Eagle Rock to remain in the same district as its neighboring communities of Glassell Park, Highland Park, Garvanza, El
Sereno, and Boyle Heights, as we have many common civic interests, but my main concern is that Eagle Rock should remain intact as the governmental responsibility of a single city council district.
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on South Bronson Avenue In the Wilshire Park neighborhood HPOZ. I have been taken aback by the proposal to remove the historic eastern
neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from our one hundred years of community of interest, and to transplant them to Koreatown. NO OUTREACH was done by your emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task
Force to us in the Wilshire Park Neighborhood or in the Greater Wilshire community of interest, even though we are obviously directly impacted by this land grab. The expansion is not supported by any
community of interest facts and is contradicted by the Koreatown boundaries as established by City Council ordinance. We were participants and partners with Koreatown in that ordinance. Please keep the
entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in Koreatown in one City Council district, but with its true boundaries, and we support the
same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. Thank you.
As I commented in oral testimony today, your staff should be aware of the bogus boundary created by Los Angeles Times staffers in June of 2009, when Doug Smith and others embarked upon their
“Mapping L.A.” project. As you will see in the Comments that initially were posted by affected residents who never had been consulted by Timespeople, several Greater Wilshire neighborhoods were
incorrectly mapped as being in the Times version of “Koreatown.” In particular, the long-established and active residential neighborhoods of St. Andrews Square, Ridgewood-Wilton (including the National
Register’s Wilton Place Historic District), and Wilshire Park (also an HPOZ) were incorrectly split off from Greater Wilshire and added to the Times’ imaginary new “neighborhood” that The Times designated
as “Koreatown." Those neighborhoods are part of Greater Wilshire, not what The Times incorrectly imagined as “Koreatown."
Please review the Comments posted soon after the incorrect “neighborhood” was anointed by The Times:
MISTAKEN L.A. TIMES “KOREATOWN” BOUNDARIES JUNE 2009. Read the comments starting in June, 2009:
http://maps.latimes.com/neighborhoods/neighborhood/koreatown/comments/
The matter should have been put to rest by the official City Council action a year later, but the stubborn Timespeople (or at least one of them) refuse to correct their error. See the August 23, 2010 official
action of the Los Angeles City Council:
In the documents within the file that I am attaching today are some maps from “Nextdoor” — a new computer application that actually gets neighborhoods right, unlike the Los Angeles Times in 2009, with
respect to the eastern part of Greater Wilshire!
I have been expanding upon this subject, in this message to you, to document many of your meetings’ speakers’ expressed concerns that the commendable goal of ending the three-way split of the real
Koreatown should not create another problem — such as lopping off essential parts of the Greater Wilshire community just because the aspirational (but ill-founded) proposed “Koreatown” map expands too
much to the west, making the same error that The Times made in 2009. Here is where the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force’s map "gets it wrong” . . . on the map’s western edge:
At a minimum, the established Greater Wilshire communities of St. Andrews Square, Ridgewood-Wilton (including the National Register’s Wilton Place Historic District), and Wilshire Park (itself an HPOZ
extending to Wilton Place), should stay a part of the same City Council District as the remainder of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council geographic areas!
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lease consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 (and subsequent evolutions of such maps) to keep our communities of interest and the lower-density neighborhoods of the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council (GWNC) area together and whole. As others have written to you, under California law, "our Windsor Square neighborhood and most other GWNC neighborhoods and nearby
Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a 'community of interest' because they are 'a contiguous population which shares common social and economic
interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.’"
Greater Wilshire, as cited above (west of Wilton and west of Western between Third and Beverly), "qualifies as a 'community of interest' under every legal standard: 'needs and interests,' geography, social
interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests." As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support keeping
this community of interest together.
Following the poster, I attach a map showing the parts of GWNC that could become part of a more-western Council District, allowing three higher-density, eastern portions of GWNC (geographic areas 3, 9
and 12) to become part of a new “Koreatown” district to the east.
There are eleven established, intact GWNC geographic areas west of Wilton (especially Wilshire Park, also an HPOZ) — as well as the geographic area (#10) west of Western between Third and Beverly —
that should stay in one Council District with the rest of the western GWNC neighborhoods, should a new Council boundary line be drawn similar to the red line on the additional map that I attach.
I support keeping Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I have lived in the Canyon since 2010 and have had four children attend Wonderland Ave Elementary. I believe it is best for our community to be represented as one. Thank you.
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown. I oppose the
proposal to make Wilton Place the western boundary of Koreatown and support leaving Western Avenue as the western boundary.
I am a 41-year homeowner within the Wilton Historic District and want our neighborhood to remain as it currently stands. We have fought for many years to make it what it is today. Let's not destroy the nature
of this unique neighborhood.
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Beverly Glen Blvd. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you for your consideration!
Sincerely, John Schroeder-902-1900
Highland Park must be put together as one area and kept part of its historical and cultural communities.Our families and shared experiences are together with Lincoln Heghts ,El Sereno,Lincoln Heights and
Glassell and Cyprus Park.
Our ecological history and geography is bound together by the Arroyo Seco or as the First Nation of Los Angeles called it the Hahamongna.Our neighborhoods grew up much like our families along the River .
Highland Park if separated is an affront to the working class people and our long time neighbors and families.
Yes. Maybe smaller districts will be managed better? Perhaps it is just too overwhelming. We have had a "tiny home" community established in our neighborhood. Property values are not holding up,
homeless that arent in the tiny homes are congregating and living in rvs around the park now. The litter is increasing and its concerning. Right now the daylight hours are longer so we can still feel relatively
safe to walk and enjoy community areas but soon that will change. The public library is smack in the middle of this as well. Funds are going to people that very few will turn it around and become a productive
member of society. Meanwhile there are dead trees directly across from the council members offices that should be taken down and new planted, there are junkies meandering around the streets, half clothed
and out of their minds. Children are returning to school and will have to navigate around this. The average person was dumped on by the city when they put in the tiny homes. It showed that because most are
ESL and lower economically, they dont matter.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
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I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
I understand that you are considering the future of Atwater Village in your redistricting meeting tonight. As a resident of Atwater Village, I wish to communicate to you that it is imperative that the entirety of our
neighborhood remain in CD 13. Our neighborhood is already cut off from the rest of the city in so many ways - by freeways, from the river, and from rail lines. Splitting our residents from each other and
putting us in different council districts will only exacerbate our marginalization.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
No, El Sereno is firmly situated in CD 14 and needs to remain intact within the same district. El Sereno has 50, 000 residents and is key to the election of our City Council representative. In the past, under excouncilmember Jose Huizar, El Sereno was largely ignored and underserved. Today, our new councilmember Kevin De Leon is doing a much better job to ensure El Sereno has what it needs and is
represented within the district. El Sereno is the community furthest east within the city of Los Angeles. Every decision made by the city affects our community because when it's bad we get it the worst.
Estoy de acuerdo en tener un cambio en los límites de nuestros distritos municipales al enfocarnos en nuestras ciudades que están cerca unas de otras, como Wilmington, san pedro y harbor city. Yo creo
que nuestras comunidad es una ciudad con mucha Istoria y si asemos la boundaries para enforcar en aser la ciudad mas bonita para que otros peudan conocerla. Nuestra comunidad trabaja junto con la
ciudad para aser wilmington mas segura. nuestra comunidad soporta los eventos comunitarios que ofrese la ciudad. Con la nueva policy que el city council a declarado, yo si creo que es bueno aser nuestra
zona mas pequena entre las ciudades al rededor de Wilmington.
Yes We want to be in CD13 not in CD1
"Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented."
I am writing to urge this commission to not separate the heavily Filipino American-populated areas of East Hollywood, Wilshire Center, South Silver Lake, Atwater Village, and Historic Filipinotown. I also urge
this commission to look at the consolidation of Glassell Park and Eagle Rock into this district.
As a scholar and historian of the Filipino American community of Los Angeles, I have learned much of the history of Filipino American marginalization in this city dating back to the 1920s, a history that
continues to be unknown to many. Former Mayor Frank Shaw, for example, testified in Congress in 1933 urging for the deportation of Filipinos from the United States. Moreover, the establishments of the
Civic Center and the LADWP building during the 1950s and 1960s were built on top of "Little Manila" districts, removing much of the Filipino American community and pushing them west of downtown.
Much has changed since those eras, of course. However, these past injustices were facilitated by the political exclusion and marginalization of our community. Even as late as the 1990s, much of the Filipino
community in central Los Angeles was divided between several Council Districts. It was not until after the results of the 2000 Census that much of the community was rightfully consolidated into the 13th
Council District largely due to political advocacy from many local community members. As a result, Filipino Americans have benefited greatly over the last 20 years from much overdue political representation
in many parts of Los Angeles city government, which led to unprecedented funding for infrastructure in the Historic Filipinotown neighborhood and increased government and foundation dollars for the few
non-profit organizations that serve the Filipino community of central Los Angeles. Any dismantling of the community's political infrastructure in city government through the redistricting process will be an
affront and an attack on Filipinos throughout Los Angeles.
Again, I urge this commission not to ignore and repeat the injustices of the past and to do anything in its power to consolidate the Filipino American community of central Los Angeles - East Hollywood,
Wilshire Center, South Silver Lake, Atwater Village, Historic Filipinotown, Glassell Park, and Eagle Rock - into a single Council District.
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
No, it's better for the Jewish community to be in one district as opposed to split among many districts so the community can have a voice We have a great relationship with the city and our councilman. We
have many needs specifically stemming from Jewish holidays and how the lights are affected (changing to walk for peds. automatically) and waiving the need to move cars during street cleaning on Jewish
holidays to name but two.
I feel like our district lines should be kept the same so our city council can keep helping and improving the community. I worry if they try to cover more area that it might be too much and would not take care of
it as well as they do now. Because in all honesty I feel they do a very good job with the area that they take care of. I do feel a lot of support from our city. The park is very well taking care of including the
streets. They've made covid vaccines very accessible. I personally do feel if I needed to ask for support that I would do it. Because it seems that our city representative cares about our community. but if you
ask me if I don't know where to go.
Make the city bigger Lively
I'm happy with the current district area. I feel it's important the way it is. I think if it goes up to high it wouldn't be south LA no more but part of downtown LA. So I want to keep it the way it is. I see the city
showing a lot of initiative to help folks become vaccinated. So I really appreciate that, I don't feel comfortable approaching the city for help. I don't feel comfortable because I don't know what the process is or
who to talk to.
Re: Communities of Interest Seventh Council District Redistricting
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners: Hi my name is Juan Carlos Corona I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 42 years, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District.
With large investments coming into the district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview
Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As
these new investments come to the 7th District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue
improvements to our infrastructure. Thank you very much for your consideration.
Hi my name is Juan and I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 20 years, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the district, it
is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and continue to
have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th District,
consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
Dear Commissioners,
I understand that you have received the below letter from my neighbor, Owen Smith. I would like to add my voice to his. No one consulted the residents of this community. No one explored the impact. I am
adamantly opposed to being redistricted, for all the reasons Owen describes below and then some. We are a historic residential neighborhood and our needs are far more in synch with the other residential
neighborhoods that are part of our current district than with the district you are anticipating adding us to. Redistricting us for no purpose other than political horse trading diminishes our protections, our home
and neighborhood values and our rights. Please keep us in our current district.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
No - it works. it has identify, location, a variety of ethnicities, ages, economic levels, a grade school and a high school.... We have a relatively young Hermon Neighborhood Council supplemented by an active
group of community volunteers; the latter was in place for years prior to establishing the NC.
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Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners: Hi my name is Julian Rosales Jr. I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 43 years, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District.
With large investments coming into the district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview
Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As
these new investments come to the 7th District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue
improvements to our infrastructure. Thank you very much for your consideration.
I think that the downtown sections of CD1 & CD14 should have their own representation. It seems like making them so long and far reaching is about getting power, rather than serving the interests of the
different communities. The city council is mostly in service to the things that generate money and power. They struggle to do common sense things that have a direct impact on the lives of everyday people.
No at this time!!!! I believed everything it’s under good hands and well management The Community and the City got involved and many different events and also the people joint all the City Council meetings
taking part of all big decisions.
I live in the part of Studio City that the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA) suggests should be added as an "add-on area" to the proposed new Council District 5.
I do not believe that this is in the best interests of Studio City and oppose the proposal.
I am fine for Sherman Oaks to reorganize itself however it sees fit, but believe that people in Studio City should not be in a separate council district from others in Studio City.
I would prefer to stay linked to my own area and to the rest of the city rather than to become part of a designated SFV super district. So far as the SFV itself, broader representation in multiple districts is better
for all parts of the SFV. Most importantly, however, any redistricting for Studio City should keep all of Studio City together.
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
Hello,I am a resident on Strickland Avenue in Highland Park and I have several requests:1. That Highland Park is no longer politically fractured between two council districts 2. We want to be part of CD14
which is KDL district 3. We want to be part of a district that includes Lincoln Heights, Montecito Heights ,Lincoln Heights ,El Sereno Eagle Rock and Glassell Park 4. Communities of color and park poor
communities should not be gerrymandered into districts that do not recognize our open land and ecological needs. Thank you. Justine Mandel
1. We want Shadow Hills to stay in ONE Council District, not divided up. 2. We want all horsekeeping/animalkeeping and High-Fire-Mountain Fire District communities (Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Shadow
Hills, La Tuna Canyon) to be in the same ONE district (as they currently are in CD7). This allows our communities to advocate for our common interests as one united voice.
I have grown up in the San Fernando Valley, and lived in the Shadow Hills area for the last 30 plus years. Please stop ruining our lifestyle and beloved communities for the sake of development!!! It happens
over and over again.
My family have been residents of Saint Andrews Square, bounded within Beverly Boulevard, Western Avenue, 3rd Street and, Wilton Place, for 50+ years. It has come to my attention that there is a possibility
that our neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods and moved to Koreatown. This neighborhood has never been a part of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods.
Please keep Saint Andrews Square and the rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods together.
Hi my name is Karen I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 28 years, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the district, it is
important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and continue to
have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th District,
consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Greater Wishire area. I live on Elmwood Avenue. I am writing to ask that you keep the entire Greater Wilshire area in one City Council district, just as has been requested by our
neighbors to the east in Koreatown, and by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks.
I live in Larrchmont Village, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. We support Plan K and specifically its District J. Thanks for the recent modifications! My neighborhood asks to be part
of District J with the map modified to include ALL OF GREATER WILSHIRE. My current council district, CD 4, will be transformed to exclude Sherman Oaks. We support this. But Greater Wilshire must also
move as part of this new vision for the City.
We must move to District J, where we share a community of interest. We share historical residential neighborhoods. We share the Jewish / Orthodox religion and institutions. We share parks. Our children are
in the same schools and sports leagues. We do not share these with our neighbors to the east.
As a 52-year-resident of the City strip of Ladera Heights, I vehemently oppose the redistricting proposal to make our area part of South Los Angeles! We identify ourselves as residents of Ladera Heights
along with those who are in the County portion of Ladera Heights. Please do not separate us from our neighbors—we are all in the same zip code & share the same identity as a community. We also belong
to the Ladera Heights Civic Association which represents all of Ladera Heights Supervisor. Bonin has done an excellent job of keeping us updated on what’s happening in our neighborhood and represents us
with vigor and commitment. Please DO NOT separate us from our Ladera Heights neighbors by redistricting the city portion in which we reside.
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Cody Road. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you
I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Cody Road. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.
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▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
Hi my name is Karen Vega and I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 12 years, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the
district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and
continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th
District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
My spouse, Ted Kitada and I, Karen Yamashita jointly own 403 North Arden Blvd. in the Larchmont area and are greatly perturbed at the various redistricting plans which separate us from similar communities
like Windsor Square and Hancock Park. We strongly insist that the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council be kept whole and if necessary, be transitioned westward to join other Communities of interest in
CD5.
Let me note, for the record, our insistent opposition to the plan advanced on Tuesday, Sept. 21 by Commissioner Suh, on behalf of Council Member Raman’s office, that sweeps the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council into Koreatown and Echo Park where the GWNC voice will be subsumed.
I understand that there is a proposal to redraw the Council District 7 lines that would move my town of Shadow Hills OUT OF CD7 and into Council District 2. I think this is a very bad idea. Shadow Hills needs
to REMAIN in CD7 as the current neighboring communities are similar and best represented within the CD7 district, but more importantly CD7 is in a high fire community. I have been evacuated TWICE due
to fires in the last 10 years. If Shadow Hills is moved to CD7, it will not be in the same fire region and I fear we will not get the representation and protection for our unique rural community because CD2 is a
more urban community geographically. Keep Shadow Hills in Council District 7 to maintain the unity of the district both geographically as well as economically.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is div ided down Laurel Canyon Blvd. I do support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside District CD4" as proposed in draft
map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed here: https://districtr.
org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. A unified "Hillside District" makes common sense. We have common issues and common goals, ie., preparation for emergencies; fight
overdevelopment of fragile areas; protect the character of our neighborhoods, open space and wildlife.
Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
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Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
We love our district and our Concilmember Paul Krekorian and his staff. They attend our events and listens to our concerns. They are at our neighborhood watch meetings and inform us of things that are
happening in our neighborhood. We are also very happy with our SLO Whitey who is amazing!! We want to continue the long relationships we have with our Councilmember.
I vehemently oppose splitting up Laurel Canyon, as a long time resident and parent.
Dear Commissioners:
I have lived in Council District 4 for over 20 years, on Wilton Drive in the Ridgewood Wilton neighborhood. I vote consistently in local elections, as well as state and federal elections.
I have learned that a redistricting decision has been proposed by a private group calling themselves the Koreatown task force, which would harm Saint Andrews Square, a historic neighborhood just to the
east of my neighborhood. It would be unfair and irrational to remove Saint Andrews Square, which has been in the same community of interest as my neighborhood for 100 years, from CD4, and for some
undisclosed reason allow annexation by Koreatown.
Essentially, you are asked by the Koreatown task force to deprive the citizens living in Saint Andrews Square of their democratically chosen representatives, without ever giving a reason for such a proposed
action. Your Commission went through the motions of retaining KYCC as your emissary, but KYCC did not in anyway consult or even contact the residents of Saint Andrews Square, let alone neighboring
Ridgewood Wilton. The Koreatown task force (NOT the Koreatown Neighborhood Council) has engineered an undemocratic attempt at a landgrab.
Moreover, after a long process of democratic input, the City Council already determined that Saint Andrews Square belongs where it has been ever since neighborhood councils were established. In fact,
Koreatown’s representatives agreed with the boundaries of Koreatown as defined by city ordinance. That boundary was NOT Wilton place. The Koreatown task force is an unofficial group of individuals and
businesses with undisclosed interests in the outcome of this districting decision, asking you to deny due process to the residents of Saint Andrew Square, and thereby harming my neighborhood as well.
Our neighborhoods do not have any community of interest with Koreatown, but our two neighborhoods have worked for years on jointly beneficial projects, for example, installing street lights on Wilton Drive
and Ridgewood Place at the expense of those residents; raising funds to install large pedestrian crosswalks and tree plantings at the intersections of Wilton Place and both First Street and also at Second
Street, which have been maintained at the expense of the Ridgewood Wilton neighborhood, with support from the Greater WIlshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC), since 2011; we support Friends of Wilshire
Public Library, in Saint Andrew’s Square; many residents are members of Saint Brendan’s parish church and have sent their children for decades to St. Brendan’s school; we strongly support the businesses
on Larchmont Boulevard, 1/2 mile to the west. We ourselves also support many of the businesses in Koreatown, but we do not support the Task Force attempt to annex a residential neighborhood with little to
nothing in common with Koreatown, with no attempt to determine what the residents of St. Andrews Square want. The fair and logical decision is to keep the entire Greater Wilshire Neighborhood in one city
council district. Koreatown residents may also express their desire to be kept in one city council district — but one with logical and fair boundaries, not one designed to harm their neighbors unjustly.
I look forward to your providing due process and reaching a fair and logical decision.
I am sending a copy of this letter to Patricia Carroll, who represents our neighborhoods on GWNC.
I live on Sutherland Street in Echo Park in CD 13. Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell has been our councilman and has worked hard for the community.
I am very concerned that we remain in CD 13 and that the existing configuration be preserved, if not expanded, to include all of these interconnected communities: Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian
Valley, Echo Park, Elysian Park, Angelino Heights, Silverlake, Historic Filipino Town, East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia, Hollywood
In particular, it is extremely important that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that the park is preserved and maintained for future generations and kept safe from any
further development or encroachment. In fact it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation.
Greetings. Among the various redistricting proposals which have come to my attention, that which makes most sense and provides the greatest amount of community-unity, common interests, and safety is
the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4). The hillside communities share concerns in terms of fire, roadway access, theft and other criminal activity, wildlife and
land protection, hillside grading and development.
I wholly agree with these succint talking points compiled by my neighborhood association:
“We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant
histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong emphasis on fire safety), emergency
communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as a part of the Hollywood Hills West
area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common interests with the neighborhoods in Bel
Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice.”
I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’
Connor, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
I have been a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood for 18 years. We are bounded by Beverly Blvd to the north, 3rd Street to the south, Wilton Place to the east and Ridgewood Place to the west. It
has come to my attention that there is a possibility that our neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods and taken over by Koreatown. This neighborhood has never been a part
of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods.
Ridgewood-Wilton consists of single-family, historic homes; whereas, Koreatown is a mix of single and multi-family homes, apartment buildings, commercial properties and businesses. Koreatown has the
priorities of a very large commercial and high residential density neighborhood. Ridgewood-Wilton’s priorities consist principally of a classic neighborhood made up of historic single-family homes. The
neighborhood has benefitted for many years because we have had a single voice in the City Council. Splitting our community in half down Wilton Place would deny us the ability to vote collectively for a single
City Council representative who would represent our community’s unique interests. Please keep Ridgewood-Wilton and the rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire
Neighborhoods together.
The primary reason for support of CD5 is that a designated representative will be focused on our particular area and know its nuances and details with fullness and clarity . At this time we are bundled into far
reaching areas of the community our councilperson rep currently lives in Silverlake miles from where we are here in Sherman Oaks We need a local representative this would be very helpful and also effective
in knowing we are accurately representative preferably with someone who LIVES In our area and has personal knowledge and experience of our city of Sherman Oaks .
I am a long time resident of Larchmont Heights (40 years) and a new member of the Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association. I am writing to you in support of Draft Map #53505 submitted to you this
evening by our neighbor, Hancock Park.
Please note the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map: Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont,
Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews,
as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax, Upper Nichols Canyon,
Hollywood Hills West and Laurel Canyon
Please leave Shadow Hills the way it is in CD7.
1. We want all housekeeping communities to be in the same district (as they currently are in CD7). This allows housekeeping communities to advocate as one united voice.
2. We want all high-fire communities to be in the same district. This allows high-fire communities to advocate as one united voice.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
My name is Kian Zarrinnam and I am writing today to inform you that I respectively OPPOSE the redistricting of CD 13! I believe that the business district of Hollywood should be kept together in CD 13, which
has been in CD 13 for more than 30 years and should remain there.
Keep the Hollywood historic core / Walk of Fame / regional center / business district COMPLETELY in tact - IN CD13!!! You cannot split districts on Hollywood Blvd. Franklin Ave must be the northern border.
La Brea Ave must be the western border. Sunset Blvd or south must be the southern border - to keep the Walk of Fame in tact. The Hollywood business community has been working closely with CD13 for
years on many projects including the Walk of Fame Master Plan, a multi-million dollar investment. Splitting up the Walk of Fame or removing it from CD13 jeopardizes the Master Plan and jeopardizes our
community's future. Map 52740 keeps Hollywood in tact, keeps CD13 in tact, and also addresses the proposal made by Commissioner Suh on Tuesday 9/21, as it relates to CD4 acquiring Koreatown.
After the devastation most strongly felt by hotels, restaurants, bars, theaters, and music venues because of the pandemic, it is necessary more than ever to have a single voice advocating our way back to
revitalization. This will allow these businesses to work with the same councilmember to revitalize the business district. It will also give the community a platform to have their interests ranging from housing,
jobs, community, and transportation infrastructure be kept within one council district, so they are able to advocate together for their needs with one council member.
I thank you for all your hard work on this and urge you to please oppose the redistricting of CD 13!
I am a stakeholder resident in Hancock Park. I have lived in Los Angeles for almost all of my life, including the Westside and also the Hollywood Hills. I have heard public comment about keeping communities
whole. Most of the public comments have made sense to me—don’t split the Latino community, or the Korean community. It seems second nature to me as a lifelong Angeleno where those ethnic
communities are physically located.
With respect to where I currently live, I respectfully request that redistricting take into account the reality of our daily lives and keeps our communities whole. Just today, I joined a friend who lives in Windsor
Square to have lunch in Larchmont Village, a location which both this Hancock Park resident and my Windsor Square friend frequent several times a week.
By creating a new district that keeps our community whole, this means not only acknowledging the shared community comprised of Windsor Square, Larchmont and Hancock Park, but also recognizing that
we have a significant Orthodox Jewish Community that not only is deeply connected to Hancock Park but also Beverly Grove to the west, the Fairfax District to the north and west, but also to farther west to
Pico-Robertson and Beverlywood. We need a council member focused on this community of interest that is important to the diverse fabric of Los Angeles. I am advocating for modifying the redistricting plan to
keep Windsor Square, Larchmont and Hancock Park together and also our Orthodox Jewish community together from Hancock Park to Pico-Robertson and Beverlywood. This is a broader community of not
just homeowners but also renters, and individuals of varying economic means.
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Morrison st. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you. Kim Daugherty
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
The impact of gerrymandering is felt strongly in our current district 4. We have nothing in common with district in K town, West Hollywood. I strongly recommend we be moved into District A where we share
similar concerns with similar south valley communities.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
I write as an Eagle Rock resident. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock remain whole and in Council District 14.
Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
Dear Committee,
I am a 33-year resident of Studio City, writing to voice my very strong objection to the SOHA Proposal segmenting part of Studio City from CD2. One of the cardinal rules of redistricting is not to split or
segment a community. SOHA’s proposal carves a portion from Studio City, and divides it from the distinct and historically significant community of Studio City. This is a blatant land grab that must be rejected.
Studio City is in the midst of a huge wave of over-large development and is at risk of having its entire character changed. It appears the goal of SOHA’s proposal is to obtain more power, but this proposal
would be at the cost of our consideration, representation, and the best interests of Studio City.
Please SAY NO to SOHA. Studio City must remain unified and not be nibbled away into other districts.

Name
Kirk Friedmand

Kirk Henry

Kirk Orlando

Koren Salajka

Krista Joyner
Krista Michaels
Kristen Stavola

Kristen Tostado

Public Testimony
My name is Kirk Friedman and I live at 5634 Burnet Ave, Sherman Oaks, CA 91411 with my wife Jamie and our 2 children.
I am sure you are getting inundated with emails from concerned residents who want to remain in the neighborhood they feel connected to, so I will be brief. The last 18 months have been filled with tragedy
and no one has been left unaffected. However, one thing that has managed to blunt the trauma that Covid has wreaked on society is the sense of community I feel with my neighbors and Sherman Oaks as a
whole. This has especially been true for my children, who are much less equipped to handle the sort of upheaval we all experienced,and continue to experience. Whether it was finally reuniting for Sherman
Oaks little league or the first day back at Kester after a year away, Sherman Oaks is an inextricable part of their lives.
It doesn't make any sense to introduce more uncertainty and change to a community of children after 18 months of the ground shifting underneath their feet almost daily. I would suggest we enable as much
continuity as possible for the community instead of changing the community we live in against our will.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
No, I support plan B2 Nury Martinez and Lorena Bernal have been so helpful anytime I have been in contact with them.
Keep the Cahuenga Pass community remain in CD4
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
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I am a longtime resident and homeowner of Sherman Oaks. I strongly urge the City of L.A. Redistricting Commission to make the ONLY wise choice with respect to Sherman Oaks, and that is: JOIN
SHERMAN OAKS TO CD5, where it shares common interests (and boundaries!) with Encino.
I STRONGLY SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE SHERMAN OAKS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION TO JOIN OUR COMMUNITY TO CD5!
Sherman Oaks, separated by district from other Valley communities, has been unjustly lumped with the primarily Los Angeles communities of CD4, with only a literal SLIVER of geographic conjoining.
Sherman Oaks has been shortchanged in city representation as part of CD4.
Please RECTIFY that by redistricting Sherman Oaks into CD5, a 68% Valley majority. This is the ONLY sensible, fair and appropriate decision for our community!
No, I do not believe the CD13 district boundaries should be changed. We have bonded as a community both in person at businesses and parks and online through websites such as Nextdoor. We trust
Councilman Mitch O'Farrell to continue leading CD13 through the COVID-19 pandemic and changing district boundaries would not only be confusing but dangerous to the health of those who need COVID
testing and vaccinations. With the recent restoration and reopening of Echo Park Lake, it does not seem logical to remove it from CD13 as Councilman O'Farrell and his staff are fully engaged with the
process where as Councilman Gil Cedillo has had no visible or meaningful involvement despite CD1 boarding the lake. Echo Park and Hollywood have been noticeably impacted by recent City Council
policies to improve the health and safety of the community, mostly for the positive, but it continues to be a tumultuous time that would benefit from maintaining the current district boundaries and City Council
leadership. One major issue with the redistricting proposals is that minority community members have been under-engaged in the local political processes and the obfuscation of important changes that could
move them into a district under a Council person they did not vote for is not only disappointing but discriminatory and potentially harmful.
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Now I just elected Nithya Raman, please don’t let us have Paul Koretz here
We should be grouped together as much as possible. It would simplify recognizing and addressing the common needs of this relatively uniform demographic. We live here. We are part of the city but have
unique cultural and logistical needs that are likely not known outside our community. Keeping us in a single district will simply making the city aware of our lifestyle and distinct character by raising our
representative’s awareness within the Council.
Possibly add Hancock park to 5th to consolidate the orthodox vote Since we are religiously conservative, and the city is woke, our only hope to not have our interests decimated mandates not separating our 3
neighborhoods
I would like this community to remain within CD13 We have a good relationship with our current council member and an adversarial relationship with CD1. I would prefer to be represented by someone who
cares about the LA River and environs.
Yes, I believe that this entire area should be consolidated under CD13. There are many issues involving the river communities that span both banks, and currently they are covered by a patchwork of council
offices. The aforementioned patchwork of council offices makes it difficult to resolve issues that span more than one district. CD13 is very responsive to community concerns, and very knowledgeable about
the river. It makes sense to have them oversee this entire community.
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▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Dear Commissioners I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Buffalo Ave. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. It's important to us.
Thank you.
North Hollywood and Studio City - while demographically similar, these are geographical islands. I would include other parts of Hollywood currently excluded and the Fairfax district. I believe a district should
be compact, should contain the businesses that support and affect residents, should contain a mix of home-owners and renters and should be ethnically diverse, reflecting the city at large as possible. Policy
decisions affect city services, residential constructions and operation of commercial services that support residents.
I love the city of Sherman Oaks and I love the work CM Raman. She truly cares about our community. I am out and about in the community consistently helping build it up instead of complaining. I love the
fact that Nithya Raman is eager to build up our district, with the communities help.
I am urging that Sherman Oaks stays in CD4!
I have been listening to some of the redistricting calls and I am very concerned that many of you are listening to the Sherman Oaks residents that are bitter, complain and only want to recall Nithya Raman as
they feel that she is allowing our city to turn into Skid Row. I can assure you, that I, and MANY residents of Sherman Oaks feel supported and heard when it comes to our many initiatives for social justice and
building up communities.
We hold a daily protest on Sepulveda Blvd/Ventura Blvd which is currently on day 479. We have been protesting and bringing awareness to our community to bring change, hope and let people know that
Black Lives Matter. We do other initiatives such as Back To School Giveaways, Feed the unhoused, distribute hygiene kits, work with schools throughout the city of LA and much more. I assure you that
majority of the residents in Sherman Oaks want to stay in CD4. Many are not able to call to voice their concerns, but rest assured, we demand to stay in CD4. Diversity and inclusion is what we need and
spread in our community. If you all choose to move us in another district we will NOT be supported and forced to stop our peaceful protesting as we know that is what CD5 or any other council member would
push for. Then our organization would be in a legal battle with the city.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
We have been residents and homeowners of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association (RWNA) for 10 years. RWNA is located along Wilton Place, Wilton Drive and Ridgewood Place between Third
Street and Beverly Boulevards. It has come to my attention that there is a possibility that half our neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood and moved into Koreatown by
changing the boundary from Western Ave to Wilton Place. Please do not change the existing boundary. Our association has always identified itself and had much in common with the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhoods. We have very little in common, and residentially with Koreatown. We have also benefitted for many years by having a single voice in the City Council. By splitting our community down Wilton
Place you would deny us the ability to vote collectively for a single City Council representative who would represent our community’s unique interests. Please keep the current boundary of Western Blvd to
allow both neighborhoods’ different interests and needs to be fully represented in our City Council.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
· Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background. Our children attend the same elementary school and we all
face the same issues with respect to development and safety.
· Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
· I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
· I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts. Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district.
Sherman Oaks needs its own representative. We ,who live here,have problems that have not been addressed. I believe if we have someone who actually lives in the area,and is aware, we have a better
chance of support!
NO!!!!! To divide the Laurel Canyon hillside presently in CD4 into CD5 is a disaster!!!!!! And is not what the majority of the hillside community wants!!!!! The hillside communities are a united community that is
of one voice in understanding and resolving our unique issues living in hillside communities. To divide the Laurel Canyon hillside community weakens our position in the city council and will virtually make it
impossible to address the many issues we face as hillside communities effectively. NO TO MOVING LAUREL CANYON INTO CD5!!!!! The hillside communities function as one voice because we understand
the unique problems we must resolve as a united hillside community....we help each other and support each other with a united understanding....CD4 city council member communicates with one voice for all
the hillside communities....to divide the Laurel Canyon hillside into CD4 & CD5 weakens expedient communication and resolve.......!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

Name
Laurie Kelson

Laurie Traub

Leif Cervantes de
Reinstein

Leigh Dana Jackson

Lesley Goldberg

Lester Solis

libby lehmann

Linda and Ed Rice

Public Testimony
CD5 should be Encino , Sherman Oaks, Tarzana, the entire Sepulveda Basin, Bel Air- Bel Air Crest Neighborhood Council which includes Roscomare Valley, BelAir Knolls and Bel Air Skycrest which are just
S of Mulholland Dr across from Encino. The community of Mountain Gate could also be included.
Note: The Encino Neighborhood Council Map being used by Redistricting is WRONG. The Encino NC goes from Mulholland Dr (S) to Victory Blvd (N) Lindley (W) to the 405 (E).
Please do not consider the I-405 for a CD5 border. All of the communities in the Santa Monica Mountains have a lot in common as do the flat areas of Encino, Sherman Oaks and Tarzana.
The Institutional Use Corridor where there are many schools, a church, a university, a temple and a museum are part of our community.
The Sepulveda Basin, a flood control area, serves all of the communities with areas of open space and recreation.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses.
We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater
Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into
the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman
Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council
Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy
decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming
to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all future Redistricting processes.
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
I have been a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association (RWNA) for 6 years. RWNA is located along Wilton Place, Wilton Drive and Ridgewood Place between Third Street and Beverly
Boulevard. It has come to my attention that there is a possibility that half our neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood and moved into Koreatown by changing the boundary
from Western Avenue to Wilton Place. I would urge the commissioners to not change the existing boundary. Our association has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods. The area has
benefitted for many years by having a single voice in the City Council. By splitting our community down Wilton Place you would deny us the ability to vote collectively for a single City Council representative
who would represent our community’s unique interests. What makes this neighborhood unique among areas I’ve lived in during my two decades in LA is the close relationships among neighbors, the strong
sense of community, and the active role our neighborhood association plays in promoting civic engagement and improving local quality of life.
Please keep the current boundary of Western Avenue to allow both neighborhoods’ different interests and needs to be fully represented in our City Council.
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
My high school is located in a different City Council area. I would like to have my high school Belmont HS included so I would like to see the lines extended to Lucas. I'm not too much up to date with the city
council or policies. But I do wish we could do better with helping the homeless population. It's been years that this has been going on, it's been happening due to inflation. Rent is too high in LA. We need a
housing program that is actually going to help them. There should be a whole process where they're also being helped to look for work. I like using an app called Citizen to keep up with covid trends and with
police activity in my neighborhood.
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
in Bel Air and own the property at 2075 Linda Flora Drive. I strongly oppose dividing Bel Air into 2 districts - as this will lessen Bel Air Crests' impact as an area with common goals and problems.
I hope you will reconsider this division.
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Linda and Madison MasonI am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation
Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice.
Linda blank
I believe that the Palms area south of National Blvd has very little in common with the rest of the Council District because Palms is mostly rentals. It should be moved into a district where its interests are more
aligned. The population area of Encino is more aligned with other neighborhoods in Council District 5.
We are affected by City Council policy decisions that do not support continuous improvement of our communities. We need our Council District to be cohesive so our Councilmember can appropriately
represent our interests in making City policy. For the past 20 years we have had an on-going relationship with our Councilmember and wish to continue this excellent working relationship so we can continue
to share our thoughts about public policy and and policy decisions.
Linda K. Hall
I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
Linda M. Blank
I live in Westwood and have been a resident there for over 50 years. As a resident in Council District 5, please keep our district in the cohesive unit that it currently is. Our neighborhoods work together
because we have similar cultures (densely populated with traditional Jewish families as well as other interconnected religious groups). We have a bond of working together to keep our area a strong, safe and
vibrant place to live. Our residents live in established and historical neighborhoods that can easily be mapped by large streets, such as Ventura Blvd on the North, National Blvd on the South, Sepulveda on
the West and Highland on the East. Our neighborhoods work together to preserve and protect the integrity of our communities. I believe that the Palms area south of National Blvd has very little in common
with the rest of the Council District because Palms is mostly rentals. It should be moved into a district where its interests are more aligned. I support having the Encino area as part of Council District 5
because Encino is the home to the largest synagogue in the San Fernando Valley and Encino neighborhoods are densely population with Jewish families and interconnected religious groups, and therefore,
aligns well with other neighborhoods in Council District 5. We work with our City Council member for the betterment of our communities and we are affected by City Council policy decisions that do not support
continuous improvement of our communities. We need our Council District to be cohesive so our Councilmember can appropriately represent our interests.
Linda Marder
Dividing Laurel Canyon at Laurel Canyon Blvd makes NO SENSE for Laurel Canyon Residents!!!! Please don’t divide us!!!
Linda Marder
It makes no sense to divide the Laurel Canyon community at Laurel Canyon Blvd!!!! Please don’t allow this to happen! It’s very important that we stay together as a community.
Linda Mason
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
Linda O'Connor
Dear Commissioners,
I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Otsego St. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.
Lindsey Leonard
I'm Lindsey Leonard and I live in Brookside, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. We support Plan K and specifically its District J. My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, with the
map modified to include ALL OF GREATER WILSHIRE. My current Council district, CD4, will be transformed to exclude Sherman Oaks. We support this. But Greater Wilshire must also move as part of this
new vision for our City. We must move to District J, where we share a community of interest. We share historic residential neighborhoods. We share the Jewish/Orthodox religion and institutions. We share
parks. Our children are in the same schools and sports leagues. We do not share these with our neighbors to the east. Thank you for listening.
Lionel Marez
When I looked at Draft B & G, at the borderline, I realized the majority are Latino who share a common interest; spanish speaking and working to middle class.
Lisa
No. Equestrian recreation areas are not safe when shared with other forms of recreation or city traffic. Shared spaces with other activities are potentially dangerous both for horse riders and non-riders. Our
community has a mutually beneficial relationship with the city and respects the boundaries set by the city.
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I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
YES. Northeast LA, including the areas further east such as Boyle Heights and El Sereno should be a distinct district so the Councilmember should focus on our issues and not be distracted by downtown or
those of east Hollywood. I strongly feel that decisions by the Councilmembers of both CD1 and CD 14 have far more to do with their downtown constituents and it is essential to split off NELA for us to have a
voice
Yes, I didn't even know we were part of Eagle Rock's district. Downtown is all buildings so I don't know how that relates to us. But, maybe including ourselves with CD 8, 9 or 10. MacArthur park needs to be
invested in. It's not well-maintained and it became a space for homeless people. Due to gentrification my neighborhood has changed a lot. I used to know all my neighbors. The liquor store on the corner was
owned by a woman for 30+ years before I was born. She closed down about 3-4 years ago. I only have 7-11s now there's no more mom and pop shops. I don't see a lot of people who look like me. There's an
increase in homeless people but a decrease in gang activity. Unfortunately I'm not familiar with city council or the effect of their policies.
Please put me down as wholeheartedly supporting SOHA’s recommendations, please seriously consider them in planning new districts.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on N. St. Andrews Pl.
Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District, just as has been requested by our neighbors to the east in Koreatown, and by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks.
No outreach was done by your emissary or task force to our neighborhood, even though we are directly impacted. The proposal makes little sense for our community.
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’
Connor, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes
I would like CD boundaries to include more of Echo Park (Douglas St to the east, Temple St to the south to include the old diversity we always had. Most hispanic people have moved further east and south of
the 101 Los Angeles We are affected by funding for our schools (we need more funding), affordable housing for our every expanding homeless population, services for Spanish speaking families and low
income seniors.
The community has vacillated between CD 1 and CD14 for years. I like having two council members - more electeds to engage with around community issues. It is hard to get and keep electeds attention. It is
hard to get visionary thinking and resources. Many of our existing cultural resources and museums need more support and love. The Lummis home, the Southwest Museum, the Casa de Adobe, Heritage
Square Museum, Tierra Culebra, the Audubon of Debs Park all need more support to improve current programming or just to keep doors open. We have so many cultural resources all connected by the
beautiful Metro Gold Line - we should be the cultural envy of Los Angeles. But instead without the politcal will, our cultural resources languish.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I think it is very important to maintain the library on Olympic and Alvarado that is in my community; I ask that the commission new lines don't impact this. I think the relationships is okay but our community
needs to also see more tangible changes to create more trust. For example, seeing swept streets and lights fixed in our streets sooner instead of months from they are problem to us on a daily basis would be
reminder and show us our city council understands and is in tune to the daily issues that come up for us. This would lead for us to have a positive outlooks on our council and we would feel like they are doing
work for us and we would want to engage more with them about bigger issues too.
No. Canoga Park homes are increasing in value, and new homeowners in the city, such as myself, pay a lot in property taxes and wish for the areas to improve. By improve I do not mean push out lower
income community members, but I definitely think everyone deserves better schools and cleaner streets. Moving Canoga park out of CD3 will enable people in power to ignore issues and become complacent
with the status quo. It’s almost as if the city is saying we are not good enough to be part of CD3. It seems to me this is gerrymandering of some sort and is also limiting the lower income community members
from having their voices heard. Canoga park has already been discriminated against once in the 80s as higher income, typically white community members renamed part of the city to West Hills. I stead of
addressing issues in their city, these people distanced themselves from Canoga. Now in 2021 the same thing is being done with the Cory trying to move Canoga Park out of CD3. Canoga park residents have
a strong association with West SFV, and are part of the larger community here. If something happens in west hills or Woodland Hills, it will also typically affect Canoga park and reseda.
Our entire community Must be in one council district. DO NOT split the small community up. We have a good relationship with our city council rep. We work together to improve safety issues and to keep our
community clean and safe.
No, do not change boundaries. We are part of downtown Los Angeles and Grand Center Market. We are tenants business owners and our landlord is th City. We support the City Council and our Councilman,
De Leon
Definitely not. We should be in a district where others share our interests and concerns. Our residents are strong supporters of City activities. Policy decisions can have major effects on our area and we use
our representation to be heard.
Hollywood, like Council District 13, is the historic heart of Los Angeles' LGBTQ+ community. Following last year's civil unrest, I have closely worked with Council District 13 to create the All Black Lives Matter
artwork on Hollywood Boulevard, and also on the All Black Lives Matter commemorative marker. These projects bring increased visibility to underrepresented communities, and have proven to be historical
milestones in the City's history. To remove Hollywood from the 13th District would be a betrayal of this history, and a set back for our many achievements. I strongly urge that Hollywood remain in the 13th
District so that the transgender and nonbinary communities continue in their fight for equity and visibility, and so our accomplishments will not be erased.
Dear Commissioners, I have lived on Greenleaf Street in Sherman Oaks for nearly 40 years. It is imperative that Sherman Oaks remains a single community in one Council District. I strongly oppose
redistricting that would break up our neighborhood.
I would like to keep AOH within the boundaries of CD 15 because of its shared history with the Harbor area communities; and, because of the historic and significant role it played in the formation of (and its
connection to) the unique configuration of the City of L.A. Over the years, the CD 15 Council Office has been extremely supportive of AOH---in ways too numerous to mention. However, I must give a "shout
out" to the most recent CD 15 support of AOH advocacy. Residents advocated to Councilman Joe Buscaino for ROUND ABOUTS on several streets. Two weeks ago---Thursday, August 5, 2021,--ROUND ABOUTS were installed!
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I would like to keep AOH within the boundaries of CD 15 because of its shared history with the Harbor area communities; and, because of the historic and significant role it played in the formation of (and its
connection to) the unique configuration of the City of L.A. Over the years, the CD 15 Council Office has been extremely supportive of AOH---in ways too numerous to mention. However, I must give a "shout
out" to the most recent CD 15 support of AOH advocacy: Residents advocated to Councilman Joe Buscaino for ROUND ABOUTS on several streets. Two weeks ago---Thursday, August 5, 2021,---ROUND
ABOUTS were installed!
Luis Hernandez
I believe the boundaries should be extend. There's not really a boundary between 9, 13,14 and the bottom of 4 as far as community and people who share either same characteristics. I don't think it should
extend into the top of 4 because it's a different community that might have their own goals, needs and beliefs. From personal experience trying to change my community I believe the city doesn't pay attention
to this community because they see the way the community is affected as it stands and they don't really work with the community. They have entered the community and told them what to do and what they
need help on instead of asking the community. My community is affected by policies because they are seen as uneducated individuals that need help in the sense of regulations like the curfew during COVID.
It was affecting them because they have work past the time of the curfew and they employers don't care. They stopped and got frisked they don't take into consideration that they have to work and their
transportation to get home.
Luis Martinez
I would move the line down to Wilshire. There's more businesses buses & trains that I use a lot there and I consider it part of my neighborhood. There's a lot of laws that should be changed and policies. I
wouldn't know how to contact my city rep and haven't had an opportunity to talk to them. They could come up with ways to obtain community feedback. I heard that schools got less funding and that is a way
the city districts could get involved. Transit policy is one thing that can deeply affect my community. The city also provided access to food through drives for both students and single mothers.
Luke Hystad
I have been a resident of Saint Andrews Square, bounded within Beverly Boulevard, Western Avenue, 3rd Street and, Wilton Place, for 6 years. It has come to my attention that there is a possibility that our
neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods and taken over by Koreatown. This neighborhood has never been a part of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods.
Please keep Saint Andrews Square and the rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods together.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
Lynda Carroll
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Lynn Oettinger
Opposed to rezoning. What is the reason for the arbitrary split of Bel Air? Glickmans
Lynne & Dean Goodhill
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
Lyric Breitengross
No, it should remain as CD13 has been instrumental in developing and maintaining our special situation; it was an early supporter of the K Zone overlay which has allowed us to keep horses in a part of Los
Angeles which amazes and delights people who discover it. It is important that this relationship be maintained and that the Atwater Village Equestrian District and the community which it represents remain
within CD13. The community has always had a strong and respectful relationship with the City.
Madeline Bailey & Steve CD4 is ridiculously fragmented as it is currently defined. Sherman Oaks has more in common with our adjacent communities than the mid-city communities that are also part of CD4. I support either of the
Wyant
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendations which would more equitably represent the interests of Sherman Oaks. Please do what is right and fair for Sherman Oaks.
Madelyn and Carlos
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Hatteras St. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you.
Golliher
Maegan Murphy
I am deeply concerned that about the potential ramifications of the redistricting of CD 13. I live on Sutherland Street in Echo Park in CD 13; my Councilmember is Mitch O’Farrell. I believe our district should
be preserved with the existing communities if not expanded to include: Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian Valley, Echo Park, Elysian Park, Angelino Heights, Silverlake, Historic Filipino Town, East
Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia, Hollywood
In particular, it is extremely important that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that the park is preserved and maintained for future generations and kept safe from any
further development or encroachment. In fact it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation. I cannot
emphasise strongly enough how important a balanced governorship of the park is to it’s wellbeing.
Maia Kuston
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
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Honorable Commissioners, I write as a 25+ year resident of Silver Lake. We are in a portion of Silver Lake just west of the Lake that is currently represented by District 4. Right now, Silver Lake is split
between Districts 4 and 13. Silver Lake is a very close community which should be kept together and incorporated into District 13, represented by Mitch O'Farrell. We have much more affinity with
downtown/Atwater/Dodger Stadium than we do with the Valley or West Los Angeles. I'm a few blocks away from Mitch's own office! Please move us all to District 13.
I favor redrawing the L.A. City Council map to include Sherman Oaks in an all Valley district. [Draft map K corrected]
No. What would be the reason for the change. People can accept change if they are given a practical and logical reason for same. Merely for political manipulation is not an acceptable reason. Ever. We are
governed by the city council. All decisions affect my community.
Dear Commissioners,I am a 20-year Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Dickens Street in the heart of the community. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.Thank
you. Sincerely, Marco Bario (818) 330-1100
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I am a longtime resident and homeowner of Sherman Oaks. I strongly urge the City of L.A. Redistricting Commission to make the ONLY wise choice with respect to Sherman Oaks, and that is: JOIN
SHERMAN OAKS TO CD5, where it shares common interests (and boundaries!) with Encino.
I STRONGLY SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE SHERMAN OAKS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION TO JOIN OUR COMMUNITY TO CD5!
Sherman Oaks, separated by district from other Valley communities, has been unjustly lumped with the primarily Los Angeles communities of CD4, with only a literal SLIVER of geographic conjoining.
Sherman Oaks has been shortchanged in city representation as part of CD4.
Please RECTIFY that by redistricting Sherman Oaks into CD5, a 68% Valley majority. This is the ONLY sensible, fair and appropriate decision for our community!
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
Do not change district boundaries. Happy to be in present district. Councilman works with business owners on issues of concern. Sometimes it's good and sometimes not positive. The current Councilman
works well with El pueblo and business owners and resolves issues.
In my letter I advocate for single district representation for Glassell Park and recommend that CD13 be redrawn to include Glassell Park.
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Marge Piane

Public Testimony
I recognize the hard work, and effort that this all-volunteer commission has expended to listen to the communities you represent. We all share a collective desire to preserve a sense of community throughout
the various council districts.
As a property owner, community garden creator, and simple fan of the Elysian Valley neighborhood for nearly 20 years, I’d like to express my support for using the redistricting process to recognize the value
of collecting the river communities along the soft-bottom portion of the LA River (essentially, Atwater, Elysian Valley and Glassell Park) together in one council district. The river communities share a similar
set of concerns and interests, and should be consolidated in CD13 to help streamline the governance of this important city asset and amenity, since there is already a complex patchwork of agencies sharing
jurisdiction at the State and Federal level. This complicated situation of overlapping and changing jurisdictions should not be extended at the city level. I question the radical changes to district boundaries
currently proposed in Draft Plan K that would further split up these communities.
It is important to preserve the historic connections between Echo Park, Angeleno Heights, Elysian Park, Silver Lake, Elysian Valley and the Los Angeles River, Glassell Park, Atwater Village. Another change
that should be considered is the division of Elysian Park between Council Districts 1 and 13 (much like the current sharing across council districts of the Silver Lake Reservoir). Having one district with the
overwhelming majority of Elysian Park disenfranchises the western neighborhoods that are impacted by any proposed developments at Barlow Respiratory Hospital, Dodger Stadium, or on the multiple
properties surrounding the stadium presently owned by Frank McCourt. Dodger Stadium and Elysian Park account for almost 900 acres of land under the control of one council district which hardly seems fair
representation for the western half of the park/stadium but very convenient to the holders of power.
Public comments have mostly suggested minor tweaks to the proposed districts while Draft Plan K completely disregards public testimony by dividing historically bonded communities.
Similarly, there were no comments from anyone about placing Echo Park Lake and central Echo Park community anywhere but in the Council District 13. Significant testimony asked to put the communities
east of Echo Park and Angeleno Heights into Council District 13. To the west, commenters have clearly noted the need to unify the historic core of Hollywood, along Hollywood Blvd, as it moves from La Brea
east, starting with the Walk of Fame, through Thai Town, Little Armenia, and East Hollywood. No Council person should be unnecessarily redistricted out of their home; western Glassell Park should
respectfully retain Councilmember O’Farrell’s home, and the west Silver Lake home of Councilmember Raman should remain in CD4.
Marge Piane
Map Plan K also splits the Glassell Park Neighborhood Council in two districts, can we please correct that error as well? Maybe go back to Region M as drawn in the Second Draft maps?
After viewing yesterday's Third Draft maps, one sentence came to mind: “Some are more equal than others” (George Orwell, “Animal Farm”)
Marge Piane
In Chairman Ali’s memo posted on your website under upcoming meetings, he recaps your last meeting: “C. Commissioner Polanco…recommended changes in CD1, CD13 and CD14 portions of the Plan E
map.” With one statement by one commissioner, Glassell Park is divided again. Why? In Map Plan K, it would be quite simple to move the dividing line between Region G and Region L so that Glassell Park
is wholly in Region G.
“E. ….the Commission’s stated desire to unify Koreatown in one district, all of the Map Plans…show Koreatown unified in CD10.”
How nice for them! What about us? We have been dealing with the divergent priorities of three Council Districts for many, many decades. It’s time for us, too, to have unified representation.
Commissioners, I have been active in my community for a very long time, and I am now 70 years old. I was so hopeful when I saw the Second Draft maps. I thought, “Maybe during these next 10 years, we
will be able to accomplish some of our goals.” When I saw these new maps, my hopes were dashed.
Please seriously reconsider what you have done to Glassell Park with these Third Draft maps, and put us back together!
Margo Hamilton
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
Margo Hamilton
I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
Margoth
I like the diversity in my area I like that the McArthur par area is my community but also pats of Koreatown they are my community too. This is why I want my district to stay the same. My community
understands that the city council tries to engage us by putting events to hear our concerns. At the same time, I feel that community has trust issues with the government. I think that this can become better
with more targeted engagement to families like mine that would not feel comfortable even walking into a city building to ask questions.
Maria
I think it should remain because our diversity like I see in my community should exist in every district. One district should not have less Latinos for example, because our families love across LA not just in one
pocket. I think my community has had better relationship before but right now people are just really feeling the pressure of housing for example, when we have not stability or have to squeeze our families into
one bedroom or studio apartment because there not other housing we ask where the city can help us with this and this topic is an areas right now that impedes our community from working on our relationship
with the city council. Additionally, we would like to see a faster turnaround for when alley ways are unusable or parks are limited by
Maria Del Carmen Ibarra I think if change is necessary then it should be done but it can’t be done without taking into account what the changes would do to the districts. We are a team that comes together to support one another
Delgado
when they need it. If the policy decisions made by the city council don’t take into account all the parties then their could be disagreements.
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▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
As a resident of Highland Park, I want to be part of CD14 which is KDL. Please hear our voices who live here in Highland Park. Thank you
We have many common issues. Fire for example. The forthcoming subway for example. This is an attempt to dilute our Neighborhood Council. Traffic through our community unites the total Bel-Air. Steve
Twining, 10 year former president RVA now known as Bel-Air Hills, WRAC Land Use Committee member. 20 year CPAB member, Chairman Federation of Hillside and Canyons Associaion and Chair
Emeritus of the BABCNC former 5 year chair.
the current map of Council District 4 makes no sense. I’m sure most of you agree. Living in Sherman Oaks for almost 30 years, I believe that it would be best to redefine the current boundaries for Sherman
Oaks. One viable solution would be to include Sherman Oaks as part of the Encino district. An even better solution would be to have only the Sherman Oaks area south of Ventura Blvd be part of the Encino
district or BelAir’s district. Why? Because the BelAir neighborhood and the Encino hillside neighborhood south of Ventura Blvd is concerned with conserving and protecting the Santa Monica mountains. The
Sherman Oaks neighborhood south of Ventura Blvd also cares about this very important area. Area 4 Representatives of Sherman Oak’s CD 4 living north of Ventura Blvd does not care about this tender
area. Their past votes prove this. They presently support to have planes fly over the Santa Monica mountains instead of protecting this area, and they oppose reversing the flight paths. Presently, there is a
lawsuit showing how these planes are releasing particulate matter throughout this mountain range, causing harm. These same representative(s) of area 4 in Sherman Oaks have also opposed any signage
south of Ventura Blvd to lessen the congestion within these hillsides that plagued this area morning and night. Please consider the above redistricting of the Sherman Oaks area south of Ventura to be
included in BelAir’s or Encino area, and the Sherman Oaks area north of Ventura Blvd to be included in the district closest to that area. This makes sense by lessening the present very large area to a more
sensible size for CD4. I truly appreciate all of you working together to come up with a plan better than the current one.
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Nagle Ave. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.Thank you. Marietta Grimaud
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
I support the CCSEP position of splitting Elysian Park equally between CD-1 and CD-13.
I ask that the commission change the city lines in my area. For one, the boundaries for CD 1 and CD 10 split my area. I would like my area to be part of the CD 1 area because I feel that the issues in my area
are in more relationship with the Westlake area than other parts of the city. I feel my relationship with my city is defined by my engagement with CD 1 community city led efforts like beautification efforts and
other volunteering opportunities. I like to be part of these events that the city put together because I can get information about what decisions the city is making.
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We reside in Windsor Square and, at the very least, the three contiguous neighbourhoods of Hancock Park, Larchmont Village, and Windsor Square should be within the same District for reasons that should
be obvious. The current District Four violates all the precepts of rational district divisions and manages to put portions of each of these neighbourhoods into three separate districts! Many people refer to these
three neighbourhoods collectively as Hancock Park because we have much in common. Not only do we occupy a central location within the County but most of residences within these neighbourhoods are of
architectural and historical significance and are protected by an HPOZ.
I hope you will take my current (and more modest) suggestion to heart and place these three neighbourhoods where they belong: together, in the same District.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
As the commission contemplates the redistricting of Region 2, we hope that the unity of river adjacent communities is taken into consideration. As river projects roll out, key communities such as North
Atwater Village, Glassell Park, and Elysian Valley, will be directly impacted and should be unified under one council district. Outlined below are reasons why we believe these river adjacent communities
should be unified under one council district.
1. Historical Significance – River adjacent communities have a shared history. Given their geographical location, they experience challenges and opportunities that are intertwined with the LA River. Several of
these communities have been historically neglected and have worked together to make positive change in their community. This shared history unites these communities, establishes trust, and creates strong
relationships that shouldn’t be pulled apart.
2. Perpetuating Bureaucratic Barriers – A major challenge while navigating the river landscape is the lack of a unified governance. The River is divided into numerous jurisdictions which creates multiple
bureaucratic barriers that community members are burdened to navigate through. The division of river adjacent communities will only perpetuate the barriers that historically excluded communities have faced
for decades. We can begin to address this issue by ensuring that similar river adjacent neighborhoods are unified under the same council district. This will help streamline engagement, communications, and
progress along the River.
3. Adapting to Impacts of the Climate Crisis in Unity – River communities face unique issues that others don’t consider, specifically around flooding. The Glendale Narrows and the communities that reside
along both banks of the River are interconnected. Changes made on one side of the River can impact neighborhoods on the other side. Unifying these neighborhoods in the same district ensures that
thoughtful considerations are made by all parties involved. As we experience impacts of the climate crisis, riverfront communities will continue to face bigger threats as storms become stronger and flooding
becomes more frequent. In order for us to adapt to these changes and protect these neighborhoods, we must ensure that the river adjacent communities are unified.
Friends of the LA River has been a strong ally with the City. Past collaborative efforts have resulted in major accomplishments along the LA River that have increased access and restoration opportunities.
FoLAR has assisted the City in gaining community support for various river projects and continues to work closely with the RiverWorks department to ensure community participation and collaboration in
creating a more accessible, restored, and resilient River.
A great deal of community building and trust has been established over the decades to get us to where we are today. Riverfront communities are already somewhat divided between districts which, given local
politics, regularly pits these districts against each other when allocating resources and determining priorities. This dynamic is widely recognized as a primary roadblock to progress of river plans and projects.
If riverfront communities are further divided into separate council districts, we will be moving backwards in our progress. Neighborhoods such as North Atwater Village and Elysian Valley are facing major flood
risks and both communities see this as a major concern. Thus, these communities should be united in the same council district to find solutions that protect all residents and do not continue to experience
flood vulnerability due to impasses between districts. Specifically, the 100 acres - including Bowtie, G2 Taylor Yards, and Rio de Los Angeles Park sit immediately adjacent to Atwater Village and across the
river from Elysian Valley. The hydrological function of the 100 acres is in large part responsible for the flooding that occurs and will continue to occur in Elysian Valley. Our strong recommendation is to include
the 100 acres in the same council district as Atwater Village and Elysian Valley, as they are the two neighborhoods most heavily impacted by what happens on that land and in that section of the river.
Unifying it all under one district will allow community members and advocates to work collaboratively with one council district to implement equitable solutions. These communities must stay united to ensure a
streamlined process as we all work together to serve the River, adapt to our changing climate, and continue to build strong river communities.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
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Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
See my map proposal at https://districtr.org/plan/55224 . You have to zoom in a little, move it around, and wait a minute for all the zones and numbers to settle. Less than 0.5% population variance between
districts. Preserves neighborhoods, for the most part, including Laurel Canyon as part of a whole Hollywood district. Doesn't create weird piecemeal districts. Includes a 50% black district. Uses natural
divisions like freeways, rivers, mountains, and major streets where neighborhoods had to be adjusted to fit. I spent almost a whole day on this, so I'd really appreciate it if someone would actually look at it. :-)
The Council's redistricting plans divide traditional neighborhoods and create geographically broken zones that no one will understand. Laurel Canyon residents, for example, feel like the Council is using a topdown "divide and conquer" strategy to break up their common voice and power as a voting bloc. Is that what you're doing to other neighborhoods that want equal representation? Ethnic representation is
good, but also, L.A. transcends that. L.A.'s traditional neighborhoods provide a sense of geographic community beyond mere race. We're all Angelinos.
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
I think so, but before expanding it should give more resources to district 13 They are affected by in reality not much is done by the community
The Studio City Residents Association (SCRA) spoke numerous times over many months of Redistricting meetings about Council Districts in the four corners of the Valley. These districts can go from the
Valley rim south or north to the center of the Valley (roughly Roscoe Blvd.). These north/south council districts each encompass a wide variety of diverse socio-economic groups. SCRA has testified before
you that we wish to be in a "Southeast Corner of the Valley" council district. We are mostly in that district now, except we want Greater Toluca Lake to be included. Having an east/west district that runs along
Ventura Boulevard including Studio City, Sherman Oaks and Encino does not achieve any kind of a district with diversity. It is simply not true for this resident that “Studio City primarily shops and works in
Hollywood”. It came as a total surprise to almost everyone in Studio City after we had all made public comments that were well-received proposals made weeks and months ago.
Could be worse. What is the cross mountain district?
As a resident of Shadow Hills, District 7, since 1972, I am urging you to please keep our community with other housekeeping and high fire communities to strengthen our common purpose and effectiveness
for the benefit of our residents.
Hi my name is Martha Franco I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley 40 year, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the district,
it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, North Hills, and Mission Hills stay together
and continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th
District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
I write as an Eagle Rock resident. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock remain whole and in Council District 14.
Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
No, I strongly believe the Hollywood Central business district or regional center should remain within CD13. We need to keep the historic core and regional center of Hollywood intact within Council District 13.
We need to keep Hollywood and the other similar "urban core" neighborhoods of the district, like East Hollywood, Silver Lake, Echo Park, and the LA River communities, in Council District 13 The business
interest of Hollywood have been well represented by CD13 for many decades and it should be allowed to continue. Development, job growth, affordable housing have flourished under the leadership of CD13
Theses maps must show the actual COUNCIL DISTRICT NUMBERS. !!!
I feel by that Paul Mitchell is being deceitful by not showing tge council districts!
I write to urge you to preserve the communities now connected and represented in CD 13. To consider adding Echo Park Lake into CD 1 is such a wrong and uninformed idea. The lake and the park belong in
CD 13, and we would have never had the leadership and action taken to restore the park and lake and clear it for local residents again, had the park been in CD 1 district. Councilman Gil Cedillo did not
protect the residents in his section of the park, nor did he get involved in preserving the park, as Councilman Mitch O’Farrell did. We want to keep connected as part of CD13 the following communities:
Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian Valley, Echo Park, Elysian Park, Angelino Heights, Silverlake, Historic Filipino Town, East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia, Hollywood
Yes - it must include Eagle Rick This is an area where many Filipino Americans live and it’s historical, cultural, economic was recognized by the city of LA after many years as Historic Filipinotown
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Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
I have been a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood for 18 years. We are bounded by Beverly Blvd to the north, 3rd Street to the south, Wilton Place to the east and Ridgewood Place to the west. It
has come to my attention that there is a possibility that our neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods and taken over by Koreatown. This neighborhood has never been a part
of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods.
Ridgewood-Wilton consists of single-family, historic homes; whereas, Koreatown is a mix of single and multi-family homes, apartment buildings, commercial properties and businesses. Koreatown has the
priorities of a very large commercial and high residential density neighborhood. Ridgewood-Wilton’s priorities consist principally of a classic neighborhood made up of historic single-family homes. The
neighborhood has benefitted for many years because we have had a single voice in the City Council. Splitting our community in half down Wilton Place would deny us the ability to vote collectively for a single
City Council representative who would represent our community’s unique interests. Please keep Ridgewood-Wilton and the rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire
Neighborhoods together.
Thank you,
Mary Higgins
Mary Lambert
I am a resident of Nichols Canyon which is in Council District 4. I am writing in support of draft map # 53505 https://districtr.org/plan/53505
This map keeps neighborhoods intact and communities of interest together. Thank you for your hard workMary Louise Lawson
I truly want the Laurel Canyon community and district of both East and West side of Laurel Canyon Blvd. to be kept in a single council district.
Splitting our area into two districts would alienate me from my own neighborhood as a 57 year homeowner and resident.
I completely and totally object to splitting our district. It does not serve our interests at all, just the opposite.
Please keep our district as it was and is.
Mary M Robinson
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Mary Rajswing
I live in an HCM in the Wilton Historic District, part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council Area.
I served on that board for 7 years, as well as on 6 other community entities in my 28 years.
I support Plan K, specifically District J which leaves the Ridgewood Wilton and Saint Andrews Square communities within CD4 where they belong. THANK YOU for not accepting the one-sided version of the
Koreatown Redistricting Task Force, which did NO OUTREACH to the adjoining residents whose homes they wished to annex for their own benefit.
Our communities of interest have always lain to the West: public libraries, schools, churches, parks, fire station (29s), historic preservation, sports leagues, and a long tradition of volunteer and financial
support.
In the name of my recently-deceased neighbor and legend Ginny Kazor, my family and I thank you for all of your work.
Mary Robinson
I am a resident of the City of Los Angeles,at 8086 Woodrow Wilson Drive. I am writing to confirm and support the district map #53505 submitted to you on the evening of September 24th. I am including a link
to the map, Districtr as well as an image below.
While I understand that you are quickly reviewing several maps, I also expect that you will give this one serious consideration as it has broad support from the communities it impacts including: Hancock Park,
Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country
Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax, Upper Nichols Canyon, Hollywood Hills West and Laurel Canyon.
Mary Robinson
As a resident of 8086 Woodrow Wilson Drive, LA CA. 90046, I am writing to confirm and support the district map #53505 submitted to you on the evening of September 24th. I am including a link to the map,
Districtr as well as an image below. We hope that you will consider this map.
Sincerely,
Mary Sheehan Rajswing Dear Commissioners
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
Mary Sherwood Brock
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
Roy Conli
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
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▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
As residents of the Echo Park community for over 32 years, I’d like to express my support for the continued continuity of Council District 13 west of Elysian Park while questioning the radical changes to
district boundaries currently proposed in Draft Plan K.
Preserving the historic connections between Echo Park, Angeleno Heights, Elysian Park, Silver Lake, Elysian Valley and the Los Angeles River, Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Historic Filipinotown, East
Hollywood, Little Armenia, Thai Town, and the Historic Core of Hollywood.
One change that should be considered is the division of Elysian Park between Council Districts 1 and 13 (much like the current sharing across council districts of the Silver Lake Reservoir). Having one district
with the overwhelming majority of Elysian Park disenfranchises the western neighborhoods that are impacted by any proposed developments at Barlow Respiratory Hospital, Dodger Stadium, or on the
multiple properties surrounding the stadium presently owned by Frank McCourt. Dodger Stadium and Elysian Park account for almost 900 acres of land under the control of one council district which hardly
seems fair representation for the western half of the park/stadium but very convenient to the holders of power.
Public comments have mostly suggested minor tweaks to the proposed districts while Draft Plan K completely disregards public testimony by dividing historically bonded communities.
Similarly, there were no comments from anyone about placing Echo Park Lake and central Echo Park community anywhere but in the Council District 13. Significant testimony asked to put the communities
east of Echo Park and Angeleno Heights into Council District 13. To the West, commenters have clearly noted the need to unify the historic core of Hollywood, along Hollywood Blvd, as it moves from La Brea
east, starting with the Walk of Fame, through Thai Town, Little Armenia, and East Hollywood. No Council person should be unnecessarily redistricted out of their home; western Glassell Park should
respectfully retain Councilmember O’Farrell’s home, as well as the west Silver Lake home of Councilmember Raman.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
As a resident of Eagle Rock, and as such North East Los Angeles, I find it incomprehensible that this community is conjoined with Downtown Los Angeles, two completely different communities in
architecture, philosophy and lifestyle. Eagle Rock, Glassell Park, Highland Park, Mount Washington and other surrounding enclaves should surely all be combined into the North East Los Angles district.
Please see the attached plan that has been submitted on the plotable map, why isn’t all of NELA together like this:
https://districtr.org/plan/45523
I am a longtime resident and homeowner of Sherman Oaks. I strongly urge the City of L.A. Redistricting Commission to make the ONLY wise choice with respect to Sherman Oaks, and that is: JOIN
SHERMAN OAKS TO CD5, where it shares common interests (and boundaries!) with Encino.
I STRONGLY SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE SHERMAN OAKS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION TO JOIN OUR COMMUNITY TO CD5!
Sherman Oaks, separated by district from other Valley communities, has been unjustly lumped with the primarily Los Angeles communities of CD4, with only a literal SLIVER of geographic conjoining.
Sherman Oaks has been shortchanged in city representation as part of CD4.
Please RECTIFY that by redistricting Sherman Oaks into CD5, a 68% Valley majority. This is the ONLY sensible, fair and appropriate decision for our community!
I am a resident of Council District 4 and the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area. I am writing to express my deep OPPOSITION to the current play being made by the Koreatown Redistricting
Committee to take all of the neighborhoods of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood’s eastern boundaries. That means St. Andrews Square and the neighborhoods directly north and south of us all the way to
the middle of Wilton Place would become part of Koreatown and the vary lax building oversight that has been taking place to the east of us would now happen in our area. With the threat of SB-9 and SB-10
looming over every neighborhood in the State of CA we could easily see single home properties turned into as many as 6-8 separate houses (SB-9). Any properties close to mass transit, which means our
entire area, developers would be able to tear down a single family home and replace it with a 10 unit apartment building that doesn't require ANY on-site parking (SB-10). Both of these bills allow all of this
increased construction WITH OUT ANY COMMUNITY INPUT! Furthermore, neither of these bills require low income housing, meaning that developers will be able to bulldoze single family homes to build
what they call “Luxury Units” and pocket huge profits leaving our neighborhood over-built with its 100+ year old infrastructure, little street parking and no public oversight. Not only would this NOT solve LA’s
affordable housing shortage, it will eventually blight the area as the rents for these uninhabited units will eventually plunge leaving those with the mortgages to these properties ruined.
I strongly urge you to keep CD4’s current districting lines intact! Thank you for your time.
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Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
I have been a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association (RWNA) for 4 years. RWNA is located along Wilton Place, Wilton Drive and Ridgewood Place between Third Street and Beverly
Boulevards. It has come to my attention that there is a possibility that half our neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood and moved into Koreatown by changing the boundary
from Western Ave to Wilton Place. Please do not change the existing boundary. Our association has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods. We have benefitted for many years by
having a single voice in the City Council. By splitting our community down Wilton Place you would deny us the ability to vote collectively for a single City Council representative who would represent our
community’s unique interests. Please keep the current boundary of Western Blvd to allow both neighborhoods’ different interests and needs to be fully represented in our City Council.
I live on Scott avenue in Echo Park in CD 13. Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell has been our councilman and has worked hard for the community. The councilmember came in and personally help me with an
outdated zoning law that saved me money and putting a blight on the border Elysian Park since that’s where I live. I would like to stay In CD13 because if I go into cd one on one side of me is the park cd one
and the other side would be CD13, my neighbors would be coyotes, gophers and Hawks
I am very concerned that we remain in CD 13 and that the existing configuration be preserved, if not expanded, to include all of these interconnected communities: Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian
Valley, Echo Park, Elysian Park, Angelino Heights, Silverlake, Historic Filipino Town, East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia, Hollywood
In particular, it is extremely important that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that the park is preserved and maintained for future generations and kept safe from any
further development or encroachment. In fact it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation.
"I have lived on the border (CD13) of Elysian Park for 21 years now. I have seen many changes in my 21 years in Echo Park. Mitch O'Farrell has been the best council person that I have had. I feel Elysian
Park should be in CD 1 and CD13 so that there needs to be a consensus of opinion with its future.
Councilmember O'Farrell has helped me on a number of issues. When I have gone to meetings with Councilmember Cedillo, he either doesn't show up or limits his time so there is no Q&A, no feedback from
the public. I do not want to be in CD1."
Our family has called Saint Andrews Square home for more than 5 years. It has come to our attention that there is a possibility that our neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhoods and subsumed into Koreatown. Our neighborhood -- St. Andrews Place between 1st and Beverly near the Library especially -- is unique, with its historical homes and the diversity of families
who live in them. This neighborhood has never been a part of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods.
Please keep Saint Andrews Square and the rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods together. It is of the utmost importance to our family and our
community.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’
Connor, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes
I am a resident of Bel-Air, a 100 year old community and OPPOSED to the Redistricting Committee's Draft Plan K.
It will divide our community and weaken our voice. Bel-Air should remain a neighborhood with single representation and should be part of a Westside District.
I am a mother, voter and home owner in Eagle Rock. I am writing to lend my voice definitifly that Eagle Rock should not be split between multiple council-districts. Splitting our community would be an
unacceptable gerrymander completely counter to the community's desires, the Eagle Rock Neighborhood Council's adopted position, and the positions of most other stakeholder groups. The existing
gerrymanders that split Highland Park, Glassell Park, and Cyprus Park must be corrected. All of the historic Arroyo neighborhoods--Eagle Rock, Highland Park, El Sereno and Boyle Heights should be in
Council District 14 keeping with their common history and overall demography.
My district needs more representation from Latinos for example. Our district has been changed a lot by new people who have moved in and also many of our families cannot afford to I know the city provides
some services and resources to the community, my community knows who our city representatives are but we need more communication about decisions.
Hello! I'm an Eagle Rock resident and homeowner, and I strongly believe that Eagle Rock should remain whole and within Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked
communities. We should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
I write as an Eagle Rock resident. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock remain whole and in Council District 14.
Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
The proposal to move North Hills West from CD12 "L" to CD 6 "F" makes NO sense at all! We are opposed to this!
Our neighborhood enjoys over 20 years of long standing and continued relationships with Granada Hills, Northridge and Porter Ranch including the Devonshire PD and FD 87 Fire Department and the office
of CD12. Our mostly quiet residential neighborhood is occupied by long time homeowners vs rental buildings, our real estate values are very similar if not the same as Northridge and Granada Hills. There is
NO SENSE in moving us to the the East!!! We have nothing in common nor are we close to Sylmar, Pacoima & parts further East, especially taking into consideration the significant geographical barrier posed
by the 405 freeway! North Hills West would be an outlier in CD6 with no built in relationship with that office and other communities in that District. We would be a fish out of water! This does NOT make any
reasonable sense at all!
We wish to remain in CD12, District "L", where we belong and have built relationships with our neighboring communities!
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
My council district extends beyond the hills and into the valley, it also bleeds into mid-city. These places have entirely different landscapes, with different access to parks, amenities, parking, shade, and
businesses. I feel as thought he council districts are not granular enough, they should all be smaller and there should be more of them. In addition, I strongly feel that within each district there should be more
equitable access to the things mentioned above, but also to housing. There are many more jobs in my district than there is available affordable housing. There is a brand new Google Campus being built in
my district, which I assume will bring in many, many more jobs. It is our number 1 crisis. I believe that through city planning, the community can foster diversity which can in turn result in more equality. I'm
unsure how my community relates to the city or how it is affected by policy decisions.
We are currently out of town and unable to attend tonight’s meeting. We agree with the following statement:
1. We want all housekeeping communities to be in the same district (as they currently are in CD7). This allows housekeeping communities to advocate as one united voice.2. We want all all high-fire
communities to be in the same district. This allows high-fire communities to advocate as one united voice.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I believe that the Palms area south of National Blvd has very little in common with the rest of the Council District because Palms is mostly rentals. It should be moved into a district where its interests are more
aligned. The population area of Encino is more aligned with other neighborhoods in Council District 5. We are affected by City Council policy decisions that do not support continuous improvement of our
communities. We need our Council District to be cohesive so our Councilmember can appropriately represent our interests in making City policy. For the past 20 years we have had an on-going relationship
with our Councilmember and wish to continue this excellent working relationship so we can continue to share our thoughts about public policy and and policy decisions.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
YES Our community is impacted greatly by City Council decisions, particularly in regards to development. The environmental impact is more important for us, as we have more wildlife roaming our streets. We
have one of the last walking neighborhoods in LA, and our "Village", small businesses, and the Greek Theater are important revenue streams for our community. In addition, the film industry does quite a lot of
filming at Griffith Park and in our neighborhood. Some of the changes currently proposed by the council would be devastating to our community both financially and from an environmental standpoint. We are
also one of the oldest neighborhoods, with many historical sites, but that also means we have small, narrow streets with heavy traffic and we do not have the infrastructure to support many of the city council's
ideas.
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
Menashe Ehrenburg
Pico/Robertson/Beverlywood , Beverly-Fairfax, the west end of Hancock Park, and Valley Village, to be under one Council District, CD 5 It would be beneficial to have meaningful representation in City
Council, as a significant minority with its own unique issues.
Meredith Brown
As a resident and homeowner of Eagle Rock for nearly 20 years (and an Occidental College graduate to boot), I urge you not to split Eagle Rock into different council districts, as we are conformed as a
united community with common business, historic and economic interests. In addition, I ask that the existing gerrymanders that split Highland Park, Glassell Park, and Cyprus Park must be corrected.
I will be attending the Eagle Rock Neighborhood Council meeting to express my views as well.
Michael and Kelley Avery Do not redistrict the neighborhood of Hancock Park.
Michael Armbruster
I have been a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association (RWNA) for 9 years. RWNA is located along Wilton Place, Wilton Drive and Ridgewood Place between Third Street and Beverly
Boulevards. It has come to my attention that there is a possibility that half our neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood and moved into Koreatown by changing the boundary
from Western Ave to Wilton Place. Please do not change the existing boundary. Our association has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods. We have benefitted for many years by
having a single voice in the City Council. By splitting our community down Wilton Place you would deny us the ability to vote collectively for a single City Council representative who would represent our
community’s unique interests. Please keep the current boundary of Western Blvd to allow both neighborhoods’ different interests and needs to be fully represented in our City Council.
Michael Blum
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation
Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice.
Michael Bodie
I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on N. St. Andrews Pl. in the 90004 zip code. I am deeply concerned by the proposal to remove the historic eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from our one
hundred years of community of interest, and to transplant them to Koreatown. While our community lives on the razor's edge of these two areas, our needs and concerns are far more aligned with the
homeowners to the west of us.
I find it highly problematic that NO OUTREACH has occurred by your emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task Force to us, even though we are obviously directly impacted by this rather bizarre land grab.
The expansion is not supported by any community of interest and is contradicted by the Koreatown boundaries as established by City Council ordinance. Note that we were participants and partners with
Koreatown in that ordinance.
Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District, it simply makes the most sense. You can do this AND address the absurd gerrymandered districts that currently exist from
mid-city to the valley. We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in Koreatown in one City Council district, but with its true boundaries, and we support the same claim to be kept in one City Council
district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. This is a clear opportunity for you to fix an embarrassing district map, but please do it in such a way that truly honors the communities' interests.
Michael Gilman
I am a long time resident of Larchmont Heights and a member of the Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association.
I am writing to you in support of Draft Map #53505 submitted to you this evening by our neighbor, Hancock Park. Please note the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map:
Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La BreaHancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax, Upper Nichols Canyon, Hollywood Hills West
and Laurel Canyon. Draft Map #53505 is below and the “Wrap Around District CD5,” which we propose, and includes all of us, is presented in Blue. It may also be accessed here: https://districtr.
org/plan/53505
Please accept my submission for consideration along with the ones I know you have received or will receive from other neighborhoods.
Michael Kaiser
No Zoning, street maintenance, police and fire department coverage are all matters of concern
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Not within the Eagle Rock area. Eagle Rock should remain fully within Council District 14, which has over 30 years of collaboration. There would be a benefit for Northeast Los Angeles to be more fully
represented within Council District 14, but Eagle Rock should *NOT* be split up or moved into Council District 1 or 13. TERA has over 30 years of collaboration with the office of Council District 14 to provide
community improvement within Eagle Rock, including:
1. Developing, adopting, and amending the Colorado Boulevard Specific Plan
2. Working to pursue local and state grants including an active $9 million Caltrans Active Transportation Program grant ("Take Back The Boulevard"), $3 million Metro Call For Projects grant ("Take Back The
Boulevard"), a $16 million Metro 710 Mobility Improvements Projects grant ("Rock The Boulevard"), and portions of $5 million Metro 710 Mobility Improvements Projects grant ("Slow Yosemite"). These active
projects would be negatively impacted by the loss of project knowledge should CD14 staff no longer represent these project areas on Colorado Boulevard (Glendale to Figueroa), Eagle Rock Boulevard
(Colorado to York), and Yosemite Drive (Eagle Rock Blvd to Figueroa).
3. Acting as a fiscal sponsor for the Dogs of the Rock dog park and in services for unhoused neighbors.
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Stern Avenue. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.Thank you. Michael Mattes
Elysian Valley will benefit by staying in CD13. We are the most advantageous when part of a single county office and I believe the close surrounding communities should also join this District as well. When
beneficial policies are made with a single vision in mind, we will always be in a net positive. If our neighborhood and surrounding communities in the LA River area are to be segregated, then varying agendas
will not let us move forward in a positive direction. Please do not separate us from CD13 and keep the District in its current state as much as possible.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
I am a property owner & small business owner in ECHO PARK CD13. I can not stress strongly enough how important it is to keep CD13 intact! Echo Park, Silverlake, Frogtown, and Atwater have been
working together, as a tight knit community, for DECADES. This topsy turvy redistricting would overnight DESTROY history, repore, and plans both current & future. IT WOULD BE REMISS to make dramatic
changes that will impact the representation of homes, businesses, and people's lives for DECADES to come based on INACCURATE DATA from a census taken during a PANDEMIC.
The current drafted map is NOT acceptable... Echo Park & Echo Park Lake must NOT be usurped by CD1!
This is MEANINGFUL & IMPORTANT to us as constituents & stakeholders. I IMPLORE you to keep the Echo Park neighborhood & Echo Park Lake in CD13 where it has deep roots!
Thank you so much for your time & hard work. It is a difficult task you've been entrusted with. I am holding tight to my optimism that you will deeply consider the plea of not only myself but the vast CD13
community, and not throw superfluous chaos into what are already uncertain times.
Nythia Raman does not represent Sherman oaks interest at all with her Marxist which they label progressive movement. We do nothing want to be in a Marxist socialist progress communist district. Raman
has her agenda inflicts on us the residents and homeowners . She needs to be removed fro Sherman oaks with her millennials progressive clearly Marxist redistribution of income agenda.
Thank you for your efforts to develop a redistricting Plan which keeps our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
The Draft Plan K, District J Map, largely accomplishes this goal for our community of interest. All prior draft maps have fallen short in this respect.
Under California law, our Wilshire Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood,
Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that
should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Wilshire Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
EMPHATIC NO If you separate and take Pico Robertson-Beverlywood off our district it will be very complicated to govern.
I’m, Michelle Hanna, and I live in Larchmont area I support Draft Plan K Corrected, and specifically its map of District J. My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, which includes ALL OF GREATER
WILSHIRE. We are a community of shared interests. We share the Jewish/Orthodox religious institutions and schools with the neighborhoods to our west. We share parks and historic neighborhoods. And
this map keeps our neighborhood councils whole.
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Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on (317 north ridgewood place). I have been taken aback by the proposal to remove the historic eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire
from our one hundred years of community of interest, and to transplant them to Koreatown. NO OUTREACH was done by your emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task Force to us, even though we are
obviously directly impacted by this land grab. The expansion is not supported by any community of interest facts and is contradicted by the Koreatown boundaries as established by City Council ordinance.
We were participants and partners with Koreatown in that ordinance. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in
Koreatown in one City Council district, but with its true boundaries, and we support the same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. Thank you,
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
The council district should reflect the Mid-City West Neighborhood Council's recommendations. The increase in murder, theft and homeless encampments within the current mixed district for this geographical
area are in part due to a lack of accountability of Los Angeles City Council Members. We need one person to be responsible for this geographic block. We are almost like the heart of the city or the Disneyland
for Los Angeles residents. We house and protect the best that the city has to offer and host it for everyone else to enjoy. We need a City Council Member that understands this, promotes it and defends it. The
representative for Beverlywood and Bel Air does not care about the mayhem that is occurring on Melrose. The representative for Los Feliz and Sherman Oaks doesn't understand the pride we have in this
role as a good host. We need a voting block that reflects our community.
Yes, district 4 should definitely be changed. My current district, while including the mid-city areas I would consider "my community" (Koreatown, Hancock Park, Miracle Mile, Larchmont Village) also stretches
out to Sherman Oaks, Silverlake, and North Hollywood. Sherman Oaks/Silverlake and Koreatown/Larchmont Village are barely on the same planet - they shouldn't be in the same district. Why not make the
districts in more of a grid shape (too simple, I know)? I consider my "community" to be my geographical neighbors, not the people who live in neighborhoods that take me an hour to drive to. A block including
Koreatown, Hancock, Miracle Mile, with the addition of West Adams - makes more geographic sense, while keeping the district diverse in economic class and racial makeup.
Something like this map: https://districtr.org/plan/45452 Homelessness, homelessness, homelessness. There are areas of my district that have had a lot of NIMBY activism (like Koreatown), but I think the
overall feeling of the community is a desire for more homeless services, affordable housing, and compassionate care - hence our electing a homelessness advocate as our most recent council member.
Dear Commissioners:
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living and starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our
center by redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for
years. We agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
I demand the redistricting committee make Sherman Oaks part of CD5, to join us with a neighboring Valley area (Encino).
I think the boundaries that are included covers all the areas I go. The lines are extended to places that I do not go like Martin Luther King and Fairfax. The lines feel too far. I do not know how to reach out to
my city council representative. I haven't seen or figured out how to have better communication with them. I feel like our city council person can better support with affordable housing. Rent is just getting too
high. As a result there's an increase of homeless people in the community. I would like to know more about what the city is doing to help them.
First, thank you for your work on behalf of the citizens of Los Angeles. I write to you today because I strongly believe that a UNITED LAUREL CANYON serves not only the residents more fully, but also
SERVES THE OVERALL RESIDENTS OF the CITY OF LOS ANGELES.
A divided canyon is a disaster waiting to happen, creating massive division between the haves and have-nots in this area. We're already a country divided. Please DO NOT CREATE ANY MORE
OPPORTUNITIES for division in this city and community.
I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
Thank you for your THOUGHTFUL and COMPREHENSIVE consideration of this matter.
I hope, and we as a united community, hope that you will make the wise and correct decision of NOT dividing this canyon.
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Mona Houghton

Mona Miller
Monica

Monica Martinez

Monika Haefelfinger

Morgan Geffner

Mr & Mrs Rick Roberts
Ms. melendez
Mt Washington and
Highland Park
Munson Kwok, Chinese
American Citizens
Alliance

Public Testimony
The community was designated a historic district in 2017. It is important to keep this community in one council district. It current straddles CD 4 and CD 10. It makes it difficult to lobby around various issues
having the community in two different jurisdictions. It all should be in one Council District. The community was designated a historic district in 2017. It is important to keep this community in one council district.
It current straddles CD 4 and CD 10. It makes it difficult to lobby around various issues having the community in two different jurisdictions. It all should be in one Council District so we can get uniform policies
and attention.
i don't believe that it is necessary. Each council district varies in demographics and type of assistance needed so it is important to address each region accordingly. for instance in my community poverty and
homelessness is a huge factor in our daily lives. We need more city resources than high income communities. I think that the city has to create multiple ways to communicate with us because when we
mention the problems faced in our community we don't always see forms of action
Yes, I think that CD4 should not include areas in the valley (Sherman Oaks). That makes no sense. Sherman Oaks is not in my community, and has very different needs than the Silver Lake/ Los Feliz area of
CD4. Instead, CD4 should include all of Los Feliz, Silver Lake, and Echo Park, rather than dividing our community in two between CD4 and CD13. CD13 could expand further south, and CD4 could be a more
contiguous area of Los Feliz, Silver Lake, Echo Park, East Hollywood, and Atwater. We previously lived in CD4 in Silver Lake, and moved less than a mile away, still in Silver Lake, and now we are in CD13.
This makes no sense. We had invested in CD4, getting to know all the issues, and now we have to shift. If you had a random, unbiased person look at the map for CD4, they would say: that is a very strange
and disconnected district. It is time for the redistricting committee to act and resolve this. Nithya Raman (CD4) and Mitch O'Farrell (CD13) have very different approaches, but they both are governing within
the same neighborhood (Silver Lake). This comes up with homeless populations. There were homeless encampments on the north and south side of Hollywood Blvd. The north side of the street is in CD4 and
the south side is in CD13. So there were different approaches to handling the encampments on either side. This makes no sense.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated "Hillside
District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be accessed
here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
Do not split
Change of boundary isn't needed, what is needed is implementations and support for those who do not have homes to receive resources. In my community we know that the city efforts are present but it
doesn't feel like its enough. We have a huge poverty problem and we understand that finding solutions takes time but it is overwhelming. Homelessness is a critical issue that needs to be addressed
especially during a pandemic
Hi my name is Monica Martinez I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 16 years, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the
district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and
continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th
District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
As longtime homeowners in Benedict Canyon, we OBJECT to the redistricting that is under consideration. The issues, concerns and priorities that we share with our neighbors are unique to Benedict Canyon
and cannot be appropriately addressed by a City Council District that extends as far as Shadow Hills, more than 20 miles from our neighborhood. As you are well aware, Benedict Canyon is involved in a
critical opposition to the proposed "retreat", a central issue that simply cannot be adequately addressed. This, and other important environmental and economic issues, are too important to be shipped off to
another district.
Dear Commissioners, we are Sherman Oaks residents who live on Longridge Ave. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you. Mr & Mrs Rick Roberts
The Council district boundaries should remain the same with all neighborhoods already included to remain especially the areas that have been in district 14 since the beginning. Your decisions always affect
us so please don't forget about us.
Change to keep the Mt Washington area all together in one district as Council District #1 All changes should affect all of Mt Washington and Highland Park together as decisions regarding new construction.
CD 1 is mostly fine as is except, to meet the historical-cultural significance noted above and for practicality of the future, it may be of worth to consider extension of district east from Broadway (along Aliso or
101) at least as far as the corner at Alameda, including El Pueblo Monument, and perhaps inclusion of Union Station property itself across Alameda. That way the Plaza de Culturas y Artes project is also
included with its income producing element. The relation of Chinatown with the City is good and healthy. Being contiguous to a major transportation hub as well as Civic Center with all its public services from
parking to incarceration, policy decisions of just about all matters are of consequence in Chinatown.
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My community is
geographic: Sherman
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Myanna Dellinger
N. Sheftel
Nadine Nettmann
Semerau

Nancy Baron

Nancy Dolan

Nancy Essenpreis

nancye ferguson

Neila and Jonathan Lee
Netty Carr

Nicholas Milin

Public Testimony
Yes, I think the boundaries should be changed. Sever Hollywood and Koreatown from the current boundaries. Both these neighborhoods have high density multi-unit housing, while the valley and Los Feliz
district are more a mix of multi-unit and single residences. The issues of the valley and adjacent Hollywood Hills and Los Feliz are far different. We are the areas that pay a lot of the property and business
taxes, but we don't get the same service as the mid- and Center City do. Many in my community think they are largely ignored by the CD4 City Council member Nythia Ramen who represents us. Her
sympathies are skewed more to perpetuating homeless encampments and protecting threatening protesters than to the concerns for public safety and public hygiene of the rest of us. Her past call for
defunding the police rather than police reforms that keep us protected have left us feeling unprotected and uncertain what the future direction of safety in our community will be. As for the city, it has been
dithering, not providing enough housing for the homeless who spread out among us and grow more threatening to themselves and the communities that surround them. Instead of putting funds in the hands of
developers who have built outrageously expensive housing and very little of it, why not renovate already existing buildings so that the homeless can be decently housed. For those who refuse such help,
including addicts, unredeemable criminals and the mentally ill, enforce their removal to rehabilitation centers or the imposition of sanctions with real bite in them that makes them conform or move on. We
need stronger laws regarding this such as Burbank and Culver City have. They don't have the homeless problems the City of L.A. does.
I write as an Eagle Rock resident. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock remain whole and in Council District 14.
Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Kester Ave. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you. -N. Sheftel
As a lifelong resident of Laurel Canyon (I was born and raised here and still live here 41 years later), please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district.
Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient government
and in the interests of its residents.
I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of
safety and increased fire danger.
I am strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
Dear Commissioners, Thank you so much for your work and especially for draft Plan K-District J. This plan makes the most sense for keeping our community together . I very much appreciate your efforts to
make sure our neighborhoods interests and opinions are represented.
Sincerely,
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
Please do NOT redistribution laurel canyon.
This would be a big mistake !!!!
Please listen to us !!
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Cedros Ave. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you.
I write as a Atwater Village resident. It is imperative that Atwater Village remain whole and remain in CD 13. Atwater Village, Elysian Valley and Silver Lake are closely linked riverfront communities and should
be represented together. Atwater Village cannot be subsumed by CD1.
It’s an outrage that there is no mention of Atwater Village in the Region 2 Ad Hoc memo and very little outreach done. Sounds like a sneaky ploy by CD1.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.

Name
Nick Ullett

Public Testimony
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Nicola Sharpe
No. CM Raman appears to be doing a good job and is actively addressing some of the bigger issues in our community - such as homelessness and housing. I appreciate the job she is doing so far.
Nicole Medine
I think that Angelino Heights should be included with CD13 and united with Echo Park Lake. My community is very much effected by the managing of CD13
Nicole Soul
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Nigel Daly and the Daly family
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation
Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice. We Are Laurel Canyon.
Nithya
I would like my community to stay in the CD-4 Good relationship
Noelani Leal
Keep the business district of Hollywood in CD 13
Noreen McClendon
Concerned Citizens of South Central Los Angeles (CCSCLA) has been
working to improve the quality of life for residents of the Ninth
Council District and beyond since 1985. We understand the importance of
representation and want to see the Ninth thrive in the future. As such,
we find it vital that we provide input and suggest proposed boundaries
for the Ninth as redistricting is being addressed.
Please find a proposed map of the Ninth Council District for your
consideration. Thank you in advance for your consideration.
Norma Chávez
I'd like to thank the Commissioners for their hard work, listening to all the feedback the public has offered and for considering our petitions.
My name is Norma Chávez and I am from District 6. I would like to ask that Sun Valley stays together and that the San Fernando Valley stays as is.
It is very important that the community of Sun Valley stays together to ensure that we move in a uniform direction as we continue to deal with upcoming environmental issues.
North East Los Angeles / Yes. District 1 and 14 borders are weirdly drawn and do not take into account the reality of the neighborhoods of either district. Homelessness has increased because of gentrification and short term rentals.
Mount Washington
So many streets have RVs and tents of the unhoused who have been pushed out of their residences due to the pandemic / work reduction and gentrification / rising rents. Everywhere there is building, but the
apartments being built are crowded together and the existing infrastructure is not being adequately improved or expanded to accommodate the increased density. Many of the new buildings (especially in the
Taylor Yards area near the LA River) look like slums of the future. The last remaining open areas are being threatened with development, when we need these open spaces for passive recreation (hiking
trails, for example) and wildlife preservation. Also, LA Building and Safety / Grading behaves as if it is corrupt, or completely incompetent. That department in particular needs to be addressed. I am not antibuilding, but building and development needs to be planned to preserve what makes this part of Los Angeles unique and desireable.

Name
North Hills West
Neighborhood Council

Public Testimony
All of the stakeholders and constituents that have reached out to us have unanimously declared that they're happy and at home in CD 12 (District L.) Please NOTE: This includes neighbors seemingly left out
of the current iteration of the plan living along Aqueduct Avenue between Parthenia and Nordhoff Streets. Without exception our stakeholders have made it crystal clear that they have absolutely no desire to
change our City Council District boundaries or our representation at various levels of government. We've built excellent relationships with our current representatives and all those who provide services to our
community, including but not limited to LAPD - Devonshire Division, Fire Stations 87 & 90, West Valley Animal Shelter and nonprofits who serve our aging stakeholders ONEgeneration and Valley Intercommunity Council, all operating out of the West Valley. Our relationship with the City, like all relationships, is a work in progress. We communicate well - but we could always communicate better. We're
aware and considerate of the many facets to building good strong relationships not only with our currently elected leaders but their staff, and Civil Servants working at various City Agencies, Commissions,
Departments, etc... We've invested a huge amount of time in learning their names and how we can most effectively work with them to address our needs. There's always room for improvement but we're
dedicated to continuing this relationship-building and gaining a better understanding of how things work, and how to get things done, when working with the City of LA. Certain ordinances, processes, and
regulations put in place by various City Agencies affect us in different ways. How the City addresses re-homing those currently without secure living situation is very important to our stakeholders in many
ways for many reasons. Most agree that we need this process to move more quickly and we'd really like to see our tax dollars spent wisely to address that actual issues at the root of homelessness in LA.
They definitely don't want the monies set aside for this to wind up being a boon to developers, rather than the tax-paying public of LA. Affordable Housing is certainly an issue but many have asked why
there's so much unoccupied housing stock that's been purchased by speculators or foreign investors - made unavailable for immediate occupation. We'd all like to see our leaders address this and nearly free
pass that developers currently seem to be given when building new housing stock. We feel that the requirements for affordable units are too low and the fines they may elect to pay in lieu of building
affordable units are ludicrously low, too low to be an effective motivation to do the right thing by the people of LA, not just maximize their profit for a handful of investors. Currently a chief concern is about
losing any voice in the future development of our community or our right to self-determination. We wish to retain local autonomy rather than ceding all control to people hundreds of miles away in Sacramento.
North Hills West should NO. We have a long and strong established working relationship with the CD12 council office and our surrounding neighborhood councils. Also, North Hills West, along with our CD12 neighbors, is part of the
stay in CD12
LAPD Devonshire division. Taking us out of CD12 will break that bond that includes our councilman, LAPD captain and surrounding neighborhood councils. Our neighborhood demographics, physical location
and cultural interests are very similar to those of Granada Hills and Northridge. Our CD12 council office understands our problems and concerns and our councilman represents our best interest at the city
council. Moving us to another district that is physically removed from ours and with much different problems and concerns will leave us as "orphans". Locations like Sylmar and Pacoima are very physically
removed from us and their quality of life issues and policy concerns are much different than ours in North Hills West.
Northeast LA
Yes we should have clear geographical boundaries such as North of the 101 and south of the 101. I shouldn't have to go to a website to find out in what district me or my neighbors belong. The district lines
are currently gerrymandered supposedly to give voice to the Latino population many of which have been uprooted the last 10 years with evictions and high rents. The Latinos and most people need
assistance in becoming homeowners and then the ability to develop multi generational housing on their properties. Affordable unrestricted ADUs. Instead we allow only connected developers to develop very
expensive housing.
Northeast Los Angeles
The entirety of Northeast Los Angeles should be represented by a single council district I have lived in the community of Northeast Los Angeles areas since 1996 - initially as a student at Occidental College,
Residents
later as a resident of Glassell Park, for a period I served small businesses throughout Northeast Los Angeles as a public accountant, and I am now raising children attending local public schools in Eagle
Rock. Over these decades, I have seen our Northeast LA communities separated into different districts and our voice diluted in City Council decision-making.
Northeast Los Angeles is a defined community, with defined borders spanning Highland Park, Eagle Rock, Glassell Park, Cypress Park, and Atwater Village, for which a community plan was drafted in 1999.
We have with common challenges related to transit, housing affordability, education, and a thriving and growing small business community.
Northeast Los Angeles is bordered by the cities of Glendale and Pasadena, and we’ve faced a series of challenges with their policy decisions creating problems into our communities. The policies set by
Glendale and Pasadena (for example, Glendale's policy decisions on Scholl Canyon Landfill, Pasadena's policies on policing the homeless, the policies of both on marijuana dispensaries and massage
parlors) have a direct impact on our community – and in the past have led to distinct challenges along our borders with those cities. Those borders span different council districts. When our communities need
to respond to their policy decisions, advocacy needs to be coordinated across different district offices, and our voice is not coordinated.
Historically, council reps of Northeast Los Angeles have struggled to effectively balance our interests with the competing interests of the downtown areas of our districts. I am in complete agreement with the
voices of the downtown residents who spoke earlier; they deserve a strong and unified voice for their community. So does Northeast Los Angeles. Keeping our respective communities compact and separate
may serve both communities. Noteworthy as example of the challenges our community faces: earlier during today's Redistricting Commission meeting, Mr. Cardenas forgot that Eagle Rock was a part of CD14.
Also noteworthy, that Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan was last updated in 1999 over 20 years ago. This neglect could be due in part to the lack of proper representation for our communities.
I’d urge the commission to please keep the communities of Northeast Los Angeles together, Thank you for the opportunity to share my thoughts on this process.
Northwest Valley Renters Yes; the constituents of CD-12 are simply not equally represented across the wide demographic spectrum. However, it’s arguable that areas south of Devonshire or Lassen aren’t necessarily congruent with
the interests of those who reside in District 6, either. If anything, a new district should be drawn — the northern boundary being Devonshire, the southern being Roscoe… Topanga to the west and Zelzah to
the east. This would incorporate complementary neighborhoods in (current) CD-12 and CD-6. We are frustrated that time and time again, housing initiatives (housing the homeless, creating low-to-moderate
income housing, and even building newer market-rate units) are met with disdain by CD-12 leadership. As property values continue to skyrocket (and already-wealthy homeowners enjoy their hyper-inflated
real estate value), those of us who rent are left holding the bag. It is a classic scenario wherein the rich get richer, and the poor (and middle class!) get poorer. Without new housing initiatives, rents will
continue to increase and we will only see more homelessness, more young, upwardly-mobile people move to exurbs, etc. CD-12 seems to sometimes forget that we are still a part of a MAJOR city, and the
misguided crusade to try and be “Mayberry” is at best, antiquated.
Observant Jewish
The boundaries should NOT be changed as they presently reflect the needs and concerns of our community. See above.
Community
Olga Jimenez
I think that the communities here of Broadway Manchester, Green Meadows and neighbors to the south along Imperial Highway represented by CD 15 are in need of unified representation for our interests.
Our communities are too divided in our representation at City Council seeing as we are border edge communities Our communities are fragmented by the City Council becuase we are at the edges. CD8 and
CD9 Council members have been more or less reponsive to local needs but our communities more representation from our political leaders to get things done for our neirghborhoods
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Oren and Shereen
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
Koules
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
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Orthodox Jewish
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Owen Renfroe
Owen Smith

Owen Smith

Palms

Pamela E. Rudy

Pamela Friedman

Patricia Bates

Patricia Carroll

Public Testimony
Special timing on traffic lights for Sabbath and holidays.
Protection of religious institutions and individuals from anti-Semitic incidents and terrorism, year round and especially on holidays.
Zoning can hinder or help our community, e.g.: large families need larger homes, allowing establishment, construction of synagogues, schools and other religious institutions.
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on N Beachwood Drive. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District, just as has been requested by our
neighbors to the east in Koreatown, and by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. Thank you.
I listened closely to the testimony of individuals calling in on your 9/11/2021 Zoom Meeting and the one thing that stood out more than anything else was the desire of Communities of Interest not to be
divided. It seems to be a major concern no matter what the area. To this end, I'd like to share my experience with this Commission.
My wife and I moved into the Wilshire Community in 1963. The street we moved to was composed of duplexes. In 1978, we moved eight blocks to my present SFR home. We were welcomed with a reception
that included all of the residents of my block. In the redistricting of the early 80's we were placed in another Council District. As a HOA and member of a larger group I was authorized to sue for a different
outcome. I, as President of our HOA, did file on behalf of a Community of Interest for those located in the area between Fairfax & Western Avenues, and Wilshire & Olympic Blvd's. We were quite distressed
because we had a working relationship with our Council Person and he and his staff were receptive to our needs. We were successful in getting the lines redrawn to include most of what had been removed,
restored to the 4th District. The next redistricting resulted in moving the line separating our Community of Interest only a couple of blocks. Despite my pleas, we got promises, however the demographers
refused. to move the line from the middle of a street to the rear property lines. This situation was a nightmare for the residents. We got one service on one side of the street and another on the opposite side.
During the last Redistricting, Council President Herb Wesson heard my plea, agreed with us and reunited our Community of Interest. I was President of our HOA for approximately 30 years and President of
GWNC for seven years. My experience is that division does not work. We, the members of our fifteen HOAs, respectfully request that GWNC not be divided. We are non-political, nonsectarian and neutral on
life styles. We have had almost 60 years to work out our problems and most NCs can only marvel at our success. We had 30 years of division and know from experience that a single unit is better. We did our
time in purgatory, please do not return us to that situation. I thank you in advance for your consideration.
Dear Commissioners; I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on Longwood Ave. I have been taken aback by the proposal to remove the historic eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from our hundred
years of community of interest, and transplant them in Koreatown. No Outreach was done by your emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task Force to us, even though we are obviously directly impacted by
this land grab. This expansion is not supported by any community of interest facts, and is contradicted by the Koreatown boundaries as established by Los Angeles City Council Ordinance File No. 09-0606.
Greater Wilshire was a participant and partner with Koreatown in that Ordinance.
Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in Koreatown in one City Council district, but within its true boundaries as
described in the SUMMARY of File N0. 09-0606, dated August 20, 2010., and we support the same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks.
Right now, the northwest quadrant of Palms, which is labeled "Westlake" on Google Maps, is part of the Mar Vista Community Council District. However, MVCC is part of CD 11. Westlake however, is part of
CD5. I'm a Palms Neighborhood Council Board Member and can say that whenever I speak with a resident of Westlake, they believe they are part of Palms, and are very confused and disappointed when I
tell them they are actually part of MVCC. They believe they lives in Palms and have "Palms Pride." More importantly though, I believe the Neighborhood Council boundaries should line up in a way that makes
sense for the Council Districts. Folks in that part of the neighborhood can't lean on the MVCC to represent them to the CD5 Councilmember, since most of MVCC is in CD11. It would make more sense for
this chunk of the neighborhood to be part of Palms so we can represent them in CD5. Furthermore, the freeway boundaries are really what defines our neighborhood. Palms is very walkable, but very few
people cross the freeways on foot. It makes sense to keep ALL of Palms together in both a CD and a NC. I think the two biggest impacts right now are in development and homelessness. Our neighborhood is
located along the Exposition Line and this has led to many developers choosing to build market rate apartments here. I can think of a dozen construction sites off the top of my head. It is really changing the
face of our neighborhood. We also have a very large unhoused community located in three different encampments in and around Palms. The City Council's policies and treatment of these two items have a
large impact on our neighborhood.
I have been a resident of Saint Andrews Square, bounded within Beverly Boulevard, Western Avenue, 3rd Street and, Wilton Place, for 69 years. It has come to my attention that there is possibility that our
neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods and taken over by Koreatown. This neighborhood has never been a part of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods.
Please keep Saint Andrews Square and the rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods together.
The Studio City Residents Association (SCRA) spoke numerous times over many months of Redistricting meetings about Council Districts in the four corners of the Valley. These districts can go from the
Valley rim south or north to the center of the Valley (roughly Roscoe Blvd.). These north/south council districts each encompass a wide variety of diverse socio-economic groups. SCRA has testified before
you that we wish to be in a "Southeast Corner of the Valley" council district. We are mostly in that district now, except we want Greater Toluca Lake to be included. Having an east/west district that runs along
Ventura Boulevard including Studio City, Sherman Oaks and Encino does not achieve any kind of a district with diversity. It is simply not true for this resident that “Studio City primarily shops and works in
Hollywood”. It came as a total surprise to almost everyone in Studio City after we had all made public comments that were well-received proposals made weeks and months ago.
BOTTOM LINE....WE WANT TO BE INCLUDED IN A VALLEY ONLY DISTRICT!!!! Do NOT include us in ANY areas "over the hill"....We DO NOT wish to be included outside the Valley!!!
Kindly be advised that the Corrected Map K also makes significant changes to San Fernando Valley districts N, A and O, including moving the Sepulveda Basin from District A to District M, which splits the
Encino Neighborhood Council area (maps are attached). There should be no registered voters in the basin, so what was the purpose of this change? The email accompanying this map "correction", following,
was very misleading, indicating the only change was to the Windsor Square area.
I Support the Hollywood Chamber of Commerce and oppose any Boundary Change to CD 13.
Hollywood has become one of the most successful revitalization districts in the City over the past 20 years because it was kept together during redistricting. By remaining in CD13, we have flourished because
we have been able to work with a councilperson who is knowledgeable about our issues and build long standing relationships and partnerships through that work. That stability has had a lot to do with our
success. To keep the momentum going, we are asking that Hollywood’s central business district and historic core be kept together and remain in CD13. The Chamber believes that the business district of
Hollywood should remain in CD 13 so that the shared interests of business can be considered and represented by the same council member with the same voice.
After the devastation most strongly felt by hotels, restaurants, bars, theaters, and music venues because of the pandemic, it is necessary more than ever to have a single voice advocating our way back to
revitalization.
It will also give the community a platform to have their interests ranging from housing, jobs, community, and transportation infrastructure be kept within one council district, so they are able to advocate
together for their needs with one council member.
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Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
Sherman Oaks should be part of an all valley district. It is our identity and community alignments.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation
Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice. We Are Laurel Canyon.
No We currently wish to keep equine activities and horse keeping facilities.
Distrito 15 Si
As a resident and home owner of Sherman Oaks, I urge you to approve the redistricting of our Valley areas as referenced in the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association map of August 30, 2021. This
mapped area is well thought out and would bring a sensible solution to the sprawling and incongruous area that is currently Council District 4. With very little in common with the other areas that comprise this
large District, our needs are often unaddressed and ignored. We are enthusiastic to see a much needed change for Sherman Oaks and our other Valley neighborhoods.
Thank you for seriously considering the redistricting proposal brought forth in the new SOHA map of August 30, 2021.
No. Although the geographic configuration of District 14 appears kind of gerimandered (geographically narrow and very oddly shaped), I believe we have been able to be reasonably well represented on the
City Council -- despite the corruption of Jose Huisar!! We are one of LA's oldest neighborhoods. We're at the NE edge of the City. Despite this geographic position, our needs should be considered front-andcenter to the city and we deserve solid representation.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
CD5 should be Encino , Sherman Oaks, Tarzana, the entire Sepulveda Basin, Bel Air- Bel Air Crest Neighborhood Council which includes Roscomare Valley, BelAir Knolls and Bel Air Skycrest which are just
S of Mulholland Dr across from Encino. The community of Mountain Gate could also be included.
Note: The Encino Neighborhood Council Map being used by Redistricting is WRONG. The Encino NC goes from Mulholland Dr (S) to Victory Blvd (N) Lindley (W) to the 405 (E).
The I-405 should not be a border. All of the communities in the Santa Monica Mountains have a lot in common as do the flat areas of Encino, Sherman Oaks and Tarzana.
On Mulholland Dr there are many schools, a church, a university, a temple and a museum are part of our community. Ventura Blvd from Tarzana on the West to Sherman Oaks on the East share a lot in
common .
The Sepulveda Basin, a flood control area, serves all of the communities with areas of open space and recreation.
I live in Highland Park and the community needs to be in one City Council
district, not gerrymandered to benefit whomever is doing the gerrymandering.
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I think the current general (macro) boundaries of CD 13 make a good deal of sense, and I'm not here going to wander into the very micro matters of where this or that exact bit of line should be drawn,
because on such matters I'd fundamentally want to defer to the wisdom of those who live in any particular area. It seems to me to be absolutely essential that we keep CD 13 as together as possible - for
example, Atwater Village, Echo Park and the portion of Silver Lake now in CD 13. They are each unique and collectively represent diversity but also a shared continuum of how local residents live, work, play,
and breathe. To do otherwise -- to break them apart -- is to mess with their quality of life. So-called "Frogtown"/Elysian Valley is intrinsically/ecologically connected already within CD 13-- and everything about
the future of L.A.. as it revolves around the Los Angeles River but also the lives of young adults locally, makes that part of CD 13 quintessential to our district. East Hollywood feels like -- to me, at least -- our
community's crucial gateway to other parts of the city more to the west, while I suspect Silver Lake might feel like their vibrant gateway eastward, making them both parts of another shared continuum, and
therefore part of a whole, which is CD 13. Regarding Little Armenia -- it is wonderful to have it in our district, because it offers so much invaluable energy, while I think it has found a very welcome home! (As it
happens, I am currently involved in a vaccination awareness effort directed at various Armenian communities, not just re Little Armenia but also in Glendale, Pasadena, North Hollywood, etc. -- Covid is
perhaps our most urgent example ever of how traditional geographic boundaries sometime must be deemed contingent to new circumstance, at least until a crisis abates.) Historic Filipinotown is not just a CD
13 treasure but one that is becoming a shinier shared jewel all the time -- with representation in recent years at our Silver Lake National Night Out, and with more and more restaurants in CD 13 offering their
cuisines, and with various labor connection being introduced and empowered in terms of local union coalitions, and with a broadening of awareness about heritage (as a personal note, I will mention that I was
delighted to do a podcast a year ago about this community and how much it means to all of us).
Re Glassell Park, I'd actually like to see all of it together in CD 13, since that would be of benefit to the people there (in terms of community identity, knowing whom to turn to for city services, etc.), while also
making it easier for intra-neighborhood/community relationships to prosper.
I don't mean to seem contradictory when I say that I am content with the current division of Silver Lake into two council districts, 13 and 4. I've worked in council offices which represented parts of certain
communities that each had two or more council members, and I could see plusses and minuses, sometimes hinging not just on which council member represented which part of a community, but even on
which field deputy had a given responsibility, and how well they exercised that responsibility. Sometimes, it was problematic, with confusion and a shuffling back and forth of responsibility and accountability,
potentially leaving residents in the lurch. But at its best- - when there were many different challenges, some of them rooted in the differing areas of a specific community, making it a lot of one council office to
oversee -- multiple representation by more than one council office provided a more diverse array of talent, voices and resources, and that could be not just helpful but necessary. Silver Lake, including
because of the complexities of the reservoir property itself, can be seen in that light, even while much is changing. Over the course of time, the community has learned from its lineage of council members
how to work with their assigned council office, and I think it's entirely questionable that changing that formulation would be of benefit, versus being just change for change's sake.
Re the part of Hollywood in CD 13: Hollywood (literal, metaphorical and mythical) is a great part of our city, and it's remarkably important that CD 13 continue to have a part of Hollywood. So much of our city's
movie industry started in, or has key roots in, CD 13 -- for example, the old Mack Sennett studio just down the street a bit from me, or the hills up and down which the kids of the "Our Gang" shorts would ride
their go-carts while sending nearby pedestrians tumbling into the air. There are countless such examples, including of far more recent artistic accomplishment. We need to have a continued, vital sense of
heritage -- of "Hollywood" as something like a creative pulse in the air, but also that it be physically just down the street, alive with material work and projects hopefully to come. Not to single out any one
council member for praise, but the current council member for CD 13, like others before him, has embraced that momentous fount of creativity that is Hollywood, by celebrating its critical place in our city and
our civilization, whether it's by making Hollywood Walk-of-Fame presentations, or honoring TCM's Women Make Films series which brought so much needed attention to the women who have done so much,
often with so little in support and opportunity, to make film perhaps our greatest art form. Hollywood, though not always literally bound to geography, is still a place that needs advocacy if it is to there for
everyone, and right now, it is as crucial to Silver Lake as it is to Hollywood that Hollywood be able to say that CD 13 is at least one of its homes. If I have skipped over any community in CD 13, it is because I
have already no doubt gone on way too long. But my bottom line is that CD 13's current shape is very much worth protecting andc continuing, because so much connectivity and enriching already occurs
between the various communities that already make up CD 13, though I do think Glassell Park -- certainly while staying in CD 13 -- could only be helped by being made whole. So much of L.A.'s history (the
changing charter; the strong or weak mayor conundrum; the destruction and disappearance of certain neighborhoods; the history of segregation and racism; the nature of industry; the role of water) has to do
with how communities are defined and also how they are represented or repressed, unified or divided, upheld or isolated. Toss into the mix the creation and short history of neighborhood councils, of which
I've been a part, albeit small. And also how departments function well, or not so well, and whether our city is accountable and transparent, or not sufficiently or purposely so. There have been books written
about these topics, and I could (less eloquently) say much, too. But the bottom line is, CD 13 is getting its fair share of representation, currently, and in especially tough times, with Covid, a quite unsettled
nation, a city where homelessness is an almost universal issue, et al. And how we speak, and how we listen, is very much at the core of what we are able or unable to do, with "silos" and social media
seemingly so dominant. Improvement should always be the goal, and the goal within reach, of a community -- and the city of Los Angeles is optimally always going to be a work in progress. That said, CD 13
(and my immediate Silver Lake) functions well in its current shape, and to wrench it violently out of shape to meet some new political standard would be the wrong direction.
The boundaries should not be changed. As stated above, there are many institutions with the same needs, goals, values and charities serving the residents of this area. The City has been very helpful in
understanding our needs regarding special parking arrangements before and during Jewish holidays, providing permits for special religious celebrations, enabling us to maintain an area demarcated for
carrying on the Sabbath, ensuring that our community is safe, providing stop lights at busy intersections, having those lights on automatic timers for the Sabbath and Jewish holidays, creating curb cuts on our
sidewalks for the many young families with strollers and senior citizens with walkers, to name just a few of the ways the City Council has been responsive to our needs.
I don't believe that Eagle Rock needs to change its council district. I quite like who our Councilperson is.
Yes, the small part CD 10 should join CD 4. We presently have to deal with 2 councils to take care of business.

No. We have our own neighborhood council, North Hills West NC. If we were to change our boundaries and become part of CD6, we would lose our neighborhood council and our single family, residential
identity. We already have some problems because people outside the area generally identify all of "North Hills" as North Hills East, with it's attendant high density, gang infested areas. The east side is loaded
with apartments, just drive down Nordoff St on the east side of the 405. The only view is row upon row of apartment buildings and commercial/industrial properties and general blight. Drive down Nordhoff on
the west side, you will view beautiful homes situated on very large lots. Which are indicative of most of the rest of the CD12 landscape. We are a friendly, family oriented community and we should probably
formally change our name to North Hills West. We strongly urge you to leave us in CD12. We identify with CD12 in style, culture and core values, especially with those communities closest to us, like
Northridge and Granada Hills, and that is where we wish to stay. Our relationship with the city is affected in large part by bad decisions made by the City Council as a whole. We are very happy with the
positions taken by our city councilman John Lee, whose land use philosophy most closely aligns with ours. Unfortunately, he is one person against the other 14 council people. The majority of whom represent
high density philosophy. The city's refusal to enforce the laws affecting the homeless and criminals impacts us all. We do not identify with communities such as North Hills East,. High density breeds crime,
which has exploded through out the city as a result of positions taken by the LA city council.
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▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
No. please DO NOT change Community has strong relationship with City via Councilman and his staff.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
Keep Wilshire Park remain in CD 4
I am an owner and member of several Los Angeles based companies, and I am also fortunate to call the Arts District home. I have lived in several buildings ranging from Binford Lofts in the early 2000’s to
The Aliso, currently.
The Arts District is a close-knit neighborhood that has evolved over the past few decades from an artist colony into a community of businesses and creative professionals. Each year our community continues
to grow and further develop into a regional housing hub, center of employment and cultural cradle. Splitting the Arts District into two different Council Districts or even splitting Downtown in two different
Council Districts would be detrimental to the progress we have made over the past decade. Bounded by the Los Angeles River, the 10 freeway, Alameda Street and the 101 freeway, the Arts District, along
with the other half dozen communities in Downtown, collectively make up our City’s urban center. The challenges and opportunities that we face Downtown are unique to Downtown and cannot be found
anywhere else. The high concentration of jobs, number of individuals experiencing homelessness, the collection of architectural treasures and cultural institutions shape the neighborhood character and the
everyday experience for members of the Arts District and Downtown. Perhaps, the most defining characteristic about our community, which makes us a community of interest is our housing. All dwelling units
Downtown are located inside of multifamily buildings. This shared experience of living together, in a dense urban setting, mixed in with employment, entertainment and homelessness is what makes our
community unique. Council District 14 not only understands the Downtown community, and has worked to enhance our community, which is why it is extremely important to keep us inside of CD-14. As your
commission begins working on the redistricting process, I am hopeful that you will come to understand that the Arts District should remain within Council District 14, along with the rest of Downtown. Our living
style and urban environment should be represented by the same Councilmember and the same voice. The Arts District is truly a community of interest. Thank you for your careful consideration. Please don’t
hesitate to reach out directly if I can be of any further assistance to you in this matter.
No. The proposed split of Woodland HIlls into two different council districts is an awful shortsighted idea. The East side has all of the big business and the west side will get no attention from Lee, who could
care less about Woodland HIlls. It will make the job of the WHWCNC doubly hard to deal with two council offices to get anything done We have a good relationship with Bob Blumenfield, who is responsive
and has brought many improvements to the community and has aided the WHWCNC in achieving its goals. WE don't feel John Lee has the interests of the West side of Woodland Hills in his agenda
Dear Commissioners
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities within their current boundaries.
Thank you.
Pete Kirchen
147 Wilton Drive
LA 90004
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
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Philip & Elizabeth Owens ▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Philip Murphy
I live in Echo Park in CD 13. Mitch O’Farrell is our councilman and has worked hard for the community. I understand that our district was under-counted in the 2020 Census and that we need to gain more
population. I am also aware that our district is the smallest district geographically in the city. For these reasons I would like to see our district grow both in physical size as well as in population.
It is my preference to remain in CD 13 and that its configuration be expanded to include these interrelated communities: Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian Valley, Echo Park, Elysian Park, Angelino
Heights, Silverlake, Historic Filipino Town, East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia, Hollywood
I am also a Co-President of the Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park. In that capacity it is extremely important that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that the park is
preserved and maintained for future generations and kept safe from any further development or encroachment. In fact it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure
that both districts are equally invested in its preservation.
Pia Bergman
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Pico Robertson-Hancock No change as a minority voting block the Orthodox Jewish Community is situated around its Synagogues it’s Hebrew Day Schools it’s specialty kosher markets, Bakeries and Kosher restaurants The council
Park
has assisted the community with its institutions like the Museum of Tolsrance
The museum of the Holocaust at Pan Pacific Park
PicoRobertsonCD5
No change please. We are already a tiny minority (~0.5% of LA County) and splitting up our area will only disenfranchise us. We have a cooperative, cordial, and supportive relationship with the City. We work
with Law Enforcement and Elected Representatives to effect peaceful and productive improvements for all citizens.
Property owner
Yes. It has been totally gerrymandered to include areas of downtown which have zero connection to the people that live here The City is very distant, the various council people have gotten done things done
but the infrastructure has been unequally been maintained… money has been clearly wasted… it has been difficult to be heard… corruption hurts
Rachel Kerr
No, the community works well as it is with access to a public arena where the local community can also meet the horses, often the only time they ever get to meet these animals. The public arena could be
better maintained, the fencing is broken.
Rachel Teller
My name is Rachel Teller and I currently live in Hancock Park with my husband and 3 children and have grown up here my entire life. I support Draft Plan K Corrected, and specifically its map of District J. My
neighborhood asks to be part of District J, which includes all of Greater Wilshire! We are a community of shared interests. We share the Jewish/Orthodox religious institutions and schools with the
neighborhoods to our west. We share parks and historic neighborhoods. And this map keeps our neighborhood councils whole. Thank you for listening.
Ramiro Castro Jr.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Rand Wetherwax
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
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Public Testimony
As longtime homeowners in Benedict Canyon, we OBJECT to the redistricting that is under consideration. The issues, concerns and priorities that we share with our neighbors are unique to Benedict Canyon
and cannot be appropriately addressed by a City Council District that extends as far as Shadow Hills, more than 20 miles from our neighborhood. As you are well aware, Benedict Canyon is involved in a
critical opposition to the proposed "retreat", a central issue that simply cannot be adequately addressed. This, and other important environmental and economic issues, are too important to be shipped off to
another district.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation
Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice. We Are Laurel Canyon.
Our Carthay neighborhoods simply want to remain in CD 5 and stay united, not split off into other districts. Our community has had a very long relationship with CD 5, since Zev Yaroslavsky was our City
councilman (and maybe even from before). We have built relationships over time, which is very important to maintain.
No, because the will of the people who voted for Nithya are in the district. Everything from permits to covid mandates affects us
I live on Scott avenue in Echo Park in CD 13. Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell has been our councilman and has worked hard for the community. The councilmember came in and personally help me with an
outdated zoning law that saved me money and putting a blight on the border Elysian Park since that’s where I live. I would like to stay In CD13 because if I go into cd one on one side of me is the park cd one
and the other side would be CD13, my neighbors would be coyotes, gophers and Hawks
I am very concerned that we remain in CD 13 and that the existing configuration be preserved, if not expanded, to include all of these interconnected communities: Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian
Valley, Echo Park, Elysian Park, Angelino Heights, Silverlake, Historic Filipino Town, East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia, Hollywood
In particular, it is extremely important that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that the park is preserved and maintained for future generations and kept safe from any
further development or encroachment. In fact it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation.
Yes, divide the area so that more of us have an opportunity to advocate. SOuth of the Blu and North of the Blv. The South tends to make decisions and sides with developers, yet, they do not live with the
consequences as those in the North of the Blv. face ever day. Woodland hills NC approved a growing plan to over develop the area, there are not enough local public resources to accommodate the growth
expected over the next 10 years. Those of us South of the Blv. must have a seat at the table.
Pues yo pienso que el concierto deveria de tener más contacto con la comunidad acercarse más a ellos No tengo relación alguna
I would like to see all of Glassell Park in one CD otherwise CD 13 needs to stay as is. Our community is very active politcally. With a lot of help from community organization we secured the current Silver
Lake Library over a planned fast food drive thru, we worked with the LADWP with community input on the Silver Lake Reservoir redesign when the Reservoir was taken off line as drinking water. We
organized for improvements to the Silver Lake Dog Park
THE AREA NEEDS THE MUNICIPAL CODE 85.02 - NO OVERNIGHT VEHICLE DWELLING ENFORCED AGAIN. THE CITY COUNCIL MUST BRING IT TO A VOTE IMMEDIATELY.
I do not believe we should change our Council District boundaries as with this change in CD4 you would be splitting our group of homes on Wilton Place off from the remainder AND take us from Ridgewood
Wilton Neighborhood Association which we have supported for many years Our community is affected by the City Council decisions that affect our integrity and continued support of our
community/neighborhood. We work very hard to maintain the structures and integral landscaping to provide continued historic reference for the city as well as an active, community-minded group of families
and individuals
Nuestra comunidad se ha sentido descuidada por nuestros representantes. San Pedro recibe mucho más en forma de inversión en comparación con nuestra comunidad. Yo quiero ver mucho más inversión
en nuestro pueblo y no solamente en infraestructura, sino también en nuestros jóvenes. Todos los amigos que tengo que se graduaron de a la universidad en cuanto pudieron se fueron de Wilmington. Esta
comunidad no tiene mucho para ofrecer nuestros jóvenes profesionales. Y en mi opinión allí es donde viene el cambio postivo para nuestra comunidad.
Our community has felt neglected by our city council. Our sister city of San Pedro gets a lot more in the form of investment in comparison to our community.
No We have an excellent relationship with City Council and woujld like to keep it that way. For us to have meaningful representation in City Council, as a significant minority with its own unique issues, it would
be beneficial for Pico/Robertson/ Beverlywood, Beverly-Fairfax, the west end of Hancock Park, and Valley Village, to be under one Council District, CD 5, as most of it currently is.
no. we are more connected this way we are a long standing community and contribute through many of our organisations
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Public Testimony
My name is Reuben Ramirez and I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ Neighborhood, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. We support the Revised Plan K and specifically its District J.
THANK YOU COMMISSIONERS FOR LISTENING TO US. My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, as revised to include ALL OF GREATER WILSHIRE. My current Council district, CD4, will be
transformed to exclude Sherman Oaks. We support this move. But Greater Wilshire must also be moved as part of this new vision for our City. We must move to District J, where we share communities of
interest. We share historic residential neighborhoods. We share Jewish/Orthodox religion and institutions. We share parks. We do not share these with our neighbors to the east. Thank you honoring our
voice. By the way, I purchased my home in Wilshire Park because this area is historic, non-commercial and not overdeveloped as some of the nearby areas.
Imoved to 16820 Mayall St, North Hills, CA 91343 in 2011. We signed a petition to be part of Granada Hills around that time frame to be part of Granada Hills. We got to claim we were Granada Hills but now
it seems that fight is being erased after only a few years. We are closer and have more in common with Granada Hills and Northridge. I am less than a street away from Granada Hills or Northridge. The
economics such as education, pay, etc is closer to Granada Hills and Northridge. North Hills West should remain in CD 12 The 405 is a natural separation from East to West. The community of North Hills
West is west of the 405 and has been in CD 12 for more than 20 years. It is also how the city divides its service for trash pick up, animal shelters, and other city services. CD 6 which is District "F" and east of
the 405 has communities that are not near like Sunland-Tujunga, Shadow Hills, Pacoima, Mission Hills. Housing, Commerce, and Business is also mismatched. It would be the undoing of relationships built
through the years with the communities of Granada Hills, Northridge, Porter Ranch and the office of CD 12 and Devonshire LAPD. North Hills West would be a "fish out of water"and an "outlier" with no built in
relationship with the office and the other communities in that District.
Yes, i believe city resources aren't being distributed equally. District 1 in comparison to CD 10 has cleaner and safer parks and streets. The community in council district 1 live in small apartments so having a
place for children to play openly is important. many of us also have use public transportation so making sure that our street lights are always working is important for our families safety The city can do more to
communicate with the community. The community need to see more assistance to be able to provide honest feedback on these policies.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
My name is Richard Aslanian And I am a homeownerand I am a homeowner at 14358 Miranda St., Sherman Oaks, CA 9140 I am submitting the below comment to the City Redistricting Commission:
COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’
Connor, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning of this process. However,
based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another
map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses.
We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater
Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into
the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”).
We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps.
The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix
J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and
specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all future Redistricting processes.
Not even in this slightest. It would be a tremendously awful idea to change the disrupt in any way from what it is now. The current Council district has a hands on approach and very involved in the tightknit
community and city of Hollywood. The city of Hollywood has a strong voice as it has been the same District for years with a fantastic relationship with the council office. Chan. This community has been mostly
under the jurisdiction of the single CD13 and that is how it should say. Please do not change the Hollywood district in any way.
I am 73 years. My family moved to 155 S Highland in 1953. I lived there until 1969 when I got married and moved back to the neighborhood in 1979. I am a member of Saint Brendan Church. My 5 children
and 2 stepchildren attended Saint Brendan Elementary School. I obviously have a huge connection with the Larchmont area. I have been on the Land Use Committee of the GWNC for 12 years. I reside at
156 S Wilton place – the east side of Wilton. A proposal to move the east side of Wilton and SASNA into the adjacent council district would remove me and a significant number of my neighbors for the
community that we have been a part of and attached to. The move is unnecessary and certainly not in the best practice of maintaining neighborhoods.
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Commissioners, I reviewed the recent change to the map. I can’t say for certain, but plan K, District J appears to include the west side of Western Avenue in Koreatown which is correct and the east side of
Manhattan remains in the Greater Wilshire NC which is also correct.
I lived in Hancock Park from 1953 until 1969 and moved to the Ridgewood Neighborhood Association in 1979 and have lived there since.I have also been a member of the Land Use committee of the GWNC
for 12 years.
Richard Moultrie
The proposal to move North Hills West from CD12 "L" to CD 6 "F" makes NO sense at all! We are opposed to this!
Our neighborhood enjoys over 20 years of long standing and continued relationships with Granada Hills, Northridge and Porter Ranch including the Devonshire PD and FD 87 Fire Department and the office
of CD12. Our mostly quiet residential neighborhood is occupied by long time homeowners vs rental buildings, our real estate values are very similar if not the same as Northridge and Granada Hills. There is
NO SENSE in moving us to the the East!!! We have nothing in common nor are we close to Sylmar, Pacoima & parts further East, especially taking into consideration the significant geographical barrier posed
by the 405 freeway! North Hills West would be an outlier in CD6 with no built in relationship with that office and other communities in that District. We would be a fish out of water! This does NOT make any
reasonable sense at all!
We wish to remain in CD12, District "L", where we belong and have built relationships with our neighboring communities!
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
richard WIENER
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
Rick Marin
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
Ridgewood Wilton
The council boundaries should not change from where they are drawn now. Moving the Council boundary from Western Ave to Wilton Place would split our Association down the middle. We would have two
Neighborhood
different Council Members and two different Neighborhood Councils representing us with the city. It would be a tremendous burden to do double the work when seeking the city's assistance for issues and
Association
concerns. The Association has always had a productive and positive relationship with Council District 4. When issues come up it has been immensely advantageous to have a single Council Member and a
single Neighborhood Council to contact for assistance. Policy decisions regarding traffic safety, crime mitigation, assistance for the unhoused, zoning all affect our school and parish. Having the Association
split into two different districts would require developing a second relationship with another Council Member and Neighborhood Council which would create more work when policy decision are made that
affect our community.
Ridgewood Wilton
We support the current Plan K2. Plan K2 places the historic homes of Ridgewood Wilton and Greater Wilshire with our Community of Interest neighborhoods to the west. We share schools, churches,
Neighborhood in Greater synagogues, parks, local newspapers, and sports leagues with our western neighbors. We have always had a productive and positive relationship with our past Councilmembers. Since we share many of the
Wilshire
same issues with our neighbors to the west (single family historic homes, religious affiliations, social connections) we respectfully ask to remain with those communities of interest through Plan K. Please keep
us with our communities of interest to allow us to have a voice in City Hall.
Ridgewood-Wilton
Any decision to split us by creating a new district boundary down Wilton Place would render our very successful neighborhood organizing exponentially more difficult, requiring coordination with 2
Neighborhood
Councilmembers and their staff. Plus we also share affinities and interests with the neighborhood directly to our east, St Andrews Square, as well as to our west, Windsor Square. We all thrive best when we
Association
cab work together through the same Councilmember. Our community first came together in the late 60s to fight the City's proposal to demolish many home and straighten Wilton Place, to create a faster and
more heavily trafficked North-South corridor. Since that first confrontation we have worked very productively with the city to bring in streetlights, over-night parking restrictions, stop signs, better night-time
traffic light patterns, a couple of traffic islands -- all designed to reduce crime (specifically late-night prostitution), and calm traffic and reduce speeding hazards. We feel we have been successful because we
have had productive relationships with Councilmembers like LaBonge, Ryu, and Nithy. We fear that our voice will be lost against the larger business interests of the commercial district to our east, Koreatown
-- the landlords and business owners have very different interests than we do, in our predominantly residential area.
Riley Montgomery
The physical boundaries of CD-13 should not change. Echo Park Lake must remain in CD-13 and under Mitch O'Farrell's control. CD-1 and Gil Cedillo have shown a complete lack of ability to maintain a
public park. Looking at MacArthur Park, one can see the complete lack of care and ability to maintain our public spaces. Not only that, but by redistricting Echo Park / CD-13 in this manner, you would
essentially be splitting Echo Park down the middle, tearing a giant slash through the very beating heart of our community. If the boundaries where to change it all, the only acceptable change would be to
expand CD-13 to encompass all of Echo Park, rather then continuing to further split and divide our community. I cannot understate this enough, this redistricting attempt would be a disaster for Echo Park.
You will be destroying our community. I urge you to reconsider this rash decision and continue to allow Echo Park Lake to stay in CD-13. If a petition is necessary to do this, I will create one if need be. The
residents of Echo Park and CD-13 will NOT stand for our community being further divided. My community is directly affected by the city council. Since my community is centered around a public park, Echo
Park Lake, we are directly affected when a city council member chooses to foster care and nature the park, or if a council member chooses to let it fall into disrepair, much like what Gil Cedillo has done to
MacArthur Park. My community has a very good relationship with Mitch O' Farrell and his entire staff. He cares and tends to the park like the crown jewel that it is. His team makes sure it is safe, provides
movie screenings and outdoor events. The current way the district is divided allows CD-13 to focus efforts on keeping my community safe and clean, and keeping the park a place where we can all enjoy.
Echo Park Lake is the heart of my community. What you are doing is attempting to rip out the heart of this community. It is shameful. Stop splitting Echo Park further. Stop trying to rip my community apart.
We will not stand for our lake being ripped from us and tossed into CD-1 like trash.
Rita Black
I have been a resident of Saint Andrews Square, bounded within Beverly Boulevard, Western Avenue, 3rd Street and, Wilton Place, for 30 years. It has come to my attention that there is possibility that our
neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods and taken over by Koreatown. This neighborhood has never been a part of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods.
Please keep Saint Andrews Square and the rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods together.
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Public Testimony
Hi, I am a local homeowner in Sherman Oaks.
I want to push for redistricting Sherman Oaks into District 5 with Encino.
I want to see a council person represent us in Sherman Oaks and not someone that represents the other parts of Los Angeles.
Please redistrict Sherman Oaks into District 5
I do not understand how Sherman Oaks is split between two districts and one part of Sherman Oaks is in a district that is mainly not located in the Valley.
Sherman Oaks is like the mutt that no one pays attention to as there are far more important projects outside of the valley.
Please consider making all of Sherman Oaks as part of District 5 along with Encino and Tarzana. This makes so much more sense and should be managed as a connected District.
My name is Robert Diaz a stakeholder in Highland park, 90042. I have had the opportunity to be a part of the Historic Highland Park Neighborhood Council the last two years. In this engagement I have
learned so much about City politics and the connection between Public policy and their reaching our private door. Redistricting brings concerns around the support Highland Park receives from CD14. I have
witnessed this first hand with finances to civics. We need to remain a part of CD14. The community does seem to thrive in ways it could not without. Thank you
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on the 100 S block of Gramercy Pl. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District, just as has been
requested by our neighbors to the east in Koreatown, and by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. Thank you.
Please know that we and our neighborhood are strongly OPPOSED to being moved from CD4 to another district.
My wife and I have lived in our neighborhood for 35 years. During this time, we have been closely aligned with the neighborhood associations of GWNC and SASNA (Saint Andrews Square Neighborhood
Association). We know our neighbors and our neighborhood. We (SASNA, Ridgewood-Witon and GWNC) have come together over the decades to nurture and to protect our neighborhood on many
occasions from marauding developers, a cell phone tower, from the loss of our Wilshire Branch Library and other issues. We enjoyed full support and assistance from Tom LaBonge, Carolyn Ramsey David
Ryu and now, Nithya Raman. We are a unit. Please do not break us up.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
Please keep district D5 the same. For us to have meaningful representation in City Council, as a significant minority with its own unique issues, it would be beneficial for Pico/Robertson/ Beverlywood,
Beverly-Fairfax, the west end of Hancock Park, and Valley Village, to be under one Council District, CD 5, as most of it currently is.
As the elected representatives of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association, we are writing to oppose redrawing of the boundaries of our area to add us to a Koreatown Council District.
The Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association (or RWNA) was formed in 1978 to advocate for residents located along Wilton Place, Wilton Drive and Ridgewood Place between Third Street and Beverly
Boulevards. More than 80% of those residents have paid their voluntary dues to RWNA in the current year, providing proof of their affiliation and support.
We are an area of single family homes primarily occupied by owners, similar to the Windsor Square area immediately to our west. The Saint Andrews Square Neighborhood Association area, immediately to
our east, also significantly mirrors our land-use, residential and other concerns. On the other hand, we do not share similar concerns with the areas further east, known as Koreatown, because of the very
different patterns of residence and ownership.
Our siting within the area served by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council and within Council District 4 has united us with communities of similar interests and provided us with forums and representation
sensitive to and focused on our concerns.
We are very surprised to discover the existence and near adoption of a plan to split the RWNA area itself and further to add parts of it to a district with such differences that there is no common ground
between us. We state categorically that no representative of any organization advocating for this change has contacted us or our members and residents, asked our opinions or considered our needs.
Advocacy of this change, absent any attempt to reach those who will be affected, appears deliberately deceptive.
We strongly request that you reject the actions and recommendations of the Koreatown Task Force and retain the current boundaries of our Association and those of our neighboring Associations within the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council as an accurate representation of commonality of interest. We also request that redrawn boundaries for our Council District should also include our area with the similar
areas mentioned so that we may speak with a unified and focused voice.
We have seen a similar request prepared by the officers of the Saint Andrews Square Association and endorse it fully.
No, we should stay in CD12
CD12 works well for this community We contact and connect with CD12 staff and Councilman Lee. Their office is very receptive.
I am sad to hear you might even be thinking of splitting up our community.
I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Woodman Canyon. We have lived here for 40 years. Our kids grew up on our street. Changing the community is a bad idea.
Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.
We absolutely agree that Sherman Oaks should remain in the Valley.
I would like to encourage you to hear our voices in wanting Highland Park to be part of CD14.
This request is to join CD5 Sherman Oaks & Encino should be joined and CD4 should only be in the valley not over the hill like Los Feliz who does not give a rats tail about the Valley
I have lived in Venice for over 30 years and I grew up in WestLA. The issues that Venice face are unique. My preference would be for Venice to be its own district. Our housing, traffic, environmental and
tourist issues are unlike other neighborhoods.
Short of that, all coastal neighborhoods should be in one unique district. Again, because we share important environmental and tourist issues.
Please do not change our district such that local interests are diluted or overlooked. That is currently the situation.
Please reduce the size of our district. The current CD11 is far too large for the concerns of each neighborhood to be adequately addressed. Specifically, the concerns of Venice have been ignored while the
Pacific Palisades and Brentwood are pandered to. It's not sustainable for the City of LA to disregard our coastal community issues.
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I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air
Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon
is a founding member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we
face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood Council, is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to
work with our Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station
that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from
District O as it extends west and into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community faces.
For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District
J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you.
Keeping the lines would be positive I ask that the boundaries not be expanded because the geographically larger the district that includes my community I feel that that it may create more challenges for there
to be a focus on the Westlake/MC Arthur park area that have a mountain of challenges and issues that have yet to be addressed. Very low-quality relationship with my city. I don’t see the city representatives
engaging in our shared spaces. Lack of information on how to uplift communities issues but even worse challenges in following through when we submit our concerns. I don’t feel there is a genuine interest to
commit to residents even when we provide our names and phone numbers to offices on certain issues. This affects the city policy decisions because then their decisions are not informing the resources and
efforts being provided for my community. With more reason, the city council should focus on creatively engaging communities that have higher challenges in engaging in the policy decision processes. In the
end the city council ends up making decisions whether the community was able to provide input or not
I know these decisions are difficult. I support Windsor Square being joined to the west.
I’m Rod Dean and I live in Windsor Square. I support Draft Plan K Corrected, and specifically its map of District J. My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, which includes ALL OF GREATER WILSHIRE.
We are a community of shared interests. We share the Jewish/Orthodox religious institutions and schools with the neighborhoods to our west. We share parks and historic neighborhoods. And this map keeps
our neighborhood councils whole.
Windsor Square needs to remain with Hancock Park and west. Attaching us to Koreatown doesn’t represent either neighborhood fairly. Thank you.
I would bring the line down to Olympic in CD10 and CD1. I would move it west into CD4 to La Brea. I would move it east to Santa Fe to CD10. I just moved here so I am getting used to it. There's a lot of
Charter schools in the community. For a lot of students they have to go to the more central options like Belmont. We do have RFK. Maybe we could open another school up north. I would like it to be a public
school. I would like the city council to contribute to cleaning up MacArthur Park.
Dear Commissioners, I am a long time (43 years) Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Briarwood Drive. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you.
Redistricting offers an opportunity to make necessary adjustments in how our City is partitioned, and the ideal is that such adjustments strengthen our communities.
Maintaining all animalkeeping/horsekeeping and High-Fire Mountain Fire District communities (Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills, and La Tuna Canyon) in the same district, as it is currently, provides
our communities a better opportunity to support each other and advocate for our common interests. Splitting these communities into different districts will not help.
Please keep our Foothill communities (Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills, and La Tuna Canyon) in the same district!
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Our interests would be best served if we were in a common district with Windsor Square, Hancock Park, and Parchment village, which have similar interests and value. My specific neighborhood, RidgewoodWilton, is in the Department of the Interior's list of historic places. As such, we have similar preservations interests as the HPOZs of Windsor Square and Hancock Park, albeit with guidance provided at a
Federal Level instead of local. Nonetheless, our neighborhood has a specific interest in seeing historic properties sensibly managed by the city, so find common cause with how our adjacent neighborhoods
interact with the City Council.
Dear Commissioners
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown. Roger O'Brient
257 S Witlon Pl, Los Angeles
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
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1. I want Shadow Hills to stay in ONE Council District, not divided up. 2. I want all horsekeeping/animalkeeping and High-Fire-Mountain Fire District communities (Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Shadow Hills, La
Tuna Canyon) to be in the same ONE district (as they currently are in CD7). This allows our communities to advocate for our common interests as one united voice.
I live in Windsor Square and I support Draft Plan K Corrected, and specifically its map of District J. My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, which includes ALL OF GREATER WILSHIRE. We are a
community that shares parks, historic neighborhoods and general interests. We also share religious institutions and schools with the neighborhoods to our west. This map keeps our neighborhood councils
whole.
Special requests for Saturday accommodations and for Jewish holidays
No. Why change the boundaries? Same since 1993 and no functional reason to change. Certainly don’t split Atwater Village, keep it intact. Atwater Village has been around since1922 and is part of the city
and is therefore affected by city decisions in every way.
I think CD1 should extend down to Olympic where it is CD14. My elementary school sits in that area so does Food4Less. That's where I go access food. It's always been there's everything. There's a Numero
1. & Other grocery stores we're thankful and grateful are close to us so we don't have to struggle too much because we don't have a family vehicle. We should also extend the CD1 line to Western. Lafayette
park is in CD10 I think it should be part of CD 1 because people from the community access the park. It seems like part of CD 10 & 14 should be a part of CD1. I've seen more law enforcement over the years.
It's changed the dynamics of gang activity. Those policies definitely affect my community. The Levitt Pavilion hosts free concerts every year and that gives youth a way to spend their summer close to home.
At the park there's a lot of food and street vendors. Those events are great activities the city supports. I miss the paddle boats at the lake. If they brought that back that would so cool. Policies that regulate the
maintenance of public spaces definitely affect us. MacArthur Park could be much cleaner.
As a long time resident of Atwater Village I want this area to remain in one council district and it should also remain as CD13.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
As a long time member of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood, a Co-President of the Saint Andrews Square Neighborhood Association and a member of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council’s Land
Use Committee, I urge you to keep the eastern boundary of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood where it was established at and near Western Avenue by the City Council on August 20, 2010 (Ordinance 090606).
Saint Andrew Square has multiple Historic-Cultural Monuments, all hard fought, that tie us directly to the histories of the National Register of Historic Places' Ridgewood/Wilton Historic District, Windsor
Square and the neighborhoods surrounding the Larchmont Commercial area.
The moving the boundaries as suggested to Wilton Place, would create irreparable damage to the communities that have been historically aligned with their western neighbors for over 100 years and with
whom we are a community of interest. This is a blatant political power grab by the Koreatown Redistricting Committee to the east to pad the pockets of the land developers who want less local oversight and
control over their intention of building denser housing as cheaply as possible to warehouse generations of people into what, time will prove to be, a lower quality of life in buildings of inferior design, few
amenities and questionable quality. Many of the structures already built with the cost-saving measures of density over design and population over parking concerns mentioned above are already showing the
signs of becoming tenements which will further degrade the quality of life in the central area of Los Angeles.
We can build a better and denser Los Angeles, but cleaving off the eastern section of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood is not the way to an enlightened and rational modern ethos.
Greater Wilshire is our community of interest, please keep the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods whole.
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on Manhattan Place. I am appalled by the proposal to remove the historic eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from our one hundred
years of community of interest, and to transplant them to Koreatown. NO OUTREACH was done by your emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task Force to us, even though we are obviously directly
impacted by this land grab. The expansion is not supported by any community of interest facts and is contradicted by the Koreatown boundaries as established by City Council ordinance. We were
participants and partners with Koreatown in that ordinance. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in Koreatown
in one City Council district, but with its true boundaries, and we support the same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. Thank you.
Please keep the Eastern portion of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood (St. Andrews Square and Western/Wilton East) with Hancock Park, Windsor Square and The National Register District of
Ridgewood/Wilton. We share the same values, parks, places of worship as the neighborhoods to our West. St. Brendan School should stay in the same district as St. Brendan Church as the majority of the
congregation and the students live in the area proposed as district J as outlined by the Hancock Park Neighborhood Association. Please keep the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods UNITED in District J in the
map Plan K.
I live in district 1. I feel that my district can encompass more streets in my areas because for example just a few streets over my close friend belongs in district 10 but I don't see a different community there,
that area is also my community. However, having part of Latinos community in CD 10 also makes sure that latinos in any part of distrcit 10 have a loud voice, and we should not decrease that voice in other
districts. I think my relationship with my community can always improve. I think my community wants to know more about how our taxes and charges for cleaning streets for example are directly improving our
parking situation in our area, how local services are implemented, the plans for infrastructure improvements in our area as well. I think this kind of direct communications about these can strengthen our
relationship with the city and we would be more supportive in the decisions the city council makes.
Hi my name is Rosa Aguirre I have lived in the San Fernando Valley for 26 year, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the district, it is
important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, North Hills, and Mission Hills stay together and
continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th
District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
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Hi my name is Rosa Crespo I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando valley for 20 years I'd like you to keep my community together in the 7th District. With large investments coming into the district it is
important, now more than ever to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima,Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, North Hills stay togetherand continue to have
consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th District, consistent
leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdueimprovements to our infrastructure.
Rosario A
I think my district can include more parts of Westlake/McArthur park areas because my district too has residents that have a stake in that are because we work there for example or our kids go to school there,
I think this would make my district more representative of my area and people like me. I think the city can do more to engage us by addressing our needs that impact our daily routines. Also I would like to see
the city council address the conditions of the streets, everytime we see the trashcans full in our streets on our way to work or that the streets need repair, instead of thinking how we can connect with the city
council we think first about how we haven't seen help on repairing these needs so then we disengage about the bigger issues they want our support on.
Rose Hills Improvements YES. Ernest E. Debs Regional Park has an address on Monterey Road in the 90032 zip code. This request is to have the entire park served by Council District 14. We are asking that the redistricting included
the park, entirely (306 acres) within CD 14. Our relationship with the City is fair, and we want it to be better, that is why we are requesting this as it effects our community identity. It would strengthen our
historic community by providing a local indicator so that we can advance in the interest of recreation, mobility, and future public enhancements and improvements that are greatly needed for our communities.
Roslyn Dahl
Dear Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
Bounded by the Santa Susana Mountains to the north and west, Mulholland Drive to the south, and the San Gabriel Mountains to the east, the Valley is a distinct geographic area that cannot simply be
piecemealed into majority Westside and downtown Los Angeles districts. I support the creation of districts that maximize the connection that our elected officials have with the San Fernando Valley.
The San Fernando Valley Redistricting Coalition is a coalition of Neighborhood Councils, Residents Associations, Business Groups and Chambers of Commerce. The San Fernando Valley Redistricting
Coalition supports the following principles for the City of Los Angeles 2021 Redistricting Process:
1. Our community is best served by a redistricting that maximized the number of districts that are either wholly within the Valley or in which the Valley is the most influential voter bloc.
2. To ensure full and adequate representation for the San Fernando Valley, we support Valley-only Council districts, with the exception of one Council district.
3. If it is necessary to merge one Valley seat with areas outside of the Valley, the preference is to have a minimum of 50% of that district within the San Fernando Valley.
4. Our goals for redistricting are non-partisan and are only to be shaped by the interest of maximizing representation and advancing goals of Valley businesses and residents.
5. All legally recognized communities should be kept together as part of compact and contiguous districts which shall recognize geographic features and natural boundaries.
6. If a legally recognized community must be divided, it would be best to divide that community along Neighborhood Council boundaries instead of geographic boundaries like roads and rivers.
7. If a community must be divided it should be placed in no more than two districts.
8. Communities impacted by specific uses, such the Van Nuys Airport impacted communities of Van Nuys and Lake Balboa or the Sepulveda Basin impacted community of Lake Balboa, should be in the
same districts.
Thank you for your consideration. I look forward to your support for plans that respect the distinctive communities of the San Fernando Valley.
Regards,
Roslyn Dahl
3334 Longridge Terrace
Los Angeles, CA 91423
Thank you for your efforts to develop a redistricting Plan which keeps our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
Rowena Koenig
The Draft Plan K, District J Map, largely accomplishes this goal for our community of interest. All prior draft maps have fallen short in this respect.
Under California law, our Wilshire Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood,
Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that
should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Wilshire Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
Roxann Nazario
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners: Hi my name is Roxann Nazario. I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 20 years. I am emailing you because I’d like you to keep my community together in
the 7th Council District. I would also like to mention that I am a Sylmar Neighborhood Council Board member. With large investments coming into the district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our
communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and continue to have consistent representation. This is a
district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th District, consistent leadership in these historic
communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
Roy Conli
We are residents of Laurel Canyon. we do NOT support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. We support a united Laurel Canyon and the elongated
"Hillside District CD4" as proposed in draft map #53505. This draft map was submitted to the commission on Friday evening, September 24, 2021, by our friends in Hancock Park. Draft Map #53505 can be
accessed here: https://districtr.org/plan/53505
The "Hillside District CD4" is highlighted in electric purple. Please note that at the time of writing of this letter, the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map!
The neighborhoods of Hollywood Hills West, Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square,
Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and BeverlyFairfax...
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To whom it may concern:
My name is Roy Forbes and I am a resident of Brookside, a Los Angeles neighborhood located within the boundaries of CD4 and the Greater Wilshire neighborhood council.
I was extremely troubled to learn there is a proposal to reassign the historic eastern neighborhoods that are currently within the boundaries of CD4 and the Greater Wilshire neighborhood council to another
district from our community where they have been for decades.
To my knowledge, no outreach was conducted seeking input from members of our community specifically about this proposed change. I only learned of it by word of mouth. The formal recognition of
Koreatown's boundaries in 2010 by the Los Angeles City Council (Ordinance File No. 09-0606) was established with participation from our community as represented by the Greater Wilshire neighborhood
council, in a collaborative and cooperative partnership with members of Los Angeles' Korean community who were seeking the formal Koreatown designation.
Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. I am all for keeping our neighbors in Koreatown in one City Council district, but within its true boundaries as approved by the
City Council with Greater Wilshire's support.
Thank you for your consideration.
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Greater Wilshire and live on Las Palmas Avenue. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District, just as has been requested by our neighbors to the east
in Koreatown, and by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks.
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
I’m Roya Milder and I live in Hancock Park. I support Draft Plan K Corrected, and specifically its map of District J.
My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, which includes all of Greater Wilshire! We are a community of shared interests. We share the Jewish/Orthodox religious institutions and schools with the
neighborhoods to our west. We share parks and historic neighborhoods. And this map keeps our neighborhood councils whole.
I do not believe the current district boundaries should change. this would fragment and weaken our community's representation in public office. Policy decisions affect our holiday observance abilities and
social services afforded to this community as well as culturally sensitive educational opportunities for our children.
I’d like you to keep my community together in single district in district CD14. My neighborhood is a thriving and diverse community with a large Latinx constituency that has been here throughout many
generations. As a Latina resident I find incredible value in seeing old and new residents coming together to work on important issues.
My community is located: Off of Figueroa Between Colorado Blvd and York Blvd on Hillandale Drive.
Over the years our neighborhood has come together in support of one another as well as important issues that affect our daily lives such as neighborhood safety, the environment, community fundraising for
our schools and many other endeavors.
Moreover,
The office of Kevin De Leon has supported our environmental project work and we
are so grateful to have such a committed advocate representing our neighborhood.
Please stay committed to keeping our community together in district CD14.
I am a resident of St Andrews Square which is part of the Greater Wilshire area and neighborhood council.
Residents of this area would be best served by continuing to part of Greater Wilshire and included in CD4. The boundaries of Greater Wilshire were officially recognized by the City of LA in the early 2000s,
when the City created a community based political subdivision named the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council—with boundaries of Western Avenue on the east, Olympic Blvd. on the south, La Brea Ave.
on the west, and Melrose Ave. on the north.
So, as a longtime resident of St Andrews Square, I want to remain connected to the Greater Wilshire area, both
in terms of a council district and a neighborhood council.
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As a resident of St Andrews Square and the Great Wilshire area and the GWNC, I wish to state
emphatically that St Andrews Square stay in CD4 and the GWNC.
I hear that some people in Koreatown are trying to grab this area for themselves. They have tried
this before. When the neighborhood council areas were first defined, Koreatown tried to claim this
area for themselves but the residents resisted. The St Andrews Square Neighborhood Association (SASNA)
had already been formed and had close ties with the Ridgewood/Wilton area and those ties remain.
Koreatown has been trying to capture this area for a long time and, frankly, I don’t know why. Sure, Koreans live
in St Andrews Square and so do a whole lot of other ethnicities and races, and Koreatown itself is a mixed bag.
The natural boundary is Western Avenue, a major street with bus service. Wilton Place (the boundary the Koreatown group would like to set) is an often busy street in the middle of a residential neighborhood.
Years ago some people came door to door with a petition to straighten out a curve on Wilton Place that slowed traffic down; the petition went nowhere, because it is understood this is a residential
neighborhood and slower traffic is good. And no one wanted to tear down some beautiful homes to make a straight street that would undoubtedly lead to pedestrian accidents. Wilton Place is not a natural
boundary.
St Andrews Square has a library that is used by those in the Square and by Ridgewood/Wilton and beyond. Koreatown has its own near-by library on Oxford between 6th and 7th. Not that far from ours on St
Andrews Place and Council Street.
Koreatown does not need to claim 2 libraries so close together. Actually, I feel bullied by this desire to engulf this area. It is a greedy desire. Motivated by money and
selling points, I think, not by a desire to serve the residents. Koreatown has a high percentage of businesses within
its boundaries, not so GWNC.
The GWNC welcomes the diversity of residents within our current area. Because St Andrews Square and Ridgewood/Wilton, and the other boundary areas of the GWNC are
mainly residential our interests are best served by remaining in the GWNC and all of GWNC remaining
in CD4.
Keep GWNC together! And keep GWNC in CD4.
Dear Commissioners,
We are the Friends of Wilshire Branch Library (FOWL). We have for the last 36 years been the community support organization which works with Wilshire Branch library to raise funds and sponsor programs
to enhance library service throughout the community. Wilshire Library is located at 149 North St. Andrew’s Place, directly in the center of the St. Andrew’s Square neighborhood. We are bound as a
Community of Interest for the benefit of our library patrons who live and work in our immediate area. As a library without a parking lot our patrons primarily live within walking distance of our branch.
We are in the district of GWNC and CD4 and wish the library to remain in both.
We are writing to oppose redrawing of the boundaries of St. Andrew’s Square , which includes Wilshire Library, thereby including it in a district with such differences that there is no common ground between
them. We request you retain the current boundaries of St. Andrew’s Square within the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council as an accurate representation of commonality of interest.
In partnership with Wilshire Library, FOWL tries hard to maintain the branch’s connection to the community with programs that reflect in our scale the interests and culture of those who live near us. The
texture of a city is measured by its discrete neighborhoods and our small neighborhood library reinforces the diversity of the city by providing unique programming that aligns with our community's interests as
only a small neighborhood library can. To further those ends we have always required an advocate on City Council and with our Neighborhood Council to represent our branch at the intersection of library use
and city issues. In the past we have had good relations with CD4’s Tom LaBonge and David Ryu, and are now in connection with Councilmember Raman’s office even though libraries have only been open a
few months into her tenure.
Our location needs representatives whose district has a continuity of interests/issues and who have a deep and abiding interest in supporting our mission. A direct example would be the GWNC beautification
grant that allowed us to renovate and improve the courtyard garden to the great benefit of our patrons. The Windsor Square/Hancock Park Historical Society has also offered financial support for the library
garden. If the boundary were to move to Wilton Place we would be cut off from our supporters.
Please keep the Council boundaries and the Neighborhood Council boundaries as they stand now.
I live in St Andrews Square which is in the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council District and has always been so. St Andrews Square borders are Beverly Blvd and 3rd Street (north and south) and the alley
between Western Ave. and Manhattan Place and Wilton Place (east and west).
I support Plan K and specifically its District J. I enthusiastically support St Andrews Square’s inclusion in District J and that all of the GWNC is included in District J. The original boundaries of the GWNC were
drawn as they are now for good reasons which others have
spoken of.I support District J being retained in CD4, understanding that Sherman Oaks would transition into a
different Council District.
Hanover Company has extensive experience as a developer of mixed-use residential and commercial projects in the City, and we are currently building our newest project at 6200 Sunset in the Hollywood
core area. We understand several proposals are being discussed that could split the Hollywood Regional Center area across multiple Council Districts. We believe that such a change could be an obstacle to
the future cohesive planning and development of Hollywood. We have worked closely with Council District 13 and appreciate the care they have brought in overseeing development in Hollywood. We support
keeping this area within one Council District.
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
Not relevant to my concerns for the community. The boundaries shouldn't keep progreess from happening. My community seems to be ignored by public officials, crime has gotten worse exponentially, there
is a sense that no one is looking out for us here. I don't want to play the blame game.Just to see change.
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No, our community has been a part of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods for over 100 years and is most closely alighned to the shared experiences of the areas to it's west We are and active part of
the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council with many of our residence active on its board and committees. Historically we have had a close working relationship with our CD-4 leaders whether tree plantings,
neighborhood clean-ups, getting properties declaired Historic-Cultural Monuments or street improvements and our OPD.
No we should not change our boundaries. We are unified under Greater Wilshire and the GWNC with our 15 Geographic Areas. We have been associated with CD4 for as long as I can remember. It is
important that we stay together . We live here. Many of us work or own businesses on Larchmont Blvd (Myself Included). What is most important is that Greater Wilshire Stays together. As in any community,
policy decisions made by the city Council impact us greatly. We have a strong Neighborhood Council and often interact with the city through our NC or our Neighborhood Association. We have always had a
Successful working relationship with our City Council person from Ferraro to LaBonge to Ryu and now hopefully Raman(who is just beginning to know our neighborhood). Our Community is an Active and
tight knit community and we care greatly about policy changes . This is why it is so shocking that Koreatown is naming our neighborhood as one of their Communities of Interest. All of our interaction over the
years has been with Greater Wilshire and the natural dividing line at Western Avenue.
Currently the majority of Elysian Park lies in Council District 1 with a western portion of the park in Council District 13. Elysian Park surrounds Dodger Stadium, and encompasses the Los Angeles Police
Academy and Barlow Hospital. Historically the park has been divided between CD 1 and CD 13 and we feel strongly that this is the best arrangement for the park, but we would like to see a more equitable
apportioning of the park to each district, In fact it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation. At the very
least, CD 13 should acquire Boylston St. and the territory along Stadium Way that includes Barlow Hospital and the area known as “the Forgotten Edge” up to Vin Scully Drive and Sunset Boulevard. Also,
Angelino Heights that currently is in CD1 should be included in CD13 which makes more sense as it overlooks the Echo Park Lake. Commuter traffic, Dodger games, homelessness.
I believe that the Palms area south of National Blvd has very little in common with the rest of the Council District because Palms is mostly rentals. It should be moved into a district where its interests are more
aligned. The population area of Encino is more aligned with other neighborhoods in Council District 5. We are affected by City Council policy decisions that do not support continuous improvement of our
communities. We need our Council District to be cohesive so our Councilmember can appropriately represent our interests in making City policy. For the past 20 years we have had an on-going relationship
with our Councilmember and wish to continue this excellent working relationship so we can continue to share our thoughts about public policy and and policy decisions.
No
Thank you for your efforts to develop a redistricting Plan which keeps our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
The Draft Plan K, District J Map, largely accomplishes this goal for our community of interest. All prior draft maps have fallen short in this respect.
Under California law, our Wilshire Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood,
Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that
should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Wilshire Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I am a resident of Greater Wilshire.
I live at 317 N. Lucerne Blvd., Los Angeles CA 90004.
I have been taken aback by the proposal to remove the historic eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from our one hundred years of community of interest, and to transplant them to Koreatown.
NO OUTREACH was done by your emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task Force to us, even though we are obviously directly impacted by this land grab.
The expansion is not supported by any community of interest facts and is contradicted by the Koreatown boundaries as established by City Council ordinance. We were participants and partners with
Koreatown in that ordinance.
Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in Koreatown in one City Council district, but with its true boundaries, and
we support the same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks.
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
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I want to begin by thanking you all for listening to those of us living in the neighborhoods of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC).
You acknowledged our concerns about our GWNC neighborhoods being kept together. Today, you presented the newly revised Plan K, District J that does, in fact, keep the GWNC together.
As a 22 years long resident of Larchmont, and a member of the board of the Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association, I could not be happier, and I am grateful for this outcome.
The release today of the revised Plan K, District J which preserves our GWNC community of interest is heartening. Further, moving the GWNC west into District J allows us to join other communities that
share many of the same values and interests as we do.
We share historic residential neighborhoods. We share the Orthodox Jewish Community and its institutions. We share parks, schools, and youth sports leagues.
These are commonalities that are not shared with neighboring communities to the East.
This is the outcome we asked for. I, for one, am encouraged to know our voices are being heard.
Well I think CD-6 boundaries need to better reflect the working-lower middle class nature of the area. Putting in Lake Balboa has sometimes resulting in our specific interests being subsumed. Hard to say-beyond the building of affordable housing, recent improvements to sidewalks and streets in the area, most folks have little idea about how the city relates to them. Most of us are too busy trying to survive.
Our current CD boundaries are a sick joke. The shape is the perfect definition of "gerrymander." Valley residents have their needs and priorities -- we should have representation that REPRESENTS those
needs and priorities and doesn't mix and dilute them with other, quite different parts of LA We get the short end of the stick when it comes to all sorts of City expenditures, concerns and legislation. It's
understandable, somewhat, because the Valley is more peaceful, less congested -- but still, we need OUR OWN representatives, not someone with divided loyalties.
No, we have a great relationship with our current council member. I am an active member of the neighborhood Council Juntos Park Padres Voluntarios
Honorable Commissioners
As a life long Atwater Village resident, property owner and community volunteer I feel it is imperative that Atwater Village remain in one council district,
CD 13. In years past we were in two council districts making it difficult to accomplish united goals for our community.
Thank you,
Sandra Caravella
No Atwater Village should stay under one council district CD 13
As a long time resident of Laurel Canyon I am opposed to splitting Laurel Canyon into different districts divided by Laurel Canyon Blvd. it may be a simple way to draw a map, but it is a truly Terrible idea. We
are a close community of interest here in Laurel Canyon and the goal of redistricting should not be the destruction of communities and neighborhoods.
Dear Commissioners,I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Cheltenham Drive. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.
Thank you for sharing your testimony with us. It will be logged and shared with the Commission. We look forward to seeing you at our next meeting, tomorrow Thursday, September 30th at 5PM.
You can find the agenda here, and the link to join the meeting via zoom here.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I don't think it should change because it looks relatively the same size as those immediately next to it. I would say my community is severely impacted by the decisions made by city council. For example the
parks are inaccessible because of the homeless encampments- my siblings and I have not been able to use them because of it (it feels unsafe and unsanitary). Another thing is the rising rents because of
new constructions and that has made it difficult for my family to remain housed.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:I have been a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association (RWNA) for 6 years. RWNA is located along Wilton Place, Wilton Drive and Ridgewood Place
between Third Street and Beverly Boulevards. What makes this neighborhood different from all the other areas I’ve lived in during my two decades in LA: the close relationships among neighbors, the strong
sense of community, and the active role our neighborhood association plays in promoting civic engagement and improving local quality of life. It has come to my attention that there is a possibility that half our
neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood and moved into Koreatown by changing the boundary from Western Avenue to Wilton Place. Please do not change the existing
boundary. Our association has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods. We have benefitted for many years by having a single voice in the City Council. By splitting our community
down Wilton Place you would deny us the ability to vote collectively for a single City Council representative who would represent our community’s unique interests. Please keep the current boundary of
Western Avenue to allow both neighborhoods’ different interests and needs to be fully represented in our City Council. Thank you, Sarah Shun-lien Bynum 120 Wilton Drive Los Angeles 90004
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My name is Sarah Wade and I live in St. Andrews Square, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Alongside my neighbors, I support Plan K and specifically its District J. My
neighborhood asks to be part of District J, with the map modified to include all of Greater Wilshire. My current Council district, CD4, will be transformed to exclude Sherman Oaks. My neighbors and I support
this, but Greater Wilshire must also move as part of this new vision for our City. We must move to District J, where we share a community of interest: we share historic residential neighborhoods. We share
the Jewish Community. We share St. Brendan's School and Church and other neighborhood institutions. We share parks. Our children are in the same schools and sports leagues. We share a view on
preserving our communities.
I am a long time resident of Larchmont Heights and a member of the Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association.
I am writing to you in support of Draft Map #53505 submitted to you this evening by our neighbor, Hancock Park. Please note the following neighborhoods have all agreed to this draft map:
Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La BreaHancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, as well as nearby Carthy, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax, Upper Nichols Canyon, Hollywood Hills West
and Laurel Canyon. Draft Map #53505 is below and the “Wrap Around District CD5,” which we propose, and includes all of us, is presented in Blue. It may also be accessed here: https://districtr.
org/plan/53505Please accept my submission for consideration along with the ones I know you have received or will receive from other neighborhoods.
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on N. Arden Blvd. I have been taken aback by the proposal to remove the historic eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from our one
hundred years of community of interest, and to transplant them to Koreatown. NO OUTREACH was done by your emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task Force to us, even though we are obviously
directly impacted by this land grab. The expansion is not supported by any community of interest facts and is contradicted by the Koreatown boundaries as established by City Council ordinance. We were
participants and partners with Koreatown in that ordinance. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in Koreatown
in one City Council district, but with its true boundaries, and we support the same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. Thank you.
No. Keep us all CD5- Pico Robertson and Hancock park are 1 neighborhood, 1 community. I travel almost daily from one to the other. And so do many of my friends/neighbors. We ar e1 big community and
only a zip code differentiates us. Our community has a great working relationship with CD5. I called about opening the park on Sundays and Saturdays because as a community those are family days.
(Religious practices and school ends late during the week so we go to the park less then and are there heavily on the weekends). We call about community needs and they listen and help out! If you split the
community we wont be understood- our needs are so different than many other communities. I volunteered as an intern back when I graduated high school here and know how important having 1 district
represent us all. That summer we helped so many families that would have been misunderstood anywhere else in LA.
No change needed This is a very deceptive move on a part of Korean force group. We do not want any changes. We are quite happy with the borders as they are!
"As residents of the Echo Park community for over 32 years, I’d like to express my support for the continued continuity of Council District 13 west of Elysian Park while questioning the radical changes to
district boundaries currently proposed in Draft Plan K.
Preserving the historic connections between Echo Park, Angeleno Heights, Elysian Park, Silver Lake, Elysian Valley and the Los Angeles River, Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Historic Filipinotown, East
Hollywood, Little Armenia, Thai Town, and the Historic Core of Hollywood.
One change that should be considered is the division of Elysian Park between Council Districts 1 and 13 (much like the current sharing across council districts of the Silver Lake Reservoir). Having one district
with the overwhelming majority of Elysian Park disenfranchises the western neighborhoods that are impacted by any proposed developments at Barlow Respiratory Hospital, Dodger Stadium, or on the
multiple properties surrounding the stadium presently owned by Frank McCourt. Dodger Stadium and Elysian Park account for almost 900 acres of land under the control of one council district which hardly
seems fair representation for the western half of the park/stadium but very convenient to the holders of power.
Public comments have mostly suggested minor tweaks to the proposed districts while Draft Plan K completely disregards public testimony by dividing historically bonded communities.
Similarly, there were no comments from anyone about placing Echo Park Lake and central Echo Park community anywhere but in the Council District 13. Significant testimony asked to put the communities
east of Echo Park and Angeleno Heights into Council District 13. To the West, commenters have clearly noted the need to unify the historic core of Hollywood, along Hollywood Blvd, as it moves from La Brea
east, starting with the Walk of Fame, through Thai Town, Little Armenia, and East Hollywood. No Council person should be unnecessarily redistricted out of their home; western Glassell Park should
respectfully retain Councilmember O’Farrell’s home, as well as the west Silver Lake home of Councilmember Raman. "
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
no - our community works well together - our schools, colleges, mall - we are one community Our councilmember Blumenfield represents a number of different groups, but we all travel the same streets and
shop at the same mall - Pierce Col belongs to all of us. We should stay a diverse group of citizens committed to healthy community .
No, unless so doing would affect the natural course of water detrimentally. I do my best to stabilize the environmental character of the community since it, both as a landscape and opportunity for stewardship,
provides the foundation of the community members' ethos to sustain both the quality of the place and its dwellers.
yes, Sherman Oaks should be in a Valley district
Hi my name is Sergio Rascon, I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for over 50 years, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into
the district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together
and continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th
District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
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No and we should keep Eagle Rock and Highland park under one councilman CD 14 because it will confuse residents and communication. Our resident and the quality of life is important to stay together. our
relationship with CD 14 has been great and to change it, it will affected decisions for the community due to the facts another council man/woman would have to establish the communication with residents and
that would be very frustrating and starting all over.
Please do NOT divide our Canyon!!
No. We should remain together with this district where as Jews are quite the minority, in this district there are more people of our faith to have as a support Our private homes and apartments, the education
system, private and public alike, retail offices, kosher restaurants and grocery stores, modest clothing stores etc, are all within CD5 and are directly affected by the decisions
Yes to better serve the needs of zones of the city, rather than apply generalizing logics to neighborhoods, as in CD13, to areas that are culturally and geographically totally different and unassociated. We
need redistricting to catch up with how LA has grown and where we perceived edges of neighborhoods to actually be. We are not being well served currently by the City, as they have been unable, and now
unwilling, to help our crime and homelessness issues. We see the City helping neighborhoods like Echo Park and Hollywood, but not ours and wonder what the criteria is for who gets help when, and how
money is allocated. Currently, we feel completely uncared for.
Dear Commissioners
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years.
We agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
We believe CD-13 should remain the same and continue to include Historic Filipinotown and Thai Town under one district Our AAPI communities access to healthcare, education. voter education, and
employment is heavily affected by language access resources provided by the City. Furthermore, as Governor Newsom's funding to stop Asian hate is dispersed, it is important that our community's
organization receive financial support to create sustainable infrastructures to keep our communities safe.
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on South Mccadden Place.. I have been taken aback by the proposal to remove the historic eastern neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire from
our one hundred years of community of interest, and to transplant them to Koreatown.
NO OUTREACH was done by your emissary, KYCC, or by the Koreatown Task Force to us, even though we are obviously directly impacted by this land grab. The expansion is not supported by any
community of interest facts and is contradicted by the Koreatown boundaries as established by City Council ordinance. We were participants and partners with Koreatown in that ordinance. Please keep the
entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District. We also support keeping our neighbors to the east in Koreatown in one City Council district, but with its true boundaries, and we support the
same claim to be kept in one City Council district by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. Thank you.
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
The proposal to move North Hills West from CD12 "L" to CD 6 "F" makes NO sense at all! We are opposed to this !
Our neighborhood enjoys over 20 years of long standing and continued relationships with Granada Hills, Northridge and Porter Ranch including the Devonshire PD and FD 87 Fire Department and the office
of CD12. Our mostly quiet residential neighborhood is occupied by long time homeowners vs rental buildings, our real estate values are very similar if not the same as Northridge and Granada Hills. There is
NO SENSE in moving us to the the East!!! We have nothing in common nor are we close to Sylmar, Pacoima & parts further East, especially taking into consideration the significant geographical barrier posed
by the 405 freeway! North Hills West would be an outlier in CD6 with no built in relationship with that office and other communities in that District. We would be a fish out of water! This does NOT make any
reasonable sense at all!
We wish to remain in CD12, District "L", where we belong and have built relationships with our neighboring communities!
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Please make Sherman Oaks part of a majority valley district. I have lived in Sherman Oaks since 1978 and it has been a long time since we have been a mostly valley district. Our community interests have
always been subordinated to those of other areas and we deserve to finally be in a position to have an elected representative who is from the valley. Please, please put us in a valley majority district. Our
community interests are much more similar to Encino, Tarzana, Van Nuys and even Westwood than they are with Silverlake, Hollywood, etc.
No Well represented by Councilwoman Nithya. I had to reach out to Mayor’s Office & was redirected to her office for help. Although at that time, during last year’s team transition, her team did reply to my
email.
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We are extremely opposed to the proposal that would separate our Bel Air neighborhood into 2. We have nothing in common with Studio City and beyond, and everything to do with Bel Air as a whole distinct
area.
The portions of Silver Lake that are already in CD13 should stay in CD13. In general, the District needs have some geographic growth in order to be able to include enough population to have an equal voice.
We have historically had an excellent relationship with the CD13; our business owners feel very comfortable with the long-established connections they have with representatives and the Councilmember,
which has served them well over the past 18 months of crisis and the beginnings of the recovery. We are looking forward to working with CD13 on capital improvements projects to Sunset Blvd in the area
known as Sunset Junction.
Please leave Shadow Hills the way it is in CD7.
1. We want all housekeeping communities to be in the same district (as they currently are in CD7). This allows housekeeping communities to advocate as one united voice.
2. We want all high-fire communities to be in the same district. This allows high-fire communities to advocate as one united voice.
Dear Commissioners,I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on 4815 Stansbury ave. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.Thank you. Silvina van Klein
"Thank you for your efforts to develop a redistricting Plan which keeps our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
The Draft Plan K, District J Map, largely accomplishes this goal for our community of interest. All prior draft maps have fallen short in this respect.
Under California law, our Wilshire Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood,
Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that
should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Wilshire Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
"
All of Solano Canyon should be kept in one council district. We do not want Solano Canyon divided. This community needs to remain as one and represented in one council district. Elysian Park and Dodger
Stadium should remain in CD1, these entities have a large impact on our small community and we need to be able to voice our concerns. We are active with CD1. We live by Elysian Park and Dodger
Stadium and are affected by issues with both entities. We need to have direct contact with the council office to issues affect our community, especially the Dodgers and the park.
Please respect 90077as it is easily and clearly defined. The entire area is south of Mulholland is Los Angeles. We ask that it remain so.
I express my opposition to the proposed redistricting and division of my neighborhood, Bel Air, into two parts. Please keep Bel-Air united and include the northern hillside section of Bel-Air, south of
Mulholland, together with the lower portion, all of which are presently represented by Paul Koretz.
This proposal will create a division of our neighborhood. Mulholland Drive has always been the traditional line of demarcation between the Valley and the Westside, and splitting Bel-Air will create needless
confusion.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I believe SASNA should stay within CD4 as our concerns match up with the residential area to the West of us. Attention to our concerns would be diluted if we were forced to change council districts. Also,
SASNA wants to stay in the GWNC district which is mostly CD4. Some people in Koreatown have been trying to claim our area for their own for unknown reasons. The commonsense boundary is Western
Avenue not Wilton Place. Placing a boundary on Wilton Place would spilt a historic district in two and a neighborhood association in two. A very bad idea. Previously we have had very good relationships with
our Councilmember, Tom LaBonge and David Ryu. Relations with Councilmember Raman are still in flux but I would rather change council member than council district. We are affected by zoning and
building codes. We are affected by allowances made to developers. MANY violations to codes have been reported over the years. We are currently affected by a homeless encampment in front of our gem of
a library. The decisions by the City Council have had a major impact on this.
The Studio City Residents Association (SCRA) spoke numerous times over many months of Redistricting meetings about Council Districts in the four corners of the Valley. These districts can go from the
Valley rim south or north to the center of the Valley (roughly Roscoe Blvd.). These north/south council districts each encompass a wide variety of diverse socio-economic groups. SCRA has testified before
you that we wish to be in a "Southeast Corner of the Valley" council district. We are mostly in that district now, except we want Greater Toluca Lake to be included. Having an east/west district that runs along
Ventura Boulevard including Studio City, Sherman Oaks and Encino does not achieve any kind of a district with diversity. It is simply not true for this resident that “Studio City primarily shops and works in
Hollywood”. It came as a total surprise to almost everyone in Studio City after we had all made public comments that were well-received proposals made weeks and months ago.
For years I have worked with the 13th District to provide sorely needed services to the LGBT community and have worked to fund and implement the Midnight Stroll, focusing on people that are experiencing
homelessness and are also Transgender. Hollywood is where the transgender community calls its home, and to remove Hollywood from the 13th District is displacement of our home and history, and would
set back our many achievements. I strongly urge that Hollywood remain in the 13th District so that the transgender and nonbinary communities continue in their fight for equity and visibility, and so our
accomplishments will not be erased
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I am a resident of Nichols Canyon which is in CD4. I am also part of the Leadership Team for our Neighborhood Association. I am writing to ask for your support and consideration of map # 53505 which can
be found at this link- https://districtr.org/plan/53505.
I have also included a copy of it below. CD4 is the magenta color. This map was worked on and is supported by many Neighborhood groups, Councils and Associations. It is successful in keeping
neighborhoods intact that
are communities of interest, which is one of your guiding principles. I believe that this map works within the vision of your Operating Principles. Thank you for your hard work and the time you have put into the
Redistricting process.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
The boundaries have allowed our community to meet its needs, however as a whole the City Council needs to add additional districts to properly address the concerns of their constituents. 15 is not enough
and doesn’t allow for the needs of the community to be properly met.
Our neighborhood of Harvard Heights historic zone has become all the better over the last ten years since the areas above and below Venice Blvd joined forces. Our community has become closer, more
connected as families and friends and therefore safer overall. We have the opportunity to unite with our neighbors in a more connective and aware way when we have group meetings, be they ice cream
socials or virtual monthly meetings. The joining of the halves of the neighborhood allows us to accomplish more with one voice in such a small area due to the number of members who then sign on to do the
work of the neighborhood councils and spreading the word among the neighbors. As I mentioned, we have long had a very positive relationship with the CD 10 offices (particularly with former Deputy Billie
Green who was and continues to be AWESOME) and making a streamlined approach to them for our area minimizes the work load for constituents and residents both long term and new.
I strongly advocate redistricting Sherman Oaks, currently in District Four, into City Council District Five. The current District Four that we in is an awkward attempt to force together neighborhoods with
different problems and histories. The valley’s issues are different from the mid and central city’s. In the name of diversity you have forced together neighborhoods that have little in common. The valley has
plenty of diversity without being married to to other central and mid city neighborhoods.
Please consider the following, and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Under California law,
our Windsor Square neighborhood and the other GWNC neighborhoods listed below*, along with nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
“community of interest” because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to
be united and fairly represented.
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
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I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
stephen mendillo
Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
Stephen Schneider
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
Stephen Thomas
Probably, but not at the exp naw of leimert park. Leimert Park residents are very active and involved with city Hall and with the greater Los Angeles community. We are one of LA cultural gems.
Stephen Wallis
NO no no no!!! We work closely with our councilmember on a number of issues related to historic preservation, crime, parks, homelessness, education, etc, etc.
Steve Joachim
Honorable commissioners, I write as an Eagle Rock resident of 35years. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and wishes to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock
remain whole and in Council District 14. Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
Steve Pederson
I live in district CD4. Looking at a map of the current district lines, it makes little sense to me. I’m not sure how the district lines got drawn this way, but it doesn’t serve the numerous and diverse communities
involved. That may be part of why I feel, as a resident of Sherman Oaks, very little concern of our specific issues are ever dealt with. I like the District D concept depicted in RP Draft Plan A1. While the city
vibe of Hollywood bears little resemblance to the Encino residential and commercial areas, there’s more connective “tissue” than the current CD4. Encino through Toluca Lake is a common sense
representation of a general area and community. If it must include Hollywood and Los Feliz, so be it. Please make at least this change from our current mess of a district.
Steven Appleton
Regards to the local district and communities of interest I have describe, I suggest boundaries remain the same. Especially, it is essential that the ongoing social, historical, ecological and cultural connections
be retained between Echo Park, Elysian Park, Atwater Village, portions of Glassel Park and Elysian Valley. In two key areas, we are dependent on and in dialog with City and City council: (1) Land use
questions about appropriate river front development, housing ( including affordable house) and industrial land use. (2) Ecology, public access and sustainability of LA River parks and associated subject such
as bike path, public access etc.
Steven Manela
No because you would be negatively effecting by removing Fairfax and pico neighborhoods
Studio City
Yes, council district parts of council district 4 and 2 should be combined to reflect the interests of the geographical are described above. Right now this community is divided between several council districts,
who's councilmen do not really represent the values of the area well. This is an area of family oriented homeowners and the council is only interested in serving renters at the expense of home owners. This is
a ridiculous question. The council's policy decisions affect this community as much as any other. Their policies apply to the entire city. Unfortunately this council is more interested in posturing for their own reelection than serving the community in meaningful ways.
Suellen Wagner
Dear Committee,I am a 30 year resident of Studio City and active in my community. My comments regard the district that I live in, CD2. I recommend revising the district to the following make 2 or 3 changes
to make my community more coherently represent community interests.
1. Remove Sun Valley NC from CD 2 and add it to CD6, which would unite Sun Valley with other portions of Sun Valley presently in CD6, and with other north valley NC’s with similar populations and
interests.
2. Add Greater Toluca Lake NC to CD2, where it would be united with other south valley NC’s with similar populations and interests.
3. If items 1 and 2 do not adequately balance populations, add Hollywood Hills West to CD2, where it will be reunited with other south valley, hillside communities with similar populations and interests.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sunset - Laurel - Doheny Yes, the needs of the most owner-occupier hillside communities are radically different from those of the mostly renter communities surrounding us. The work done by the Laurel Canyon Association has been
very constructive, but we remain a relatively small segment of our district.
Susan and Scott Harper I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed redistricting and division of my neighborhood, Bel Air, into two parts.
Please keep Bel-Air united and include the northern hillside section of Bel-Air, south of Mulholland, together with the lower portion, all of which are presently represented by Paul Koretz.
This proposal will create a division of our neighborhood. Mulholland Drive has always been the traditional line of demarcation between the Valley and the Westside, and splitting Bel-Air will create needless
confusion.
Even the Post Office knows this, and 90077 is easily and clearly defined. The entire area is south of Mulholland. We ask that it remain so.
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Dear Commissioners:
I have been a member of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association (RWNA), located within District 4, for 24 years. As a residential neighborhood, identified within the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood,
we support the CIS file (filed by the GWN council on 9.13.21) and consider Western Avenue to be the true and accurate western boundary of Koreatown—as confirmed by the City Council file 09-0606 in
2010.
Our neighborhood is anchored commercially by Larchmont Boulevard and engages with businesses there on a regular basis; we do not have such regular interactions with Koreatown and its extensive retail
development. The proposal to divide our neighborhood and assign half of it to Koreatown is an ill-advised idea which will not effectively serve either area—RWNA or Koreatown. Redistricting our
neighborhood would dismantle the well-established infrastructure that has made our community so successful in dealing with the City Council and our particular local concerns-- ranging from curtailing street
prostitution to remedying traffic problems. By thoughtlessly splitting our community down Wilton Place, you would eliminate our ability to vote collectively for a City Council representative able to represent our
community and its needs.
I urge the City Council to keep the current boundary of Western Boulevard and acknowledge the differing interests and specific needs of those represented in these established districts.
Dear Commissioners
I ABSOLUTLEY disagree with moving the boundary from Western to WIlton Place - IN fact I actually think it is a stupid idea that must be politically or financially motivated.
I support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are Larchmont Village neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending
children to schools and activities, going to church, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational
community of interest, with many who have lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. I do not see Western Ave. as part of Larchmont
Village - they are totally different. Western is a obvious boundry, why would anyone consider Wilton the dividing line between the two districts. I also don't understand why every couple of year this comes up
as a topic and I have to write letters. There must be some political or financial reason that people keep pushing this agenda.
Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an
infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole
and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown. Sincelty,
Susan O'Connell
28 year resident of Larchmont Village
I think the City Council has no concept of what it is doing if they are trying to change the boundary from Western to Wilton. If you walked the neighborhood and looked at a map with 100 people none of them
would say "oh yes the boundary between these two districts should be the center of Wilton Place". City Council Members- do you know that the Ridgewood Wilton Historic Distirct (110 hostoric homes) exists
on BOTH sides of Wilton Place? WHY would the City Council want to slice our neighborhhod in half? Who is this helping? What is the REAL REASON behind this initiative?
I am a resident of Shadow Hills , currently in CD7) and can not attend the meeting tonight, but wish to tell you the following:
1. We want all housekeeping communities to be in the same district (as they currently are in CD7). This allows housekeeping communities to advocate as one united voice.
2. We want all all high-fire communities to be in the same district. This allows high-fire communities to advocate as one united voice.
Please do NOT dilute our voices.
As a resident of Highland Park (Los Angeles zip 90042) I wish to convey my very strong conviction that I want to remain in Council District 14!!! The Region 2 Principles must clearly state that Highland Park
and Garvanza are included in Region 2 as an unchangeable foundation. Meaning that CD 14 is the right and proper placement for these historic communities.
CS15 is oddly shaped to remain connected to the City of Los Angeles. Wilmington could potentially be it's own city? Which is likely a whole other process. We are similar to our environmental justice
communities in CD15 like the Gateway cities and Watts, but also understand Watts needs may be different than Wilmington needs. We are similar to Rancho San Pedro, Harbor City. Wilmington is impacted
by industrial toxins and pollution, poor land use planning and incompatible zoning, and the threat of displacement with growing investment in waterfront development that may price out renters and
homeowners. The City needs to keep people in their homes and include anti-displacement strategies in development. We also need representation that will prioritize community health over industry profits,
make investments in clean renewable energy and prioritize growing a skilled workforce in the clean regenerative economy so they don't get left behind. My community also doesn't feel like our needs are
being met. We need affordable housing that meets the true income of those that live in the community and not the county averages.
We need that Highland Park and Eagle Rock remain in CD14 with KDL and all communities of the east side that share culture and history.
Please do not split up our communities as that would disempower and disenfranchise our communities.
Everyone one in our household and our friends at Onyx32 and Paradise Hill are concerned and request that Highland Park and Eagle Rock he kept in CD14 for the above reasons.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
For the last 10 years our current CD 4 tried to connect us through a tortuous isthmus along Mulholland with cities with whom we do not share any community of interests. I support the new CD5 map which
unites Sherman Oaks with our real “communities of interest” of Encino, Tarzana, Bel Air, Beverly Crest, and Westwood.
As a long time resident of Laurel Canyon, I am opposed to using Laurel Canyon Blvd as a dividing line between districts. Using Laurel Canyon Blvd. may be a simple way to draw a map, but it is not the
correct way to govern this area. Both sides of Laurel Canyon Blvd. have the same topography, fire issues, hillside mud slides and winding roads.
I would suggest Nichols Canyon Blvd. as the eastern most dividing line.
We are a close community here in Laurel Canyon and the goal of redistricting should not be the destruction of communities and neighborhoods.
I would make the district a bit smaller and give part of it to another district that is smaller in size (such as District 4 or 14) I think the biggest decision that has affected my community is allowing homeless
encampments to remain during the pandemic as I have noticed an increase in homeless in my immediate community. This makes it unsafe, especially for minors as I have witnessed a lot of them abusing
drugs and alcohol freely and acting erratically. Another big policy decision is allowing more luxury apartment developments which displace folks because of the increase in rents. No rent control has made it
difficult for folks in my community.
The way it is now is the most beneficial Due to our shared interests, we sometimes have specific shared needs, for example around Holiday times regarding parking, etc.
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I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
No Yes
Dear Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
Bounded by the Santa Susana Mountains to the north and west, Mulholland Drive to the south, and the San Gabriel Mountains to the east, the Valley is a distinct geographic area that cannot simply be
piecemealed into majority Westside and downtown Los Angeles districts. I support the creation of districts that maximize the connection that our elected officials have with the San Fernando Valley.
The San Fernando Valley Redistricting Coalition is a coalition of Neighborhood Councils, Residents Associations, Business Groups and Chambers of Commerce. The San Fernando Valley Redistricting
Coalition supports the following principles for the City of Los Angeles 2021 Redistricting Process:
1. Our community is best served by a redistricting that maximized the number of districts that are either wholly within the Valley or in the Valley is the most influential voter bloc.
2. To ensure full and adequate representation for the San Fernando Valley, we support Valley-only Council districts, with the exception of one Council district.
3. If it is necessary to merge one Valley seat with areas outside of the Valley, the preference is to have a minimum of 50% of that district within the San Fernando Valley.
4. Our goals for redistricting are non-partisan and are only to be shaped by the interest of maximizing representation and advancing goals of Valley businesses and residents.
5. All legally recognized communities should be kept together as part of compact and contiguous districts which shall recognize geographic features and natural boundaries.
6. If a legally recognized community must be divided, it would be best to divide that community along Neighborhood Council boundaries instead of geographic boundaries like roads and rivers.
7. If a community must be divided it should be placed in no more than two districts.
8. Communities impacted by specific uses, such the Van Nuys Airport impacted communities of Van Nuys and Lake Balboa or the Sepulveda Basin impacted community of Lake Balboa, should be in the
same districts.
Thank you for your consideration. I look forward to your support for plans that respect the distinctive communities of the San Fernando Valley.
Regards,
Tewodros Mekuria
17327 Marilla St
Los Angeles, CA 91325
Historically, the park has been divided between CD 1 and CD 13 and we feel strongly that this is the best arrangement for the park, but we would like to see a more equitable apportioning of the park to each
district. In fact, it would be best if the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation. At the very least, CD 13 should acquire
Boylston Street and the territory along Stadium Way that includes Barlow Hospital and the area known as “the Forgotten Edge” (along Everett Street), up to Vin Scully Drive and Sunset Boulevard. As
stewards of Elysian Park, we will continue to work with our council members to improve park equity and accessibility for the communities that surround the park, so that a greater share of the public can enjoy
the beauty of this natural green space near downtown.
Our Council District, CD 5, should remain intact as it currently is for our Community of Interest, the Jewish Community of Los Angeles, as a significant minority with our own unique issues, to have beneficial
representation in the City Council. I have only lived here in Los Angeles (La Brea/Beverly area) for 6 years, so I am not fully aware of all the interactions and history of our community in regards to City
Council. However, I have seen that our community maintains close ties with our elected representatives and our public servants, that we invite them to our community gatherings, that we are supportive of our
government and its different agencies, and that we willingly cooperate with public service entities such as the Fire Department emergency services, the Police, Neighborhood Committees, Zoning agencies,
etc.
NO. It does not matter one iota that the Los Angeles Times differs from your own Council File about Koreatown;s western border ENDING at Western Ave. Even local media make mistakes: KPCC put the
Marciano Art Foundation in Koreatown in their reporting, and a recent SWAT incident in Saint Andrews Square was described on CBS News as taking place in Hancock Park! As stated above, many of us
have years of experience working closely with our Council Office and beyond. I personally interacted very often with Tom LaBonge, starting with my co-founding of the Friends of Fire Station 29. For example,
the intersection at 2nd and Wilton is unique and had been very dangerous until we worked with CD4 and DOT to return sanity to our nighttime traffic issues.
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard, 405 Fwy and Hazeltine known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents. We were also
involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and
myself, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21. We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing
POSO from the very beginning of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with
Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses. We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown
up for testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and spending
almost two years attaining our Renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our renaming, but still
remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”). We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard
and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman Oaks maps. The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities
identified by LA City Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified
by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s
and all future Redistricting processes.
I write as an Eagle Rock resident. Eagle Rock has been located within Council District 14 since 1925 and we wish it to stay that way. It is imperative that Eagle Rock remain whole and in Council District 14.
Eagle Rock, Highland Park, and El Sereno are closely linked communities with interlocking geo-political issues. Our communities should remain together and not be split apart between council districts.
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Once again someone is trying to destroy the Federally granted Wilton Historic District by claiming they have the support of all the residents. THEY DONT! The Wilton Historic District was followed be the
Ridgewood Wilton Neighborhood Association (RWNA) which is composed of home owners in the district which is overwhelmingly owner occupied homes. The invasion of the Korea town district to the center
of the WHD COULD QUITE POSSIBLY BE ILLEGAL and would certainly have an impact on the quality of the neighborhood and the quality of life of the residents. DONT BE FOOLED BE THE TACTICS OF
THE NEWLY FORMED KOREAN BUSINESS OWNERS GROUP.I’ve lived her for 14 years and my wife another 36 years before that. This is a residential neighborhood, a simple drive through should
convince anyone of that. It is a historic neighborhood that goes back to the turn of the (19th-20th) Century. Don’t allow redistributing to destroy Federally adopted Wilton HISTORIC District
Dear Commissioners,
I am writing to object to a reported move that would take my neighborhood out of District 4 and add us to the very much more urban Koreatown to our east. I support the CIS file which was filed by the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council file 09-0606 in 2010.
I have lived on this quiet block for close on twenty-five years, and have found true neighborly cooperation through the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association (RWNA), working together to improve our
lives and our neighborhood. The Association was originally created to fight a plan that would have destroyed many houses in the area to create a mini-highway of Wilton Place, and since that time we have
banded together to seek further improvements to our collective safety. Wea arranged for streetlights to be installed, and overnight parking restrictions adapted, in order to combat a plague of late-night
prostitution. We negotiated stop signs and improved nighttime traffic signals, along with the creation of traffic islands, to mitigate speeding and other traffic hazards. And recently we have worked with our
neighbors to the west, in Windsor Square, to save an endangered beehive (Important for the health of all of our gardens).
Most of my daily life is focused west - the Larchmont commercial district is where I do my banking and get my medical and pharmacy needs attended to, it is where we go out to eat, and to patronize the
Farmers Market on Sundays. The closest supermarkets are further west, Pavilions at Vine, Ralphs and Trader Joes at La Brea.
I also feel direct kinship with our immediate neighbors to the east, in St Andrews Square. That is where the closest city Library sits, and the Nat King Cole Post Office. Many of my neighbors’ children began
their education at the Third Street School
All to say that we do not have a daily contact with the businesses in Koreatown. We are a cohesive community, sharing common imterests focused on safety and traffic abatement, and we have worked
successfully with past and current Councilmembers to improve things in our neighborhood. I fear our interests will be overlooked by the press of very different concerns from the businesses east of Western.
Separating us from the similar communities that surround us will weaken our collective voice, and risk the loss of significant histories of progress.
Let District 4 stand, as is: Separating the community around Wilton Place from like communities to the immediate west leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community
organizing that has been demonstrably successful and a model for other communities for years. I agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and
intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
My name is Thomas Lawson and I live in the Ridgewood Wilton Neighborhood Association area, the Historic Wilton District. I have previously written to express my support for keeping our area, and the St
Andrews Square area to our immediate east, together and part of the Greater Wilshire community. I am grateful for the work the Commission is doing, and support Plan K, and specifically District J. Speaking
with my neighbors, I can attest that we all wish to be included as part of District J, where we share a community of interest, from historic residential neighborhoods that we wish to preserve, to significant
cultural amenities like museums and libraries. My neighbors’ children go to the same schools and play in the same sports leagues.
I understand that redistricting always involves some compromise, but for local democracy to work it is important that our elected officials represent communities of shared interest. The current CD4 sprawls
from Greater Wilshire over the mountains to Sherman Oaks, which has always seemed strange to me. So I applaud the new District J, which seems much more cohesive, spreading along the Wilshire
Corridor in a way that makes good sense.
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners: My name is Tina Purwin and I have lived in the San Fernando Valley since about 1965. I grew up in North Hollywood and now live in North Hills.
I think that keeping my North Hills East Community together in the 7th Council District is the right thing to do. I have seen potential redistricting that would split North Hills East into three council districts and
feel that this is impractical for the good of the community.
I hope you will consider the wants of the neighborhood. Thank you.
No unless it is to make it more valley centered. It works. However, if we could get rid of Nithya Raman that would be perfect. Our community’s relationship with the city is difficult. We feel we are not listened to
on issues such as density, Studio City golf and tennis, development, the homeless, and the general livability of the city that we pay taxes to support.
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
I like the idea of all of Downtown having one Councilmember. Right now, there are three with Kevin DeLeon as the main one. Skid Row has a complicated and in many ways extremely dysfunctional
relationship with the City. Most of the policy decisions made by Council over the past nine years (length of time I've been a stakeholder) have had a negative impact.
I am sending this email in support of Sherman Oaks being in District 5.
We have been in a district that is fragmented. I feel that too often issues on the “other side of the hill” overshadow our needs in the Sherman Oaks area. The only person that gave us time was Tom LaBonge
(RIP).
Downtown is in three council districts. It should be in one. Virtually all decisions of the City Council affect downtown. But unique developments such as the Staples Center, Convention Center, LA Live and a
multitude of high rise residential buildings require a level of attention and expertise from the elected council person of a single district.
I have been a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association (RWNA) for 23 years. RWNA is located along Wilton Place, Wilton Drive and Ridgewood Place between Third Street and Beverly
Boulevards. It has come to my attention that there is a possibility that half our neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood and moved into Koreatown by changing the boundary
from Western Ave to Wilton Place. Please do not change the existing boundary. Our association has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods. We have benefitted for many years by
having a single voice in the City Council. By splitting our community down Wilton Place you would deny us the ability to vote collectively for a single City Council representative who would represent our
community’s unique interests. Please keep the current boundary of Western Blvd to allow both neighborhoods’ different interests and needs to be fully represented in our City Council.
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Please consider the following and adjust Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and Greater Wilshire NC together and whole.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico- Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park and our GWNC neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because they are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.” The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As the Hancock Park Homeowners Association and members of the GWNC, we support this community of interest and all of our resident’s
right to be united and fairly represented.
As you rework draft maps for tonight’s meeting we strongly advocate in favor of being untied in MAP B2.
Please don't change the boundaries! This will cause a huge decline in out city's quality. We will loose income to keep our city thriving. We live together like family, helping one another. We have many people
who volunteer at our centers for elderly, people with disabilities, street cleaning, and more. These organizations are largely funded through taxes from our sources like the Warner Center, Topanga Mall,
Industrial businesses. Removing these sources to modify the districts will greatly impact our quality of life.
"Good evening Commissioners. My name is Tony Moon and I live in the Wilshire Park HPOZ Neighborhood, which is part of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. We support the Revised Plan K and
specifically its District J. THANK YOU COMMISSIONERS FOR LISTENING TO US. My neighborhood asks to be part of District J, as revised to include ALL OF GREATER WILSHIRE. My current Council
district, CD4, will be transformed to exclude Sherman Oaks. We support this move. But Greater Wilshire must also be moved as part of this new vision for our City. We must move to District J, where we
share communities of interest. We share historic residential neighborhoods. We share Jewish/Orthodox religion and institutions. We share parks. Our children are in the same schools and sports leagues. We
do notshare these with our neighbors to the east. Thank you again for hearing us!"
God bless you !
I am a longtime resident and homeowner of Sherman Oaks. I strongly urge the City of L.A. Redistricting Commission to make the ONLY wise choice with respect to Sherman Oaks, and that is: JOIN
SHERMAN OAKS TO CD5, where it shares common interests (and boundaries!) with Encino.
I STRONGLY SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE SHERMAN OAKS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION TO JOIN OUR COMMUNITY TO CD5!
Sherman Oaks, separated by district from other Valley communities, has been unjustly lumped with the primarily Los Angeles communities of CD4, with only a literal SLIVER of geographic conjoining.
Sherman Oaks has been shortchanged in city representation as part of CD4.
Please RECTIFY that by redistricting Sherman Oaks into CD5, a 68% Valley majority. This is the ONLY sensible, fair and appropriate decision for our community!
I am writing to voice my opposition to splitting Atwater Village into multiple council districts. We in Atwater already are served by multiple representatives on a county, state and national level. In order to
remain the vibrant community we are, we need to turn to one another to solve our problems. If different parts of Atwater have different city representation, it will hurt the neighborhood's sense of community
and our ability to problem-solve.
"I recognize the hard work, and effort that this all-volunteer commission has expended to listen to the communities you represent. We all share a collective desire to preserve a sense of community throughout
the various council districts.
As a property owner, community garden creator, and simple fan of the Elysian Valley neighborhood for nearly 20 years, I’d like to express my support for using the redistricting process to recognize the value
of collecting the river communities along the soft-bottom portion of the LA River (essentially, Atwater, Elysian Valley and Glassell Park) together in one council district. The river communities share a similar
set of concerns and interests, and should be consolidated in CD13 to help streamline the governance of this important city asset and amenity, since there is already a complex patchwork of agencies sharing
jurisdiction at the State and Federal level. This complicated situation of overlapping and changing jurisdictions should not be extended at the city level. I question the radical changes to district boundaries
currently proposed in Draft Plan K that would further split up these communities.
It is important to preserve the historic connections between Echo Park, Angeleno Heights, Elysian Park, Silver Lake, Elysian Valley and the Los Angeles River, Glassell Park, Atwater Village. Another change
that should be considered is the division of Elysian Park between Council Districts 1 and 13 (much like the current sharing across council districts of the Silver Lake Reservoir). Having one district with the
overwhelming majority of Elysian Park disenfranchises the western neighborhoods that are impacted by any proposed developments at Barlow Respiratory Hospital, Dodger Stadium, or on the multiple
properties surrounding the stadium presently owned by Frank McCourt. Dodger Stadium and Elysian Park account for almost 900 acres of land under the control of one council district which hardly seems fair
representation for the western half of the park/stadium but very convenient to the holders of power.
Public comments have mostly suggested minor tweaks to the proposed districts while Draft Plan K completely disregards public testimony by dividing historically bonded communities.
Similarly, there were no comments from anyone about placing Echo Park Lake and central Echo Park community anywhere but in the Council District 13. Significant testimony asked to put the communities
east of Echo Park and Angeleno Heights into Council District 13. To the west, commenters have clearly noted the need to unify the historic core of Hollywood, along Hollywood Blvd, as it moves from La Brea
east, starting with the Walk of Fame, through Thai Town, Little Armenia, and East Hollywood. No Council person should be unnecessarily redistricted out of their home; western Glassell Park should
respectfully retain Councilmember O’Farrell’s home, and the west Silver Lake home of Councilmember Raman should remain in CD4."
I believe that CD 14 should stay the way it is with one addition. The district should include the Convention Center area at the southwest end. The district should go all the way to the 110 fwy on the west
corner and to Washington Blvd. on the south corner. We have a good relationship with CD 14.
Hi my name is Vanessa and I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for under a year, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the
district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and
continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th
District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
NO. COASTAL COMMUNITIES NEED TO REMAIN IN A SINGLE COUNCIL DISTRICT In general, the Los Angeles City Council pays lip service to the social and financial importance of tourism and
economic development. Specifically, the Council District does not care about healthy econmic development and particulary and viciously interdicts and opposes recognizing the need and importance of visitor
serving accomodations. The Council District refuses to acknowledge the important role private enterprise, capital and entreprenuership play in Venice nor does it elect to promote and foster the word-renown
reputation Venice has achieved as an important area for dining and restaurants.
Eagle Rock should not be split between multiple council-districts. Splitting our community would be an unacceptable gerrymander completely counter to the community's desires, the Eagle Rock
Neighborhood Council's adopted position, and the positions of most other stakeholder groups.
The existing gerrymanders that split Highland Park, Glassell Park, and Cyprus Park must be corrected.
All of the historic Arroyo neighborhoods--Eagle Rock, Highland Park, El Sereno and Boyle Heights should be in Council District 14 keeping with their common history and overall demography.
Necesitamos mas seguridad. Areas verdes
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Public Testimony
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
I do not support any scenario where our the hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation Draft K (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most
recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong
emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as
a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common
interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset
Square, and Spaulding Square...
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we must therefore advocate for our Canyon with one voice.
No change is needed.
The district represents a wide mix of people, this diversity in every area is our strength.
Nitya Raman is making a positive influence in our district. Newsletters from Nitya Raman's office sends us newsletters. The County planning Dept sends us letters, about future projects.
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Mammoth St. in Sherman Oaks.Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District. Thank you.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a community of interest united by an easily identifiable border, unique historical development, and a unique cultural background.
▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we share local, independently owned businesses that serve as the glue to our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and
safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides of the Boulevard both to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
▪ I request that the Laurel Canyon community, comprised of residents on both the west and the east side of the Boulevard, be kept united in a single council district in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents. I feel that splitting this neighborhood, with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. will put its
residents at risk, especially when dealing with issues of safety.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interest. I might live in their district but their representations to this redistricting commission are against my interest. I am
strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
Dear Commissioners, I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on 4815 Stansbury Ave., Sherman Oaks 91423. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community WHOLE in one Council District. Thank you.
V. Ramírez
I have been a resident of Saint Andrews Square, bounded within Beverly Boulevard, Western Avenue, 3rd Street and, Wilton Place, for 30 years. It has come to my attention that there is possibility that our
neighborhood will be taken away from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods and taken over by Koreatown. This neighborhood has never been a part of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods.
Please keep Saint Andrews Square and the rest of the neighborhoods on the eastern boundary of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods together.
No ami me gustaria que mi distrito se quede igual por que compartimos cultaras similiras
yo quiero que mi comunidad se quede igual
I don’t see Sherman Oaks on these new maps? We DO NOT WANT TO BE LUMPED IN WITH Encino.
I don't think the CD15 boundaries should change because most of the communities in CD 15 are, I would say, the outer parts of Los Angeles. Also, most of the communities in CD15 are all very much alike. I
think my community feels somewhat disconnected with the City as a whole. In a way, my community does see themselves as Angelenos, however, we are also geographically farther from the rest of the City
of LA. I often think that because of this geographical distance, my community if often ignored or overlooked.
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Dear Commissioners,
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many who have
lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by
redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other communities for years. We
agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.
Sincerely ,
Wendi Smith-Harris
West Hills
NO. We believe CD12 is a great district as it currently stands. We work closely with the West Hills Neighborhood Council and Councilman Lee.
West Hills
As I stated earlier, the West Hills Neighborhood Council Board members were actively engaged in the Redistricting process in 2011 - 2012. The minutes of the March 7, 2012 Special Board meeting reflect
the following discussion and vote:
https://www.westhillsnc.org/docs/34483450-5520.pdf
"Old Business: 11-0017 – Discussion and possible action regarding opposition to Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission’s proposed final mapping for City Council Districts Council member, Mr.
Bob Brostoff presented a motion for consideration. After much discussion on the appropriateness of Mr. Brostoff’s motion a motion to stop debate was made. Motion passed 12 ayes and one nay. Mr. Brostoff
moved that “Whereas the current redistricting map was created in a manner, whose legality we challenge, and does not serve the interest of the public, the WHNC opposes that map that has been submitted
to the Los Angeles City Council by the Redistricting Commission.” Motion passed with 13 ayes and one nay. Mr. Brostoff, on behalf of Dr. Wiseman, moved that the Council support the document prepared by
LANC to facilitate the filing of a Community Impact Statement. After discussion, the motion was made that the WHNC support the LANC Resolution as presented. Motion passed with 9 ayes, 1 nay and 3
abstentions. Council member, Ms. Chris Rowe advised that she has put considerable effort in preparing her resolutions. The first resolution presented was, “ Let it be resolved that the West Hills
Neighborhood Council recommends to the City Council of Los Angeles that the community of West Hills remain completely whole in Council District 3.” Motion failed with 5 ayes, 7 nays and 2 abstentions. Ms.
Rowe advised that her second resolution is moot as it was concerning the Chatsworth Nature Preserve and it was based on West Hills being completely in District 3. Council member, Mr. Dan Brin moved that
WHNC supports keeping the status quo as it currently exists with West Hills in District 3 and District 12. Motion passed with 7 ayes, 3 nays and 2 abstentions."
Please note that there were eleven Board members absent during this meeting, therefore I question if the vote accurately depicted the "Will of the people" of West Hills.
I would also like to note that a lot of West Hills Board members live north of Roscoe where they have historically been in Council District 12, whereas I have always lived south of Roscoe, and until 2010, I was
always in Council District 3. I live a mile west of Warner Center. Any actions taken in Warner Center could potentially impact my home. Yet Warner Center is represented by Council District 3.
There are several hazardous waste projects in Warner Center that I have worked on as a community volunteer. I would like to be able to have more access to the Councilmember who represents those
hazardous waste projects most of which are under the WaterBoard's control.
I also live within about 5 miles of the Santa Susana Field Laboratory. I would like a Councilmember who will listen to me as a constituent since this contaminated site - all of the traffic for the clean up will
travel down the streets of West Hills.
West Hills Neighborhood No, we believe our current boundaries are beneficial to West Hills as a community The West Hills Neighborhood Council voted to support remaining in CD12 with Councilmember John Lee at our regularly
Council
scheduled board meeting held on Tuesday, September 2, 2021. We have a strong working relationship with CD12 and city council as well as city departments, ie, DOT, Planning, etc. This relationship makes
for better decision making for our community.
Westside Village - CD5
We DO NOT want to change council districts! We have been part of CD5 and work closely with the personnel in that office on many issues including crime and safety, homelessness, development and
zoning. Our interests align with that Council District, not that of Mar Vista/CD11 to the West nor with Palms to the East. As an active member of Westside Village Homeowners Assn, I, personally, as well as
the Board as a whole, have worked directly with Councilmember Koretz and numerous of his Deputies and staff on issues regarding our neighborhood as noted above. They regularly attend our Board
meetings and Annual Association meetings to address our residents and address our questions and concerns. We consider our relationship to with the Council District Office be a close working relationship
and believe it is important to the future wellbeing of our community to remain part of CD5.
William and Patricia Ritter We support recommended redistricting of Sherman Oaks reflected on Draft Map K/corrected-District A that includes Woodland Hills, Tarzana, Encino, Sherman Oaks and Valley Village.
William Weeks
I am a Laurel Canyon Resident and I support District O in K2. This is a map that will allow our hillside communities of interest to come at big issues with one voice and stay on top of public safety, most
notably fire safety- which is a daily concern.
We are one of the most prepared communities in Los Angeles where fire safety is concerned. Our community has dozens of CERT members, living on both sides of the canyon, we have emergency radio
operators on both sides of the canyon, we have block captains on both sides of the canyon.
Our local, independently owned businesses - all lining the east side of the Blvd will be placed in a different community district.
We have a Frank Gehry development going in at Sunset and Crescent Heights. This presents numerous concerns for public safety and this divide at Laurel Canyon will be disastrous for the Hillsides that
need to address the problems that will surely arise as traffic will cause safety issues during construction and beyond.
PLEASE- DO NOT CONSIDER ANY MAP THAT DIVIDES OUR HISTORIC NEIGHBORHOOD IN HALF, DIVIDES OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.
UNITED SUPPORT FOR K2 DISTRICT O.
Wilmington Heart of the No I don’t think so the CD 15 district lines are very clear. We are the heart of the Harbor and a major lifeline to the City of LA. CD15 is where we have major black gold and health impacts of extraction,
Harbor Area
refining, and s transporting oil and goods from the largest port that is also in our community. Despite this we have a higher value to the city our community advocacy has led to CUGU and the City of LA
implementation of the first oil drilling application process due to our lawsuit against the City’s previous rubber stamping process.
Wilton Historic District
No We are a strong community of homeowners for the most part active in protecting the historic quality and character of our single family homes. We are proud of our community and small town and
neighborhood feel. Most of us know each other and care deeply about our community. The City Council is well aware of our activism and work to improve the safety and enjoyment of our neighborhood
community.
Wilton Historic District
No. The Wilton Historic Community is exactly that, Historic! The homes are 100+ years old, rich with history of how Los Angeles was then and has grown to be now.. The vast majority of Council District 4
shares much of these timeless qualities and experiences and therefore shares the same interest and thinking of our neighborhood. To be absorbed into the boarder war threatened from the east would clearly
show a disregard of our city's past, not thinking of the people of the present and the clear intent to displace family, cultures and our community in the future.
Winnetka
No , I do not believe our CD3 should be redistricted. it would not serve us well at all. It's workking fine the way it is. It isn't broke so don't fix it.Please leave it alone. All communities and neighborhoods are
affected by decisions made by the City councli.
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Presently no reason to but we have strong feelings (shared) about preserving our environment. No bike path is mandatory and would be provably dangerous for us.
But our Council Office may need to recognize our desire for preservation and not be strong willed.
For example a bike path across the street would destroy not only our earth river path but also re-introduce biking transients with drugs and needles ... I have a box full but they moved across the river ... but
burnt themselves out with five fires April 17th 2021
If you have questions - email me - or call at 818 905 6411
I worked for the city 31 years. Saw 'much'. We are worried about bike paths from our homes which will introduce transients who lived across the river - a few over here. April 17th 2021 Huge fires from those
camps. Bikes are their sole means of transportation. Bike paths would be a danger here not to mention the 'lone' biker we have had from time to time camping across the street. But only a few times. Our
planting scheme keeps that from happening - mostly -- across the street that is.. Big box full of drugs and related - I have kept from a previous council office path cleanup (including the opposite curb - and up
to that curb. We do not want bike paths here. Honest engineers are being made to promote biking to keep the roads free for more cars from massive development. PER CITY ENGINEERS.
(great folks - honest - my degree is engineering. BA.
Feel free to ask more. As far as saving our nature path, our last Councilman said; ...
THE COMMUNITY WILL DECIDE. We will see. LET ME KNOW YOU RECEIVED THIS PLEASE. JC
Woodland Hills should
No, why fix something that is not broken. Bob Blumenfeld has been doing a wonderful job with try to straighten out the homeless problems in our area. He has help keep us in touch with the ongoing with the
remain a one city district. city. He mentioned that we should get involved in stopping the redistricting which could possibly cut Woodland Hills in half which we don't want this to happen.
Ximena
Hi my name is Ximena and I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for years 13, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large investments coming into the
district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and Mission Hills stay together and
continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new investments come to the 7th
District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our infrastructure.
Xitlali Castro
Re: Communities of Interest Seventh Council District Redistricting
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners: Hi my name is Xitlali Castro I have lived in the Northeast San Fernando Valley for 10 year, I’d like you to keep my community together in the 7th Council District. With large
investments coming into the district, it is important, now more than ever, to keep our communities together to ensure that the 7th District neighborhoods such as Pacoima, Sylmar, Lakeview Terrace, and
Mission Hills stay together and continue to have consistent representation. This is a district that has been historically underserved and not always consistently represented to the fullest extent. As these new
investments come to the 7th District, consistent leadership in these historic communities brings with it the promise of improved public safety, much needed economic and long overdue improvements to our
infrastructure. Thank you very much for
Yamari
I want to the commission to consider that there be one district to have a clear boundary that includes my community of Westlake area/Koreatown in whole so that our issues are taken by a clear district.
Depending on the area I have seen CD 1 and CD 10 taken a part but in being in parts I feel that this has taken away from a clear plan to address my communities issues. Quality of relationship is low in my
area. I only feel comfortable engaging when I go to events with local non profits in my community. I know Latinos may not always engage in area because of fears with our immigration history however I think
improvements can be made from the city to ensure we are involved in policy decisions made by the City.
Yanel Saenz
Yes the boundaries of CD 15 should be changed. The community of Watts should not be part of CD 15, as it is too far from the other communities of Wilmington, San Pedro, and Harbor City. Watts should be
included into CD 8 or 9, council districts with which the community shares more in common. This would also allow for easier community building and creating alliance with residents as they are in close
proximity. For context, San Pedro is 17 miles away from Watts, therefore, it is hard to build community with fellow residents although we are in the same district.
Yes
No CD 13 neighborhoods should not be split, we share many cultural/ethnic tied neighborhoods that live within Council District 13 that should not be separated. The Council office recognizes the diversity of
the community residing in CD 13 and have responded and delivered resources and supported the well being of the neighborhoods and residents of CD 13.
Yessenia
No we should not changes the lines in my area because I feel the cd 1 boundaries right now are representative of the demographics of my geographical location The relationship with my community is
unstable because it is not easy to provide input to the city council and feels a little transactional. Sometimes it is good when there are nice events but for hard conversations sometimes we don't hear back on
updates. I feel other families in my community share the same experience but I think our families want to work with the city more on this.
Zev Cambre
Hello. My name is Zev Cambre and I am on the Board of Directors for Northeast Los Angeles Community Inc (NelaCommunity) as Youth Manager. Nela Community is a non-profit organization that helps
Youth, seniors, families in-need, and unhoused. On behalf of our community, families, and stakeholders in Eagle Rock and Highland Park of Council District 14.
I am hopeful that during your deliberations as members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission begins working on the redistricting process, you will consider the idea of perspective
residents and stakeholders in Eagle Rock and Highland Park remaining within one council district, CD 14. This will allow all nonprofits to continue the work and vital recourse that our community needs without
confusing the residents. Councilmember Kevin De Leon has been an advocate for the residents of Northeast Los Angeles Community and will need to continue to be our representative in order to beat
represent the unique needs of our diverse community. Nela Community and Councilmember Kevin De Leon are currently working together to build Nela Youth Program, a program that our community so
desperately needs, and helping with unhoused crisis that our community is facing. It is much easier for our non-profit to deal with one council member to help Eagle Rock and Highland Park residents, rather
than dividing the district. Dividing the district will not help, but instead bring more conflict and confusion to Youth, Seniors, families, and the unhoused. I am speaking on behalf of families, youth, and seniors,
who have put their trust in myself and NELA Community during this process to be their voice. We have put I countless hours of work in to make sure our community needs are addressed, and to see our
district being divided will only slow down the process, hurt the ongoing projects our community needs, and create more confusion. We need to be under one district, DISTRICT CD 14
Westchester, Playa del Rey and Playa Vista are an integrated family. They cannot be divided up. I am sure this region has grown in size since Playa Vista has grown into its own city since the last
redistricting. Including San Pedro is not a good idea (and probably not possible since it is large) just because it is a coastal town. We do not interact so it makes no sense to group us together. If CD11 has to
lose a region due to growth I would suggest it be Brentwood since it seems like it has more in common with CD5.
When I think of my community, I think of families and a sense of belonging. I believe that Mar Vista, specifically the area on the tip of Venice that runs into the Santa Monica airport, I believe that we are
misrepresented and should be part of a coastal district. I believe that both Mar Vista and Venice require more space from Santa Monica City, specifically the incorrectly zoned Santa Monica airport land space,
so that a walkable, affordable housing community can be developed for the core workforce on the westside of LA; Venice, Santa Monica, Mar Vista area. All residents deserve safe, clean, and affordable
housing, local cities like Santa Monica are upholding illegal segregation as it relates to race & class! They are causing congestion in our coastal cities and we must gather public land space from them in order
to create a community that benefits everyone instead of a small privileged class minority!
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I urge the Commission to keep CD11 boundaries intact. The Coastal areas in particular are necessary to remain intact because they fall under the jurisdiction of the California Coastal Commission, which is
committed to insuring coastal access for all, including access, social justice and economic diversity in housing. Because the CCC is not beholden to neighborhood political winds and NIMBYism, it can and
does uphold the creation and retention of affordable housing in the Coastal Zone, a position often disputed by neighborhoods where such development is planned. They are also important in the area of
reparations being sought for those whose livelihoods and lands were stolen by eminent domain in previous decades.
The state of CA leads the City of LA in understanding the need for economic diversity in both access to housing and visiting the Coast and without the intervention of the CA Coastal Commission in areas of
dual jurisdiction to uphold that principle, the entire Coast will surely be unaffordable to the most affluent, mostly white population.
I am again writing to request that North Hills West remain in CD 12. Hearing and participating in Commission hearings the same theme is voiced over and over by the residents. The North Hills West area
natural boundaries are: west of the San Diego Freeway to Bull Creek Wash, Roscoe Blvd. on the South and Devonshire Blvd.on the North. Logical and sensible boundary partition lines. This is largely a single
family residential home community with neighborhood businesses.
We are a contiguous compact community adjacent to Northridge, Granada Hills, and Chatsworth and share and cooperate with these area neighbors. Our Neighborhood Councils work together on many
issues that affect the North West area of the San Fernando Valley relating to the homeless, public schools, and associations and events like New Horizons, National Night Out, Emergency Preparedness Fair,
Devonshire Division Police Station and Greig Smith LAPD Youth Center to name a few.
North Hills West is also home to the Sepulveda Veterans Administration Ambulatory Care Center, Mid Valley Regional Library the largest branch outside of downtown Los Angeles, Valley Community
Healthcare Wellness Center adjacent to Monroe High School, the "Plummer Poodle", New Horizons Center, Gledhill Elementary School, a Historic Cultural Monument "The Onion" is also located in North Hills
West. There are traditional as well as ethnic super markets and restaurants as we are a diverse and inclusive community. I did participate in the CD 6 area hearing today to ask that North Hills East be entirely
in one Council District and not split into 2 and to keep North Hills West intact and not divided. I also support Mr. Stuart Waldman asking the San Fernando Valley remain as whole as possible and not have
communities split or divided between areas of Los Angeles. The voice of the resident is not heard when there are different needs between a divergent and different populace of San Fernando Valley and Los
Angeles residents. We who live in North Hills West are what you convey as necessary in redistricting: North Hills West is Compact, Contiguous, and a Community. North Hills West as a whole intact area is
what you describe and fits perfectly in COUNCIL DISTRICT 12 and is PRECISELY where it should remain.
Please try to keep us as we have been, with West LA, Mar Vista, Pacific Palisades, etc. and not any of the San Fernando Valley nor South LA. As a native Angeleno, born here in 1925, I have seen and lived
with, all of the huge changes, and am aware we need to add more people. But I do think it's ridiculous to add South LA or any of the San Fernando Valley to this area. We all need to be logical about this,
NOT political.
I feel it is very important that my area remains inside of CD5. I look at Hollywood to the east / north east of me and don't feel we share any common interests other than the tourism of Melrose which in itself is
in crisis right now. I look to the north at the Hollywood Hills and don't feel we share the same goals since most of their concerns and goals center on fire safety, hillside maintenance and wild animal issues. I
am aware that CD 5 stretches into Westwood and around into the valley including Encino. I'm not sure how that works to keep us all together in CD5. But I'd rather stay with those areas than become part of
another district that currently surrounds Melrose Village. My reasons are: I look to the south and see the Farmers Market & the Wilshire corridor. Both areas that my wife and I go to for entertainment, dinner,
meeting with and enjoying time with friends and for our work. I look west and see the community & businesses along La Cienega Blvd, into Beverly Hills, Century City and West Los Angeles. All areas I feel
the Melrose Village compliments and works well with in regards to emergency preparedness, hospital & healthcare services in addition to entertainment, theater and a vibrant choice of restaurants and
eclectic shopping options. Our Police Department used to be in Hollywood but is now Wilshire Station and they are doing an amazing job with the limited resources they have to try to help get Melrose Ave
back under control and I applaud their efforts. I don't think the Hollywood Police Station has the ability to do the same given the amount of work they already have on their plate with the Hollywood area. Our
neighborhood council also falls along these lines. Although I have been an outspoken opponent of many of the motions that MCWNC has put forward, I see a change in attitude and mission, especially in the
area of broader public outreach, now that we have a new NC board. I think it would be counterproductive to break up our area in any way that would split council districts in the area of Mid-City West
Community Council. Please keep my Melrose Village area in CD5!
1st Testimony: I am a 20 year resident of Los Angeles, residing in Toluca Lake, CD 4. CD 5 contains a large Jewish population as well as many Jewish institutions and the headquarters of many Jewish
organizations. While some believe Jews are only a religion many argue it is an ethnic group and thus a Community of Interest. It clearly has a shared culture, bond, and characteristics. Some estimate the
Jewish population in the City to be between 500,000 to 600,000 which would constitute between 12.5% to 15% of the City. The Community has many voices but I do urge you to keep CD 5 substantially intact
because it contains among the City’s largest Jewish population.
2nd Testimony: We ask that the Commission consider the Jewish Community as a community of interest among many communities in Los Angeles. While we are a diverse and broad community , we have
played an important role in LA and have a long history here. Starting with the original Jewish Community in Boyle Heights (before World War II) there are now substantial Jewish communities in many parts of
the city, including Beverly/Fairfax(CD-5) Hancock Park (CD-4) Pico-Robertson(CD-5) Beverlywood (CD-5) Cheviot Hills, Westwood(CD-5) and many areas of the San Fernando Valley including Encino (CD-5)
Sherman Oaks (CD-4) Valley Village Studio City (CD-2). We have many cultural and religious institutions located in similar geographical locations and we hope you take these clusters into consideration when
drawing your maps and keeping substantial Jewish populations together. For example the Jewish Federation on Wilshire (which houses other Jewish non-profits) the Jewish Family Services building on
Fairfax , many Jewish days schools and synagogues. In addition there is a host of cultural institutions such as Skirball Cultural Center, Museum of Tolerance, Holocaust Museum LA are all located within a
few miles of each other. Cities regulate buildings and access to buildings, which of course serve people. We hope the commission will recognize historically meaningful Jewish population clusters and
maintain the integrity of this Community of interest.
I’m against splitting the Benedict Canyon district. It needs to be kept under district 5.
I personally want to stay in Council District 12, John Lee, and have the 405 San Diego Freeway be the Eastern boundary for our community as it is today, Roscoe Bl to the South, Devonshire to the North and
Bull Creek to the West. I do not want to be in Council District 6 or 7 with Monica Rodriguez or Nury Martinez. The areas they represent are East of the 405 freeway and have a preponderance of multi-family
unit apartment buildings and also many large businesses and have areas with major crime issues and are in desperate need of help! The North Hills community is layed out with it being a majority of single
family homes -(Comparable to Northridge, Chatsworth, and Granada Hills districts which has similar zoning laws and housing of single family homes) with businesses on the larger intersections like
Nordhoff/Woodley, Nordhoff/ Balboa, Parthenia/ Woodley, Parthenia/ Balboa, etc. Apartments are far and few between. I feel the community of North Hills would not be adequately represented if pushed into
District 6 or 7. I do not want my voice to get lost nor do I want my community to suffer from the acts of others who do not even live in or around our community and have no idea how their decision would
impact our community - just looking at the numbers and what is going to work better politically is not the answer. My husband has lived in North Hills for over 63 years, I have been here for over 45. We
respectfully ask you to NOT change our district so we can still have the peace of mind that our neighborhood gets the representation that we are entitled to and our voice is heard! We DON'T want to get lost
in this political BS by being pushed together with another community that has totally different zoning and issues that are not even relevant to our community.
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I am a resident of the Melrose / Fairfax area and I have lived here since 1965. Over the years I have worked in the Hollywood area and in the 3rd Street/Fairfax area and the Pico Blvd / La Cienega area. I’m
very familiar with residents and businesses from all the surrounding neighborhoods that encompass CD4, CD5, CD10, CD11 & CD13. So my opinions are based on living here for over 55 years. The needs of
CD4, primarily a hillside community, that also encompasses an area that includes our largest employers and tourist destinations in Los Angeles, being Hollywood, should be kept separate from CD5 and MidCity West. The challenges that CD4 face are not the same as we face in CD5 and a Councilmember shouldn’t need to be so diverse as to have to understand hillside community needs, combined with tourism
needs of Hollywood Blvd and single family, old neighborhoods, such as Hancock Park in the Greater Wilshire NC area. I believe it was Speaker #11 that also spoke to these issues. To me, this means
keeping most of the boundaries of CD4 just as it is now and not annexing any part of CD5 into it.
Hancock Park and the other older single family home neighborhoods that are part of the Greater Wilshire area in CD4 also don’t fit well with the desires of high density advocates that wish to make Wilshire
Blvd as it moves into the "Wilshire Center Koreatown" area into a majorly dense area that limits vehicular traffic in favor of Ride Share, Bus, Subway and Light Rail. Being that I have lived near Melrose and
Fairfax since 1965, I personally do not recreate very often in Hollywood (other than a trip to the Bowl every so often). My main areas for dining out and entertainment are The Grove, Beverly Blvd., Century
City Mall and parks including Pan Pacific Park, Reynier Park in Reynier Village and Rancho Park in West Los Angeles. My wife and I shop for groceries once a week in Mid-City West in the areas near 3rd
Street and The Grove, not in Hollywood and this usually involves more than 5 bags of groceries that could not easily be done by bicycle or on the bus. So keeping our streets moving is also a major cause for
us. Our friends live in many different areas of Mid-City West, Beverly Crest, South Robertson, West L.A., Encino, Beverly Hills, and Hancock Park. So our conversations and concerns are always centered on
these areas. When thinking of the problems with some areas inside of CD4 they are not challenges that we wish to take on! Our friends in Hancock Park would greatly like to be part of CD5 as it sits now too
and have made public comment as well. At the very least, I have to say I agree with Speaker #27 about not building any more density in their areas.
Lastly, my business that provides Print Services or all types, serves the needs of other businesses located in the City of Los Angeles along with companies that are visiting Los Angeles for trade shows, fairs
and other types of in person events. So moving large amounts of boxes filled with brochures and other trade show items that are heavy but still transportable by car or small SUV’s is vitally important to me
because we are considered an “on demand” or “same day” service that requires the delivery of our products within hours of being ordered. My plant, located in the South Robertson area on the boundary of
CD10 & CD5, has orders come from the surrounding areas, including some parts of CD4 but we primarily serve the commercial areas of CD5, Beverly Hills and Downtown Los Angeles. I do not feel becoming
part of CD4 would benefit my employees or my company in any way.
Thank you all for the work that you do. I do understand how tremendously difficult this work is and appreciate the efforts that each and every one of you puts in. And thank you for the opportunity to share my
opinions with you.
Today, I am writing about CD 4, where I have lived for 20 years. My main concern is that neighborhood councils districts NOT be split. I care about an independent, fair, transparent redistricting process that
prioritizes the voices of people over the needs of elected officials.
My name is Dora Frietze-Armenta and I've been working in Pacoima over the last year. While I haven't been able to be on the ground or visit as often as I'd like due to COVID, I've come to know the
community and landmarks from the stories of the people I work with. People remember out loud stories of their childhood in Pacoima. Not so long ago, it was a community with a natural wash that came
through, where folks would go and cool down during the summers. It was a place where folks grew up riding bikes to Richie Valens Park, where kids walk to schools, and where families gather to play soccer
and bbq late into the evenings. Where community gather for prayer and community meetings at Mary Immaculate Church and where sidewalk vendors add vibrancy to the streets. This is a special place. The
residents of Pacoima and valley are both proud and humble. The murals on Van Nuys between Laurel Canyon and Glenoaks share the heritage, dreams, hopes and vibrancy of a community of people that
say we will rise over and over again even when our physical conditions aim to disempower us. In the last year we have seen major challenges in the communities; a gas leak at the Sun Valley power plant, a
plane crash on a residential street from incoming Whiteman Airport traffic, and the majority of COVID cases in the entire county hit Pacoima. Part of the community lost power during last summer's record high
temperatures. And yet, the community turned out to protest the leak, they spoke out against the continuous negative impacts, like the noise and air pollution, from Whiteman Airport in light of the crash, and
they continue to hold each other up when resources are low and they have to make due when government doesn't step in. I'd like to see more resources in this community, more trees lining the boulevards
and resident streets and the funds to maintain those trees, the building and improving of sidewalks to make it safer for all pedestrians to move around, additional parks and open space for community to
exercise, gather and enjoy nature. I'd like to see resources for the small mom-and-pop businesses that line Van Nuys, that have struggled through COVID and are a staple for residents to get their essentials
like eggs and milk. I'd like mural mile to have the historical recognition it deserves, to preserve the culture of the community. I'd like to see more funds go to our schools to build the next generation of great
leaders. This community deserves all of the resources that communities like West LA have historically received for so long. This community deserves the best.
The Sherman Oaks Chamber of Commerce supports the SOHA redistricting recommendation as attached below which would move Sherman Oaks from CD4 into CD5.
I live in CD4 in a house in the Historic Neighborhood within the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association at 156 S Wilton Place, LA. I do not want to be moved into the Council District for Koreatown, I do
not live in Koreatown. I and my neighbors [except for those at the corners of Beverly and Ridgewood Place and Beverly and Wilton Place] live in single family homes and a neighborhood that we constantly
strive to maintain. This includes issues with traffic, street lights, signal lights, historic status and the integrity of our neighborhood and community.
Please take this into consideration. We have lived and participated in the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council area for many years and would welcome your visit to us.
I agree with my neighbor and friend; Ridgewood Wilton Neighborhood is not part of Koreatown and does not belong in Koreatown. I used to go to Koreatown to shop frequently before the pandemic and I look
forward to going back. When I was in Seoul, I was happy to talk to school children there about Koreatown Los Angeles being the largest community of Korean-speaking and ethnically-Korean people outside
of their country. However, I do not live in Koreatown and it is misguided of anyone from outside of RIDGEWOOD WILTON to suggest that we are part of Koreatown. I don’t understand how there could
possibly be any valid motive for suggesting such a change.
I write to submit my strong support for redistricting to have Koreatown in one council district, rather than its current 3 council districts. Los Angeles Koreatown is the largest concentration of Koreans in the
world outside of Korea itself. Korean-Americans face unique challenges, as can be seen by the recent rise in Anti-Asian hate crimes, as well as the rioting that has targeted Koreatown in the past. KoreanAmericans deserve to have their voice heard through a single councilmember, instead of being divided and diluted into multiple districts.
I am a native Angeleno, resident and homeowner in Eagle Rock. I have been working with the CD 14 Eagle Rock staff for many years regarding projects and issues within our community. It is vitally important
that Eagle Rock not be split among other Council Districts because it creates more confusion. What we see in those areas that are split is “the right hand doesn’t know what the left hand is doing. Eagle Rock’
s population is growing and needs to be part of CD 14 because of our good schools, strong parental support for students, environmental concerns regarding biogas pollution from Scholl Canyon, Bus Rapid
Transit on Colorado Blvd., Safe Streets, and community support to find solutions to homelessness throughout the district. Please keep ALL of Eagle Rock in CD 14.
The current District 14, which includes downtown Los Angeles, where I live, snakes down from the 134 highway south to Venice Boulevard. We are bordered to the west by the 110 freeway—except for the
Convention Center. The Convention Center is part of District 9, which encompasses neighborhoods to the south of us. I would like the committee to consider redrawing the borders to encompass the area
between the 110, 101, 10 and the LA River. This area represents a coherent community of interest, where professional and cultural hubs serve urbanites and visitors alike.
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I ask the commission to:
1.) treat the WNC as a whole unit during redistricting; our boundaries follow the natural boundaries of Santa Monica Blvd on the north, 405 fwy to the west, national blvd to the south and Century City, Castle
Heights/Beverwil to the east.
2.) Currently our NC neighborhoods fall within:
A.) City Council District 5 (a good fit for our neighborhoods)
B.) County - TWO different supervisorial districts which dilutes our collective voice. We ask that the entire Westside Neighborhood Council to be included in the 3rd district which includes neighborhoods
closely aligned with ours.
3.) When possible, please group the Westside Neighborhood Council area with areas of similar interest such as Westwood and Beverlywood.
On Behalf of the Overland Avenue Community, a residential group representing 125 housholds located on the westside and a part of the Westside Neighborhood Council, we respectfully ask that the WNC be
completely contained while drawing any new district boundaries. The WNC boundaries follow Santa Monica Blvd to the north, 405 to the west, National Blvd and 10 freeway to the south and Castle
Heights/Beverwill/CPE on the east.
We also feel very strongly that we remain in CD 5 and move completely to Supervisorial District 3 to keep the entire WNC aligned with one supervisor.
The interests of the Westside Neighborhood Council should be grouped with those councils and areas that share similar concerns and challenges.
I believe that the citizens of Warner Center and Woodland Hills should be reassigned to District 12. We have more in common with the people of District 12 than District 3 as it is currently constituted. Also,
the current City Councilman, Bob Blumenfield, most of the time ignores his constituents and regularly fails to keep the Warner Center Woodland Hills Neighborhood Council abreast of his oftentimes radical,
unchecked and untested proposals. He does not invite police representation to his infrequent public town halls and generally does not support our first responders. This has led to a general deterioration of
the quality of life in Woodland Hills and Warner Center. We would be better represented by 12th District City Councilman John Lee, who tends to listen to the needs of his constituents.
As the business representative of Area 3 of Council District 3, I can tell you for a fact that our current City Councilman Bob Blumenfield also has repeatedly ignored the pleas for help from businesses
regarding the growing transient population in our community (which Bob not only condones but encourages to come here). Customers are avoiding major business corridors i.e. Ventura Boulevard from
Corbin Avenue to Valley Circle, and shopping elsewhere because they are afraid to enter stores that are constantly blocked at their entrances by vagrants and grossed out by these strangers to this
community defecating and urinating and exposing themselves on the streets. We need a business-friendly and family-friendly council representative like 12th District City Councilman John Lee.
I urge you to consider realigning Warner Center and Woodland Hills into District 12.
The district lines are not currently zoned correctly and local cities like Santa Monica City are taking more space from Mar Vista and Venice residents! We have a housing crisis in LA County that has over
60,000+ unhoused residents. Incorrectly zoned districts have allowed segregation to continue in the county as it relates to race & class! The incorrectly zoned Santa Monica airport space belongs to Mar Vista
& Venice residents as much as it does Santa Monica residents. That airport space needs to be utilized for housing in a safe, walkable community. I'm literally living on the tip of Mar Vista right before Venice
and it feels like our needs are not being heard loud enough!
I have been living in Ladera since 1995 and I am happy to be a part of District 11. As a voter, I am not interested in any redistricting.
We live on West 63 rd st. Just east of Acacia and want to remain part of District 11.
Our neighborhood is safe secure and friendly. City services are provided. Please do not change what is already working well.
I am writing to you to express my opposition to re districting my community North Hills West. We prefer to remain with district 12.
As a resident of North Hills West, I want to stay within the limits of CD12 and not be moved over to CD6/7! For as long as I have lived here, I have been a part of CD12.
Keep Koreatown whole and unified within a district. By keeping Koreatown consolidated into one district, unified in voice, we develop true empowerment regardless of who is in office, giving a stronger voice
to not only Koreans but all diverse communities living and working in the Koreatown area.
I am a resident of L.A. in the Eagle Rock neighborhood, 90041. Regarding the upcoming redistricting process, I feel strongly that Eagle Rock must remain whole within a single Council District. I do not want
Eagle Rock to be subsumed or subdivided between other districts such as CD1 or CD 13. Further, any ongoing community projects should remain within Eagle Rock's district.
It is difficult enough to maintain consistent, reliable representation for our community in the L.A. City Council given the recent years of upheaval with the CD 14 seat and with the inevitable staffing turnover. It
is very important to keep Eagle Rock in one Council District so that resident voices are represented by one Council Member and not politicized across multiple districts.
I am hopeful that during your deliberations as members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission that you will consider the perspective of a long-time resident and stakeholder in the Santa Fe
Art Colony. Our community is unique and in need of strong advocacy in order to continue to exist.As such, we are united in our belief that the Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain
within one council district, so that our shared interests can be considered and represented by the same councilmember and the same voice. Councilmember De León has long been an advocate of the
residents of the Santa Fe Art Colony and needs to continue to be our representative in order for our unique needs to be understood and addressed.
The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district (email 1)
The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district (email 2)
The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district (email 3)
The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district (email 4)
The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district (email 5)
The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district (email 6)
The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district (email 7)
The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district (email 8)
The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district (email 9)
The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district (email 10)
For 31 years, I was the Community Redevelopment Agency's primary city planner for Downtown Los Angeles, including the Bunker Hill, Little Tokyo and Central Business District Redevelopment Projects.
These three downtown redevelopment projects were coordinated and had common interests in terms of housing, businesses, jobs, transportation infrastructure, and visitors. Little Tokyo has strong definitive
ties to Downtown Los Angeles, so I urge that you put Little Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles together, in the same city council district.
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I’m writing to express my strong contention that Eagle Rock must remain whole within a single Council District. Eagle Rock is a community that has always been its own, whole area; it’s never been separate
neighborhoods or areas that were combined. Eagle Rock has developed and grown as its own, whole community and it’s essential that it stay that way. Furthermore, Eagle Rock is a very politically active
neighborhood, it has a robust community feel where individuals, families, businesses and schools define themselves according to their location in Eagle Rock, and it is supported and undergirded by many
community organizations that work for the improvement of the neighborhood. For all of these reasons, Eagle Rock needs to remain whole within a single Council District and it cannot be subsumed by Council
District 1 or Council District 13. While these districts are close by, they have different concerns than Eagle Rock and, more importantly, they are not part of the active, close-knit, clearly defined community of
Eagle Rock. Finally, Eagle Rock is supported by the wonderful nonprofit TERA, The Eagle Rock Association, which has several ongoing projects for the improvement of Eagle Rock and the benefit of its
residents, many of which are happening in collaboration with our Eagle Rock Neighborhood Council and our SELAH Eagle Rock chapter. It’s crucial that these projects remain within Eagle Rock’s district, not
only because TERA and the other organizations serve this close-knit community specifically, but also because so much of this work is already supported by close working relationships with the staff of Council
District 14. I strongly urge you to keep Eagle Rock whole, within a single district. Thank you.
Keep CD 14 as is!
I live in East LA. My community starts at the 10 freeway and ends at the 5 Freeway and from Maravilla Housing Projects to El Pino and from. I enjoy going to Belvedere Skate Park with my friends to skate
and WHittier Blvd on Sundays to watch lowriders cruise with my friends. Growing up I remember visiting El Mercadito with my family to buy some accessories for my folklorico group. East LA is very similar to
El Sereno, Boyle Heights and Lincoln Heights. We have come together to fight for Immigrant rights issues and issues of police violence, and fighting displacement. We are very different from Downtown LA
since we don't share similar interests. Most members of my community are working class, immigrant communities. We are resilient and have come a long way to ensure that we bring resources to our schools
and communities. I am here representing East Los Angeles and all my fellow neighbors who have to work everyday to ensure that they are able to provide for their families.
The Little Tokyo community is united in our belief that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district so that our shared interests can be considered and represented by the
same councilmember and the same voice. We strongly believe that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles are truly a community of interest in terms of housing, jobs, community and transportation
infrastructure needs and should therefore be kept intact within one council district so that we are able to join together to advocate for our needs to one council member. Further, we believe that Little Tokyo
and downtown Los Angeles are a community of interest for the following reasons: The business improvement districts within downtown Los Angeles are vital to providing services that the city is unable to do
on their own and should be allowed to advocate together. Transportation infrastructure projects that would allow for enhanced connectivity to other parts of the city and region are vitally important to Little
Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles and our voice should remain intact in order to better advocate for accelerating needed funding to complete these projects in a timely manner.
I would like to voice concern that it has been proposed to split CD5 from how it is currently. Currently it represents the Pico/Robertson area, the Bevery/Fairfax area, as well as Valley Village (as well as other
neighborhoods). The areas that is covers have a significant Orthodox Jewish population as well a significant population of Jewish people of other denominations. Keeping CD5 as it is will continue to allow the
voice of this significant minority to be heard. Breaking it up, that voice will be lost among the other neighborhoods in the districts that they get reassigned to. Please allow us to keep our voice.
I cannot attend the Zoom meeting tomorrow (8/28) but would like to request that the boundaries for CD-10 remain intact. If that cannot be the case, then at least the eastern end should remain as it currently
stands. Years ago, our section of the district was divided by Venice Blvd. and it was difficult for our neighborhood organization to institute neighborhood improvement projects knowing we had to deal with two
different council districts. Once we were again rejoined, it made a huge difference and we were able to create a number of successful projects both north and south of Venice Blvd. in Harvard Heights.
I am a longtime resident and homeowner of Sherman Oaks. I strongly urge the City of L.A. Redistricting Commission to make the ONLY wise choice with respect to Sherman Oaks, and that is: JOIN
SHERMAN OAKS TO CD5, where it shares common interests (and boundaries!) with Encino.
I STRONGLY SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE SHERMAN OAKS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION TO JOIN OUR COMMUNITY TO CD5!
Sherman Oaks, separated by district from other Valley communities, has been unjustly lumped with the primarily Los Angeles communities of CD4, with only a literal SLIVER of geographic conjoining.
Sherman Oaks has been shortchanged in city representation as part of CD4.
Please RECTIFY that by redistricting Sherman Oaks into CD5, a 68% Valley majority. This is the ONLY sensible, fair and appropriate decision for our community!
Please consider the following Draft Map # 53505 (see attached map BlueArea CD5) to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in CD5.
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square,
Fremont Place, Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews etc ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who
best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be
united and fairly represented.
I stayed on last night's redistricting meeting for 6 hours until almost 10pm. They started at 4pm and accepted 75 minutes of public comment. I was not called upon for the 3rd meeting in a row since a time limit
was placed on comments.
After spending nearly an hour going over the westside & bending over backwards to keep Bel Air, Beverlywood, Thai Town, Filipino Town and K-town in single districts, the commissioners moved to the
northeast. They immediately did whatever it took to put Eagle Rock wholly into CD14, then had to figure out how to replace that population they'd removed from CD13. Instead of looking at Glassell Park, they
went down to Echo Park and carved a large chunk of that from CD1 into CD13. When they finally mentioned Glassell Park, it was one of them asking Mr. Polanco if the 2 Freeway was the dividing line. He
said yes, that’s what the regional “ad hoc” committee decided & they were fine with that. Period. Perhaps 2 minutes on Glassell Park. One of the map drawers, Paul Mitchell, did point out that Glassell Park
had previously been wholly in CD13 in all the Second Draft Maps.
Commissioner Barrett commented that they hadn’t heard much from anyone in CD1. After begin at the meeting for 6 hours, and not being called upon for the past 3 meetings, I was yelling at my screen—
"That’s because you are picking & choosing who gets to speak during public comment, and obviously aren’t reading any written comment!”
Thanks for listening to my rant. I am so over this completely unfair process.
Benedict Canyon has much more in common with District 5 than with the District covering the Valley - there are NO canyons or ranges in the District being talked about.
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Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood - and I truly love and care for this neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic
neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Ann Ombao
S Burnside Ave (homeowner and resident)
Get Outlook for iOS
Dear Redistricting Commission,
My name is Brian Curran. My family and I live in historic Windsor Square, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be
responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also
understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission
for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we
belong and will be best served. Thank you for your service!
Brian Curran
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood - and I truly love and care for this neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic
neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has
been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Hernando Ombao S Burnside Ave (homeowner and resident)
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of our Miracle Mile neighborhood for 36 years. It is super important to my family and neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood
which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax, east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from its namesake boulevard and its very identity. It has been our "main street" for
100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and
all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Hana Kawano
Hello,
I’m a resident of Hollywood Hills West in CD4. I do NOT support map K2,
which cuts off several important communities and only retains 27% of the
current CD4. It does not deserve serious consideration.
In addition to being a CD4 resident, I’m also a City government vet with a
Master of Public Administration from Penn as well as a nonpartisan voter
advocate and organizer. It is from each and all of these perspectives that
I strongly encourage you to REJECT map K2 and work off of the far better
map L to develop an equitable set of districts for Los Angeles.
Thank you for your time and attention,
David Curtis (7250 Hillside Ave)
Hello,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from
several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. Don't divide
us and cut us off from Griffith Park.
-Eric Webster
-- Eric Webster
C: 520-870-7722
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August Steurer

Peter Avildsen

Cathy Mock

Michelle Lum

Julie Mandel-Folly

Public Testimony
My proposed map is at:
https://districtr.org/plan/54745 I have bee a part of the Woodland Hills NC since 2003 and sit on the 14-miles-long Ventura Cahuenga Boulevards Corridor Specific Plan Review Board for many years. This is
my personal opinion. With regard to the West Valley I believe we care about the following,
1) If economic interests are to be supported in this process, West Hills and Canoga Park are adjacent to Warner Center or even part of Warner Center and they should be included in the same district as
Woodland Hills - Warner Center NC. Adjacent development to Warner Center impacts all of these NCs. We share malls, hospitals, libraries and schools including use of Pierce College. We also share
Topanga Canyon Blvd and Orange Line issues with Canoga Park.
2) WHWCNC shares Orange Line, Ventura Boulevard, Mulholland and Hillside issues with Tarzana NC and Encino NC.
3) Plan K is not good because, with respect to Ventura Boulevard Specific Plan changes, Sherman Oaks and Studio City do not share the same views as the NCs west of the 405. Additionally, under Plan K
Corrected, a single Council Member would control from 50% to 80% of the Plan Review Board appointees. It also puts the district in many more community plans than there should be, which makes it much
more difficult for a Council District Office to manage and assist with services.
4) This plan makes the district very long such that the Woodland Hills Community has very little in common with Sherman Oaks and beyond or the economic interests. My plan diminishes these issues.
5) Plan K diminishes the role and power of Warner Center.NCs east of the 405 will divert attention away from Warner Center.
6) Plan comes very close to keeping all NCs whole with only 4.3% deviation. IT minimized control of Valley issues by the populations south of Mulholland which is a long-standing sore point.
7) Plan L is worse in that it puts many NCs in 2 or 3 districts which hinders the influence and efficiency of those NCs.
Hope this helps you if you find it useful.
August Steurer
hi - I'm a resident of Koreatown in Council District 4. I do not support map K2!!
K2 removes my neighborhood from Council District 4. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable!!!
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable and diverse set of districts for the entire city. Map L keeps my communities of interest together in Council District 4 and protects the voices of LA renters.
Don't wipe out the current District 4!! please use Map L. thanks Peter Peter Avildsen
.729.9805
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air
Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon
is a founding member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we
face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood Council,is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to
work with our Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station
that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from
District O as it extends west and into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community faces.
For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District
J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Cathy Mock
1551 N Beverly Dr Beverly Hills, CA 90210
Hello,
I just found out that the proposed redistricting MAP L would essentially split me from my neighbors and divide in half the Overland Avenue Community, which I have been involved in since its inception. I
strongly oppose such action. The OAC has had a longstanding positive relationship with the council office and has done much for the community on both sides of Overland Ave. That this proposed map would
divide us seems unfathomable to me.
As such, I support Map K2 which will also keep the Westside Neighborhood council within a single district and will allow the continuation of the strong relationship that our community has on both sides of
Overland.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Michelle Lum
OAC member
Resident of Overland Ave.
As a proud Angeleno, I do not support map K2.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA
and map K2 is the antithesis of that.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.

Name
Henry Fung

Franklin De Groot

Public Testimony
Dear commissioners, I oppose Map K2 as it connects widely disparate areas
of Sun Valley and Hollywood in its District O. It separates Griffith Park
from its users, most of whom come from the south. It also continues to
split Koreatown.
Map L, while not visually compact, maintains the core of current CD 4 in
the Koreatown area under its District O as well as Griffith Park and Los
Feliz. District O unites the Wilshire Corridor in one district. District G
is a Hollywood focused district while District L connects the
heavily Latino communities of Pico Union and Cypress Park. I recommend Map
L be used as the foundation for further discussions at the Redistricting
Commission.
Sincerely,
Henry Fung
I Franklin De Groot hereby wish to register my strongest dissatisfaction
with the proposed redrawing of my district’s boundaries. I and my family
have lived in this district for many years. I know it to be a successful
well balanced district with wonderful schools, excellent Parks and a safe
environment for all its residents.
Once again outside political forces are trying to make changes that will
greatly impact our interests and adversely impact our community. This is
just another attempt to grab political control and fracture our political
unity. I ask that you leave our neighborhood unchanged.
It’s not broken so why would you consider such an unjustified modification
as proposed by this other district representative.
I hereby request a full study by the city staff of the pros and cons of
these boundary changes. Why are these changes needed and how will these
changes impact our district ability to remain homogeneous.
Respectfully.
Franklin De Groot

Name
Flora Bautista

Evan Kessler

Public Testimony
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Windsor Village neighborhood, currently in CD 4. It is
vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council
represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which is bounded by the
south side of Wilshire Blvd., the west side of Crenshaw Blvd., the north
side of Olympic Blvd., and the west side of Lucerne Blvd.
Please consider the following and adjust your Draft Map B2 to keep our
communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Windsor Village should
remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest. Please
help preserve the interests of the neighborhoods in the GREATER WILSHIRE
NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL by incorporating the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhoods into a SINGLE CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT to enhance our
representation in matters of zoning, land use and much more.
*By being in one single City Council District, it would strengthen our
voice, unify our Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods interests and get
more protection, particularly for our HPOZs. I am not asking for our
territory to be placed in any particular district, but rather to be part of
one single district* *and our current boundaries to be kept the same.*
PLEASE SUPPORT OUR NEIGHBORHOOD INTERESTS.
Under California law, our Windsor Village neighborhood and other GWNC
neighborhoods (Windsor Square, Hancock Park, Larchmont Village, Wilshire
Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place,
Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock,
Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton
) as well as nearby Carthay Circle, Carthday Square. South Carthay,
Miracle Mile, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax
neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a
contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests
that should be included within a single district for purposes of its
effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal
standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade,
political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of
communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order
to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best
represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents
of Windsor Village and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this
community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and
fairly represented.
[image: image.png]
Sincerely,
FB
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Evan Kessler
Sent from my iPhone
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Jura, Martha

Brian Mellyn

Wendy Ludd
Ricardo Marquez

Public Testimony
We are Westside NC Stakeholders.
We are longtime members of West of Westwood HOA in Rancho Park.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up important, effective community based homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside
issues and allows us to work together on issues that affect our nighborhoods
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Martha Jura
Resident
________________________________
UCLA HEALTH SCIENCES IMPORTANT WARNING: This email (and any attachments) is only intended for the use of the person or entity to which it is addressed, and may contain information that is
privileged and confidential. You, the recipient, are obligated to maintain it in a safe, secure and confidential manner. Unauthorized redisclosure or failure to maintain confidentiality may subject you to federal
and state penalties. If you are not the intended recipient, please immediately notify us by return email, and delete this message from your computer.
Dear Commissioners,
My wife and I own and live in a duplex in the Miracle Mile neighborhood.
It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our Los
Angeles City Council's district goes beyond our neighborhood to include
areas North of Wilshire Boulevard, South of San Vicente, West of Fairfax
all the way to Beverly Hills and East of La Brea.
Miracle Mile should share the same Los Angeles City Council Member as the
other 6 zones in the Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
We need to be able to elect a Los Angeles City Council Member who
understands how special the museums, restaurants, shops and parks in this
area are to the city and the world.
The boundaries also need to be constructed so that a single Los Angeles
City Council Member can take action to ensure that the upcoming Metro
Stations along Wilshire are a beacon of the best that Los Angeles has to
offer. If multiple Council Members are responsible for the area
surrounding the stations, no Council Member will be responsible for them.
We saw this play out in real time during the pandemic. One side of a
street would have homeless encampments in one district, the other side of
the street in another district would have none. Both sides weren't safe
because one side wasn't safe.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
Any redistricting must allow for our Los Angeles City Council Member to
address the unique needs of our museums, restaurants, shops, parks and
neighborhood.
Sincerely,
Brian Mellyn
I oppose to move Ladera from CD 11 to South LA. Ladera should always remain Lacera
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps L on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. - Ricardo
Marquez
Business Owner and Los Angeles Resident

Name
Megan Gabriel

EDWARD
HARSHBERGER

Public Testimony
Hello,
I am writing to express my concern regarding redistricting plan map K2. K2
would slice up poor communities of color currently in District 4 and dilute
their voice. I urge you to continue to work off of Map L to develop an
equitable set of districts for the city. Don’t wipe out or slice up
District 4.
Thank you,
Megan Gabriel
7039 De Celis Pl, Lake Balboa, CA 91406
301-512-3435
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
First, please let me thank you for your time and effort on a challenging process I am certain that you are receiving a great deal of input, and I appreciate the difficult choices you are facing.
I am a homeowner and member of the California Country Club HOA, part of the Westside Neighborhood Council and currently part of Council District 5. I am writing to ask that you support the proposed Map
K2, rather than Map L. This is the first time that I have engaged with this process, and I was motivated to do so because of the stark differences between the two proposals from my perspective.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single council district, as it is now, and would allow the historically collaborative relationship between different local associations and communities to
continue, with a strong voice to our council member. Map L would create an artificial split through the center of our neighborhoods along Overland Avenue. With the passage of new state laws affecting
zoning, this is a time of significant uncertainty for homeowners in our state and city. Map L heightens that uncertainty by injecting additional and unnecessary changes to existing, effective relationships in our
area. Thanks very much for your consideration.
Ted Harshberger
3315 Club Drive
-869-6284

Name
Christine Nash

Public Testimony
Much appreciated Arianna,
Not sure why I didn't see it, but thanks.
best,
Christine
On Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 11:12 PM Arianna Bankler-Jukes <
arianna.jukes@lacity.org wrote:
Hi Christine,
Your testimony has been on our website since you sent it on the 27th. All
emailed testimony (as in COI sent in the body of the email) is placed in
this spreadsheet and can be found here
.
It is in the folder "Click Here to View
Community of Interest Testimonies & Maps" in the "What your neighbors are
saying" section on our website. The spreadsheet is called "Community of
Interest Testimony from Emails" and is updated and shared with the
Commissioners.
Thanks for participating in the process - I have been seeing alot of folks
from Echo Park in particular resending their COI. I would just ask the
folks on the listserve that you may be on to search for the name in that
"Community of Interest Testimony from Emails" before resending it
because it bogs down the system and we are trying to quickly read through
thousands of emails and log them for the Commissioners prior to tomorrow's
meeting.
Thank you!
Arianna Bankler-Jukes
Deputy Director,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St., 2nd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012
On Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 11:01 PM Christine Nash wrote:
I was dismayed that even though I received emails indicating that my
letter was received, it doesn't show up on the redistricting website.
Therefore, I'm resending to make absolutely sure that my voice, and that of
my neighbors is heard. One thing I failed to mention in my original letter
is that Elysian Park, which I hike twice a day and have been doing so for
over 26 YEARS, is the only open space park in CD13. Please, I implore you
to keep it in CD13.
My letter is below. Thank you for your consideration.
-Christine Nash
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Christine Nash Date: Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 9:28 AM
Subject: redistricting letter from Christine Nash
To: , , <
richard.polanco@lacity.org, , <
carlos.moreno@lacity.org, , <
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, , <
Christine.peters@lacity.org, 9/27/2021
To Whom it May Concern.
I’m a 27 year resident of Lemoyne Street in Echo Park, and this
redistricting situation has me extremely concerned.
First, I want to recognize the hard work by the commission and it’s
volunteers to reach out to the communities you are here to represent, to
hear what WE as your constituents want and need to preserve our
neighborhoods.
I attempted to use the online map to submit my recommendations.
Unfortunately, due to the difficulty with no directions or online help,
many of my neighbors gave up trying to submit a map. I had attempted to
include the following: Franklin to the north, LaBrea to the west, Sunset to
the south, ALL of Elysian Park, Stadium Way to the east, ALL of Echo Park
including the lake, and south to Temple St.
The work CM O'Farrell has done to clean up Echo Park Lake has been
amazing and highly supported by myself and the majority of my street. We
all know each other, and talk to each other about our neighborhood at
monthly meetups. We need to keep Echo Park clean and in CD13. The last
thing we want is for our lake to turn into MacArthur Park, which continues

Name
Steve Bae

Jeremy Rowley

Alfred Twu

marlen vargas

Loraine Shields

Public Testimony
Dear LA City Redistricting Commission,
My name is Steve Bae and I served on the board of the Wilshire Center
Koreatown Neighborhood Council for 3 years, 2 of them as the president.
I have firsthand witnessed the importance of keeping communities together
and I firmly believe that Map L is a better way forward for the City of Los
Angeles.
It not only keeps Koreatown whole but communities of color are better
reflected and empowered in Map L.
Thank you for your consideration.
Regards,
Steve Bae
Please vote for plan L. It’s the most fair map. The others don’t make any sense. Thank you.
Jeremy Rowley
Los Angeles Resident
Sent from my iPhone
Please use Map L for the 2020 redistricting. It keeps Koreatown and other
communities together in one district.
Thanks
Alfred
Good evening,
I'm a resident of Mid City/Windsor Square in Council District 4, and I do
not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and
cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work
off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire
city!
Keep Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together with Mid City in
District 4.
Thank you,
Marlen Vargas (life long Angeleno)
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air
Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon
is a founding member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we
face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood Council, is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to
work with our Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station
that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from
District O as it extends west and into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community faces.
For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District
J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Loraine Shields
1551 N. Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210

Name
Ian Carr

Brightne Langlois

Chris Lopes

Public Testimony
Hi there,
I used to be a renter in Hollywood in CD4. It was difficult having no voice
on LA city council as former CM Ryu did everything he could to displace the
neighborhood & bring in a richer demo. I had the great pleasure of voting
for CM Raman in the primary before I was forced to move to a new LA
district in 2020. I wish I could have voted for her in the runoff as well,
but I was proud a tenant advocate was going to be doing something no one
else on council was doing at the time.
More people on the council now advocate for tenants *because* of Raman’s
leadership in less than a year. Who knows what council will be like for
tenants by the end of her first term? Or by her second? I am comfortable
imaging it will only improve. That is, if the council does not want to see
the lot of LA tenants continue to improve. And I fear the old guard council
is going to significant lengths to make sure the only people who have any
say in city government are the developers that pay them to disempower
tenants.
The proposed draft map of K2 is another damning example that to be an
elected Democrat in Los Angeles does not align with what people expect of
Democrats in other parts of the country.
Use draft map L. It’s the one designed by the communities that needed
someone like Raman on the council in the first place. Map L is the one that
shows us voting can work. Map K2 would further the regrettable conclusion
that voting does not bring about change in this city for the people that
need the most representation. Show us that voting can work. We all need
that, the old guard most of all. I encourage them - & you as their chosen
representatives- not to make the mistake of forgetting they benefit most of
all when people can see that voting works. Use the map Angelenos voted for.
Use Map L.
Thank you.
Hello!
I am a long time CD4 resident, in the Beachwood Canyon area. I've been
looking at the proposed maps and wanted to express my concerns. Some of the
proposed maps cut across many disparate communities and disconnect me
entirely from my neighborhood and our shared interests. Many of the
Redistricting Partners maps include far more wealthy and SFH neighborhoods
compared to our current district. C2/D1 make the most sense in terms of
shared community concerns.
For the community generated maps I'm strongly opposed to K2 (55942), it
makes no sense whatsoever for my street to be the dividing point and for us
to be in the same district as Sunland-Tujunga.
Map L (id 55410) represents CD4 very well in my experience, having lived in
many areas represented as CD4 in this map.
Please keep the hills, los feliz, griffith park, etc together and don't
stretch our district out to the far reaches of the SFV.
Keep CD4 diverse both ethnically and economically.
Thank you
Brightne Langlois
1959 Cheremoya Ave apt 5
Los Angeles CA
90068
Hello,
We live win Windsor Square/Hancock Park, located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to our family and to our neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We support Plan K2 and
rely on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. We want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which we
support. We appreciate your interest in serving the best interests of Greater Wilshire and our neighbors in District J of Plan K2 by keeping us together. We do not support Plan L.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely, Chris Lopes and Brenda Romano
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Yvonne Yang

selamcon@umich.edu

Cary Tang

Zach Dunn

Navneet Virk

Public Testimony
Hi, as a homeowner in Los Angeles I am writing to voice *strong support for
draft map* *K2*, and *strongly* *against draft map L*. Map L ignores
historical boundaries, divides the Westside Neighborhood Council into 3
different districts, and splits up important homeowners' associations. We
support map K2 because it keeps our Neighborhood Council in one district,
respects the boundaries of current homeowners' associations, and continues
the historical relationship of Westside communities and preserves our
identity.
Thank you,
Yvonne Yang
I am a resident of Mid City West in Council District 4 and I do not support map K2. Cutting out 70% of the current District 4 is unacceptable as it removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from
several of my communities of interest (predominantly lower income, diverse neighborhoods). Mid City and the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council should also be kept together in District 4. Please work off
of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Sincerely,
Sela Constan-Wahl
339 S Detroit St #105
Los Angeles, CA 90036
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and a resident of Cheviot Hills for 9
years. I was informed of and therefore reviewed Map K2 and Map L. Per our
neighborhood homeowner's association, the following appear to hold true:
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and
splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked
together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects
the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities. We urge you to support Map K2.
Best,
Cary Tang
10566 Troon Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90064
Hello, as a resident of District 4, I think that this measure to remove 70%
of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. I ask that you work
off of Map L to create equitable districts for the entire city.
Wiping out the current District 4 is completely undemocratic and rejects
the wishes of the voter.
Zach Dunn
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
As a resident of Los Angeles, I’m writing to request the redistricting
commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps
being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the
public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives
and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on
these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Navneet

Name
Petrula Vrontikis

Allan Taylor

srwitman@gmail.com

shoshana cohen

TAMAR TOISTER

Public Testimony
Dear LA City,
I am an involved and concerned homeowner and want to keep our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
Westside communities are best represented by Map K2.
Neighborhood residents’ relationships and community have been built over many years. I deeply value this support and leadership.
This enables us to understand issues as they come up and to communicated with a more unified voice to officials and other stakeholders. Map L represents a dismantling of long trusted and involved
neighbors.
Best,
Petrula Vrontikis
2707 Westwood Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
210 9603
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main
street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore
Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I strongly support Redistricting
Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Allan Taylor1100 Dunsmuir Avenue(323) 9373678tataylor@pacbell.net
Dear Commissioners, i am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main
street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore
Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2
District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Samantha friedland Sent from my iPhone
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Shoshana Cohen
-- Shoshana Freeman-Cohen
626.755.3551
shoshana.freemancohen@gmail.com
We at WOWHOA are members of the Westside Neighborhood Council and have been for years. We know each other, have efficient methods of communication, and more importantly we care about each
other and value our neighborhood.
PLEASE. Do NOT split up the Westside neighborhood Council. You will anger a bunch of people who really care bout it and who are engaged enough to matter.
Vote Yes on K2.
No on L.
Thank you,
Tamar Toister
2557 S Bentley Ave
LA90064
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I'm a resident of Miracle Mile in Council District 4, and I do not support
map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off
from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of
the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L
in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. I want a
district that protects the voices of tenants in LA.
Best,
Christina Mondy
I'm a Torrance resident but I visit friends in Council District 4 and want
to comment on it's proposed redistricting maps. Most of the redistricting
maps under consideration by the city of Los Angeles are flawed. Some are
worse than others.
In the case of CD 4, map K2 stands out. It defies geographical logic in
order to concentrate power in the hands of rich homeowners.
REJECT THE K2 MAP.
CHOOSE MAP L.
Though still flawed, Map L isn't as illogical as K2 because it unites
Koreatown.
David Hannum
3470 Garnet St, #150
Torrance, CA 90503
I would like to submit my comments that we are in favor of K2 for the
council redistricting.
Sam and Navine Karim
Brookside neighborhood
90019
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I was dismayed that even though I received emails indicating that my letter
was received, it doesn't show up on the redistricting website. Therefore,
I'm resending to make absolutely sure that my voice, and that of my
neighbors is heard. One thing I failed to mention in my original letter is
that Elysian Park, which I hike twice a day and have been doing so for over
26 YEARS, is the only open space park in CD13. Please, I implore you to
keep it in CD13.
My letter is below. Thank you for your consideration.
-Christine Nash
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Christine Nash Date: Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 9:28 AM
Subject: redistricting letter from Christine Nash
To: , , <
richard.polanco@lacity.org, , <
carlos.moreno@lacity.org, , <
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, , <
Christine.peters@lacity.org, 9/27/2021
To Whom it May Concern.
I’m a 27 year resident of Lemoyne Street in Echo Park, and this
redistricting situation has me extremely concerned.
First, I want to recognize the hard work by the commission and it’s
volunteers to reach out to the communities you are here to represent, to
hear what WE as your constituents want and need to preserve our
neighborhoods.
I attempted to use the online map to submit my recommendations.
Unfortunately, due to the difficulty with no directions or online help,
many of my neighbors gave up trying to submit a map. I had attempted to
include the following: Franklin to the north, LaBrea to the west, Sunset to
the south, ALL of Elysian Park, Stadium Way to the east, ALL of Echo Park
including the lake, and south to Temple St.
The work CM O'Farrell has done to clean up Echo Park Lake has been amazing
and highly supported by myself and the majority of my street. We all know
each other, and talk to each other about our neighborhood at monthly
meetups. We need to keep Echo Park clean and in CD13. The last thing we
want is for our lake to turn into MacArthur Park, which continues to be a
cesspool of trash and crime.
Our communities predate the construction of the 101/5/& 2 freeways, and
deserve to remain connected, as communities, as they have survived the
divide of freeways, we should not be dividing them further by District
lines.
I was shocked after hearing the public comments (I tried multiple times to
call in and wasn’t able to be heard) on the Redistricting Partners map B 2
or E. What I couldn’t believe, was that Maps I,J,K, completely disregard
public testimony asking that Elysian Park be equally distributed between
1&13.
Most importantly, there were absolutely NO comments from anyone about
placing Echo Park Lake, & the Central Echo Park community anywhere but in
the13th. In fact, significant testimony asked to put the area east of Echo
Park, and Angelino Heights into CD 13. It seemed like the only person
asking was Commissioner Polanco.
From what I could gather, Commissioner Polanco stated on 9/20 that Glassell
Park (east of the 2) could remain in CD1 (A on the B2 map), and to offset
the some18,000 in population impacted to 13 by making this change, restore
the existing eastern boundary of CD 13 to its natural dividing line along
Stadium Way, to Elysian Park Drive (aka Vin Scully Ave.). This reunites all
of central Echo Park, resolves the awkward boundary issue of Lilac Terrace
N in 13, & Lilac Terrace S in 1. This would return the Historic, Echo Park
Lake, & business district as a whole in CD 13.
I understand the need to shift the numbers, but if additional populations
need to be absorbed to offset the return of GP East to 1, I’d recommend
adding Angelino Heights to 13. This has been suggested by many of my
neighbors and seemed to be a common theme in earlier public comments.
To the West, we heard loud & clear the need to unify the historic core of
Hollywood from the Walk of Fame, through Thai Town, Little Armenia, & East
Hollywood. Restoring this densely populated community, and maintaining the
Historic Walk of Fame, can easily be offset by keeping Hancock Park,
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Hello:
I am a resident of the Hollywood Hills in CD4 and I am writing to express
my support for Map L for purposes of redistricting. *I do not support map
K2*, which in my view wipes out our district and divides a lot of the
coalitions that have been developed. I do not support my neighborhood being
divided from Los Feliz and mid-city. I believe Map L represents a much more
equitable and inclusive set of districts. Please work off of Map L! Thank
you!!
Fletcher Schmidt
Dear Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the
public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received
when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same
voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. Best,
Tieira
www.HTWWS.org
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I am writing to ask that the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is so important
for not only the public, but for the commissioners! It is completely unfair and unjust to both the representatives & the constituents of CD 4 and 2. We cannot all be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity as to which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election with roughly 2-10x times as many
votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. Nithya inspired voters from around all of Los Angeles to get involved and her constituents proved how invested they were in being represented by
her. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. It's a completely illogical decision. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely, Tammy Babich (she/her) CD4 Resident
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Gregory Smith
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Rebecca calavan
Los Angeles resident
Hello
I have lived in Los Feliz in Council District 4 for 13 years, and the proposed map K2 is a total travesty. Please do not further divide my neighborhood and split us from Griffith Park. The council districts have a
long history of gerrymandering and K2 is just the latest egregious example. Map L is at least a reasonable starting ground. Thank you for your time. Please do the right thing and start from Map L. Joseph
Kirkland
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Demands: Fair Maps Stop rigging the district maps to serve those in power. Oppose K2’s regressive gerrymander of CD 4. Advance modified versions of both Maps L & K2 for the public to review in October
Transparency
Immediately disclose district numbers for the two maps under consideration so the public and commissioners can understand what they represent.
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Ms Kennon B. Raines
My name is Tom Carroll, at 419 N. Arden Blvd, 2 blocks from Larchmont. I am 73 and a half years old. My wife is Clivetta Carroll. I have lived at the same home since I was 5 years old, April 1953. I strongly
support Plan K2 and respectfully ask the commission/council to be responsive to fellow supporters of Plan K2. Special diversity, i.e. the Orthodox Jewish community. must be maintained. Additionally, there is
another diversity evolving in my Larchmont neighborhood that should be recognized and nurtured. I see ethnic,age,single,married,home/apartment/hotel,working/retired, and varied types of homeless people,
all creative, around me. What is amazing is that all of the above types of immediate neighbors feel comfortable with each other while remaining different. The result is a evolving friendship and repect for
differences. the evolution is not from above. It is grassroots. Larchmont is the anchor that fosters communication. We are not ghosts of the 1950 era. We do not see the neighborhood as "If you do better, I do
worse." I'm sure there are people like this here, but they can't stop positive changes. I lived through the Fifties and know what it was like. This is not the time to impose a vague form of engineering to attain a
vague form of diversity or happiness when it is already going on in a community with a history. Let the present form of diversity continue to evolve and improve. the last minute Plan L appears ignorant of
nuances going on right now which continue to be positive. Please don't
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Joanne Dorfman Date: September 29, 2021 at 10:20:58 PM PDT
To: rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Subject: Los Angeles redistricting maps
Hello Mr. Gonzalez,
I am a homeowner on Ayres Avenue within the current boundaries of CD5.
I have studied two versions of redistricting maps and am voicing my support for MAP K2.
Our community has many civic groups, and our Westside Neighborhood Council that work in a cohesive manner serving the local residents. We share common interests, values, and ethnicity.
After studying Map L, I am not in favor of my area being cut up into three different council districts.
It seems random, without sound reasoning that this map was drawn. We should not be separated as this would negatively impact our community. I work with our local Riddick Youth Center that serves local
scout groups, and youth activities. It's hard enough nowadays to bring people together, and it hurts to think that our officials will draw new boundaries to try and divide our interests, and representation.
Sincerely,
Joanne Dorfman
10983 Ayres Avenue
To the Redistricting Commission: My name is Nasim Kablan. I am a resident of the 700 block of N Stanley Ave, now part of CD5. I also serve my community as the Zone 2 Representative and member of the
Public Safety and Well-being Committee on the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Melrose Village has been suffering from serious crimes since the beginning of the covid lockdown. As a result, there are
extensive weekly meetings with the Business Improvement District, C-PAB, Melrose Action, and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council working together to create positive change. Every single meeting and
action is
coordinated with our Council-member Koretz’ office to help with necessary efforts across government agencies intended to decrease crime. If Melrose Village was split into two Council Offices, our ability to
make Melrose safe again would be far more complicated and less productive. This redistricting line could literally cost people their lives, because organizing support to service this area would prove too
cumbersome. My constituents have also made it clear that this neighborhood should not be split up. Directly north and south of Melrose should be one district. The needs of the community will fall through the
cracks otherwise. The nearly unanimous consensus is that Mid City West needs to be unified under one city council district, not irresponsibly parceled up amongst three council districts. I’ve attached a
community impact statement ratified by the Mid City West Neighborhood Council attesting to this.
So in writing to you today in a personal capacity, I ask that you please discard the current K2 draft of a map that places a small sliver of Mid City West into Council Zone G - see below image for reference. In
the next draft, please end District G at La Brea. I also ask that you make an effort to place Mid City West into a single council district, not the two into which it is currently divided. Thank you,
Nasim Kablan
Sent from my lovely iPhone
Hello,
I’m a resident of the Hollywood Hills in Council District 4. I do not
support the new map, map K2. It would cut us off from Loz Feliz and would
remove my neighborhood from the district.
It is unacceptable to cut out 70% of the current District 4.
I would urge you to work off Map L in developing a fair and just set of
districts for the entire city.
Thank you very much for your time,
Shoshanna Green
-- All the rest,
Shoshanna Green
HTTP://about.me/shoshannagreen
I'm a resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.

Name
Will Lennon

Virginia Leary-Majda

Lauren Friedman

Curtis Retherford

Public Testimony
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Simply put, K2 is disgusting gerrymandering that is
unbelievably cruel to renters. Please fully discuss both mapsL on
Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Will Lennon
Dear Sirs:Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your
entire process and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach
communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected. NO on Map L. YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,Virginia Leary-MajdaLearymajda@aol.com
I am writing in support of Map L for District 4. The attempt to cut off 70%
of the current District 4, as proposed by Map K2, is a power grab by the
wealthy.
Wealthy homeowners are not the only people who deserve to have a voice in
our neighborhoods. Please support diversity and equity by working off of
Map L when redrawing District 4.
Thank you.
Lauren Friedman
LA resident of 10+ years
I'm a resident of Los Feliz, City Council District 4, and I do not at all
support K2, which both removes my neighborhood from the district and sends
it sprawling in order to support a small batch of wealthy homeowners over
the needs of the residents of our community. Please, don't cut Los Feliz
out of this district and create this odd, unwieldy, and gerrymandered map.
I'd fully a support a map along the lines of Map L, which represents my
community far better.
Thank you for your time,
Curtis Retherford
3400 Ben Lomond Pl, Apt 318, Los Angeles, CA 90027
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Good Evening,
My name is Rosanne Karlebach. I live in Hancock Park, which is located in
Greater Wilshire. My family has lived at this residence since 1937, in other words, four
generations of my family
have lived, worked and supported our community for over 80 years.
It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City
Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and
for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand
and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population.
For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to
remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest
neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I emphatically support Plan K2 and believe that Plan L is not in the best
interest of
this Community.
Thank you for time and consideration,
Rosanne Karlebach
Rossmore Avenue resident
Dear Council Members 1. THANK YOU FOR RESTORING Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to District "J" on Map K 2.
2. PLEASE extend District "J" on map K 2 a little further east to include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives. This change will not involve a
large population increase (2,756 residents), but will bring important open spaces into district "J" that are an essential part of this community that share a community of interest around fire danger, land use,
cross-canyon traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of Interest map 47000 on District R. This is the dividing line for Police and Fire Department services as well.
3. District "O" on map K 2 is not geographically compact, bypasses some populations to include others, and must be revised to meet redistricting criteria. Making this district more compact would inherently
make it more coherent. We support the inclusion of hillside communities to the east as currently configured in District "O". We support our member organization Laurel Canyon Association's request to have
Laurel Canyon included within a single council district.
4. Although Map L keeps the BABCNC territory together, it has too many other problems that outweigh this fact, including dividing Laurel Canyon a true treasure of Los Angeles. Thank you for your time and
sincere consideration.
Paul Fox
Dear Council Members As a resident of the BHPO/Coldwater/Briarcrest area, I support the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s position on redistricting.
Please extend District "J" on map K 2 a little further east to include our neighborhood: Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen to Briarcrest Drives. This does not involve
a large population increase (2,756 residents).
It restores important open spaces to district "J" that have always been an essential part of our community.
We share communities of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of Interest map 47000 on Districtr. This is the dividing line for
our critical Life-Safety services: Police and Fire Department.
It creates a coherent district with multiple communities of interest that respond to the redistricting criterial of demographics, geography, social, political and religious interests.
Thank you for your time and consideration Francine Golde
To whom it may concern, I'm a resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of
interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Elissa Matsueda Sent from my iPhone
Dear redistricting staff,
I recently heard about the plans to redistrict my neighborhood and would like to oppose proposed Map L on the basis that it splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations including
Westwood South of Santa Monica Boulevard (WSSM) HOA, it divides the Westside neighborhood in to 3 districts which makes no sense and it ignores historical boundaries.
I support the proposed Map K since it will keep our Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 district, it respects boundaries of prominent HOAs, respects the boundaries of our WSSM HOA and
continues the historical relationship of the Wessdie comunities
Thank you for considering the views of the neighbors that live within the affected areas
Best wishes
Lindsay Leaver
1935 Malcolm Avenue
I support Map K2 because: - Map K2 keeps our Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations;
- Map K2 respects the boundaries of our WSSM HOA; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
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Dear Redistricting Commission - We hope this email finds you well. Attached please a recent correspondence summarizing USC's position on current discussions. We would like to submit for the public
record. Thank you for your service to the City of Los Angeles and our communities. If you have any questions, please let us know.
David Galaviz Associate Vice President
Community & Local Government Partnerships
USC University Relations
University of Southern California
2801 S. Hoover Street
Los Angeles, CA 90089-7740
323-537-6987 (mobile)
In reading about the current redistricting of District 4 I am troubled by
Map K2 which will not protect the voices of LA tenants and create an
environment of hegemony that is counter to the ideals of LA. Don't wipe out
the current District 4. Please use Map L to develop equitable districts.
Rosey Waters
LA resident
Hello! I am a resident of Hancock Park and I am strenuously against Map K2,
which would disconnect me from my closest neighbors. I also visit/work in
Koreatown, so the united Ktown of Map L makes the most sense to me. The
attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is galling and completely
unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
-- Bethy Squires
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Peter Clune
-- 860.748.8408 mobile
www.peterclune.com
Please see my letter attached below:
Hello Redistricting Committee
I am a homeowner on Ayres Avenue within the current boundaries of CD5.I have studied two versions of redistricting maps and am voicing my support for MAP K2.Our community has many civic groups, and
our Westside Neighborhood Council that work in a cohesive manner serving the local residents. We share common interests, values, and ethnicity.
After studying Map L, I am not in favor of my area being cut up into three different council districts.It seems random, without sound reasoning that this map was drawn. We should not be separated as this
would negatively impact our community. I work with our local Riddick Youth Center that serves local scout groups, and youth activities. It's hard enough nowadays to bring people together, and it hurts to think
that our officials will draw new boundaries to try and divide our interests, and representation.
Sincerely,Joanne Dorfman10983 Ayres Avenue
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HiI am a West of Westwood HOA and Westside Neighborhood Council Stakeholder.
It has come to my attention re: the redistricting and I would like to voice
my concerns.
I oppose Map L because:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
I support Map K2 because:
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
I hope you hear our voices and consider our opinions.
Thanks,
Lili Yen
WOWOA Stakeholder
Hi! I’m writing to support of some version of Map L rather than Map K2,
which doesn’t look like it’ll provide good representation for tenants or a
diverse area.
Thanks,
Amanda Baber
My name is Tomi Hurtado More. I live in the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I am an active, dues-paying member of the Ridgewood Wilton Neighborhood Association
and my house is in the federally designated Wilton Historic District. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council
member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan
K2, which I support. I am grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong
and will be best served. But imagine my surprise when I opened my email to see the last minute submission of Plan L. This plan divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It cuts off many
neighborhoods from their communities of interest which directly contradicts all efforts to keep these communities intact. I have witnessed the commission’s careful response to public testimony. Plan L seems
to take none of that testimony into consideration nor does it include the thoughtful efforts of the Commission in the creation of Plan K2. Plan L turns a deaf ear to months of cooperative work and the
social/religious/historical/cultural nuance public testimony provides. I object to Plan L vehemently and plead with the Commission to immediately reject it in its entirety!
Thank you,
Tomi Hurtado More
Sent from my iPhone
I reside across the street from Mr. Owen Smith in the Brookside neighborhood of Greater Wilshire.
I fully subscribe to Mr. Smith’s analysis and strongly join i hi support of Redistricting Plan K2 and in his objections to Redistricting Plan L.
Respectfully,
Judge Leon S. Kaplan
Los Angeles Superior Court (Ret.)
leonskaplan@gmail.com
C 463 2650
Fx 323 857 0
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Hello,
My name is Gabby Carroll. I'm a resident of Mid City in Council District 4,
and I do not support map K2. I’m very concerned about it removing my
neighborhood from the district and cutting it off from several communities
that I care about and share my interests. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. It is an obvious attempt to
consolidate the powers of wealthy homeowners and to silence diverse and
low-income communities and tenants. I implore you to work off Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. Keep Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council together with Mid City in District 4. Don't
wipe out the current District 4!
Thanks,
Gabby Carroll
District 4 Resident
-- Best,
Gabby Carroll
gabrielle.carroll72@gmail.com
(973) 459-0037
LinkedIn
Hello, I live within Council District 5. I strongly oppose Map L because:
Map L ignores historical boundaries;
Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
I support Map K2 because:
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’ associations; and
Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Pierre Denis
2532 Midvale Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064
() 612-9355
pierreadenis@aol.com
HelloI'm a resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Dan Gregor
Dear Commissioners, <BRI am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. <BR<BRMiracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our
"main street" for 100 years.<BR<BRMiracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock,
Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.<BR<BRI want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. <BRI
support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. <BR
<BRSincerely,
Emma Taylor
1264 S. Orange Dr
LA, Calif, 90019
I live in Hancock Park, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member
for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including
the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity
that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Nancy Berman
Dear Commissioners, <BRI am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. <BR<BRMiracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our
"main street" for 100 years.<BR<BRMiracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock,
Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.<BR<BRI want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. <BRI
support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. <BR<BRSincerely,
Esther Maya
Sent from my iPhone

Name
Michael Martin

Kim Parker

barbaraayon@me.com

Public Testimony
As a resident of Larchmont and CD 4 I wanted to let the commission know
that I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the
district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The
attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
I want to live in a district that is representative of the best of Los
Angeles: multicultural, complex, and diverse.
Thank you,
Michael Martin
-- MICHAEL MARTIN || 518.878.9406
Hi,
I'm a homeowner in Council District 4, in Los Feliz, and I writing to state:
I do NOT support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district
and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest.
Please work off of Map L, which is a much better and more equitable
representation of our community.
Thank you,
Kim Parker
My name is Barbara Ayon. I live in Wilshire Park, 706 S Bronson to be exact,
which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City
Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and
for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our
City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special
diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish
population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to
remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in
District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an
eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not
support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a
deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It appears gerrymandered on its face, dividing and redistributing
neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It
divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from
Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights,
Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City,
Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest.
But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire,
throwing us into a newly engineered district of special interests,
stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow
isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice!
Surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
Sincerely,
Barbara Ayon
NO TO PLAN L!!!!!
-- This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
https://www.avast.com/antivirus

Name
Amanda Ball

Keith Swan

Samantha Gordon
Danner

Alfredo Huante

Public Testimony
Hello,
My name is Amanda Ball and i am a resident of the greater Wilshire area.
Wilshire Park specifically. I do not support map K2. It removes 70% of the
district alienating communities of interest from each other and that is
completely unacceptable. Map L is a more equitable set of districts and I
would feel much more comfortable with that being used to develop a set of
districts for the entire city. Mid city is an integral part of the mid
Wilshire are and mid Wilshire should be kept together. It's important that
CD4 reflect the diversity of the city.
I hope you take this into consideration.
Best,
Amanda
My Address is 6259 Acacia Street. I'm voicing my concerned about the redistricting of my address. I do not want to change the governing and the general economic growth that my property has been assess
in the past 30 years. Why now, why is this a problem that is being created by this commitee. Do not change this district we are fine and the property value is great. We share more uncommon with the existing
mapping than the proposed remaking that is being proposed. Keith Swan
6259 Acacia Street
Los Angeles Ca. 90056
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I am a past member of the Silver Lake Neighborhood Council and past
co-chair of the SLNC Housing and Tenants' Rights committee, and I am the
current co-chair of the SLNC Homelessness committee. As a CD4 stakeholder,
I urge you to favor Map L in the final plan for redistricting, and to
reject map K2.
Map L ensures that tenants and unhoused residents have a voice in city
government and it is the clear choice for maintaining reasonable and
logical district boundaries. It provides the best shot at diversity and
equity for the residents of the neighborhoods affected. Map K2, in addition
to being a clearly gerrymandered and ridiculous way of forming a district,
would actively hurt tenants and would prevent our city's most vulnerable
residents from being represented in city council. Homeowners have enough
advantages, it's time to let others speak. Please do the right thing and
use map L for redistricting.
Thank you,
Samantha Danner
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I request that the redistricting commission immediately disclose district
numbers for the two draft maps under consideration. Revealing district
numbers on these two drafts is crucial for the public and the
commissioners. Without doing so, the commission is causing undue
pressure on representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2. This is
especially the case by asking them to weigh in on maps missing clear
labeling on which district is which.
After winning her seat in a historic election, Councilmember Raman has
spent the last year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters.
However, these new maps threaten to relocate Councilmember Raman into a
different district with few or none of those voters that elected her. This
is unfair. Please thoroughly discuss both maps at Thursday’s meeting and
advance revised versions for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
-- Alfredo Huante, Ph.D.
Chancellor's Postdoctoral Fellow
*UCLA* Department of Chicana/o and Central American Studies
*E *ahuante@g.ucla.edu | *T* .883.8404
Website: www.alfredohuante.com
Recent article in* Urban
Affairs Review *
Pronouns: he/him

Name
Blake Robin

Andrew Reif

Rafael Gonzalez

Rafael Gonzalez

Public Testimony
Hello - I am a resident of Los Feliz. We like corrected Map K as seen at https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/City-of-LA-RP-Draft-Plan-K-Corrected.pdf , however we think it should include
Griffith Park. My neighbors and I walk in the park every day, it is an area that we feel very close and connected to.
Thank you,
Blake
---------------------------------------------Blake Robin | Composer/Producer
blake@nolitala.com | 415.722.0523
http://nolitala.com | twit @discoworkout
Dear Redistricting Commission:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process
and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L
ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Andrew Reifandrew.reif@yahoo.com
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Myesha Gosselin Date: September 29, 2021 at 6:10:42 PM PDT
To: elissa.barrett@lacity.org, fred.ali@lacity.org, arianna.jukes@lacity.org, Christine.peters@lacity.org, frank.cardenas@lacity.org, natalie.freidberg@lacity.org, rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org, redistricting.
lacity@lacity.org, robert.battles@lacity.org
Subject: Re: Elysian Park
I live on Walcott Way in Echo Park in CD 13. My representative is Council member Mitch O’Farrell. I want my area to remain in CD 13 and to consider including these communities:
Glassell Park
Atwater Village
Elysian Valley
Echo Park Elysian Park
Angelino Heights
Silverlake
Historic Filipino Town
East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia
Hollywood
It is also critical that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13. The park is a critical aspect of the community and should be protected from development. Thank you for your time M
Gosselin
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Kathleen Klein-Wakefield Date: September 29, 2021 at 6:22:53 PM PDT
To: rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Subject: Re: Comment for Log - Redistricting Comment-Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (LACCRC)
Dear Mr. Gonzalez and the Commissioners for the Los Angeles City Redistricting,
Balance
As a Stakeholder I believe the current Council Districts should remain intact in order to best democratically serve All the varied needs of the communities. This is a great way to have the balance to meet
people's needs.
As a Stakeholder I believe the current Council Districts should remain intact to ensure that the Public programs currently underway will not be upset by movement of Map and District lines Safety
Public Services
Open Green Spaces (Especially Elysian Park and Echo Park lake)
Clean Air
Sunlight As a Stakeholder I believe the current Council Districts should remain intact to bring more eyes and minds on the issue of development for it to be dealt with democratically.
Once built, buildings can not be easily removed.
The city of Los Angeles is unique with it’s landscape, open green spaces and endless sky. This city and it's Parks are a treasure.
Thank you for your attention and most respectfully,
Kathleen Klein-Wakefield
1418 Sutherland St, Los Angeles, CA 90026
kathleenkleinwakefield.com
() 247-0611

Name
Rafael Gonzalez

Laurie Kilmartin

Charles Segars

Rafael Gonzalez

Rafael Gonzalez

Tawal Panyacosit Jr.

Curtis Penamon

Public Testimony
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Marcia Maiten Date: September 29, 2021 at 6:34:04 PM PDT
To: rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Subject: Approve Map K-2 Redistricting
Thank you.
Marcia G. Maiten
11693 San Vicente Blvd.
PMB 802
Los Angeles, CA 90049-5105
-476-5532
My name is Laurie Kilmartin, I’m a homeowner in LA County (Burbank) and the
current attempt to redraw the districts is terrible! The proposed iteration
will make things worse for tenants, and increase inequality in LA.
Please vote NO on redrawing the lines.
Thanks
Laurie Kilmartin
I support Map K2
CHARLES SEGARS
Segars Media
Partner
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: June Martin Date: September 29, 2021 at 7:26:48 PM PDT
To: rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Subject: Approve map K2
June Martin
Martinjk35@gmail.com Sent from my iPhone
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Tina Gittelson Date: September 29, 2021 at 7:38:50 PM PDT
To: frank.cardenas@lacity.org, rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org, robert.battles@lacity.org, arianna.jukes@lacity.org, layla.hamedi@lacity.org
Subject: Approve Map K-2
Dear Commission Members:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process
and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L
ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Tina Gittelson
Tgelegant@gmail.com
To whom it may concern:
As a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, I wholeheartedly do not support map K2. This map removes parts of my neighborhood from the district. Also, it makes no sense to divide us from Griffith Park. I
do not want to see 70% of the current district excluded in the future. This is unacceptable. Instead, please work off map L to develop an equitable set of districts for the city.
Thank you,
Tawal Panyacosit Jr.
Sent from my iPhone
Hello Board,
I’ve have been a resident of the Old Ladera area (Westchester) for 40 years, and would like to remain a part of Westchester. I can’t see the justification for this redistricting which would cost devaluation of our
property. I would like to know what brought this about and why we the community was not notified earlier to fight this.
Concern Home Owner.
Sent from my iPad

Name
Wendy Dytman

Charles Segars

Public Testimony
We are writing on behalf of the long time residents of theBriar Summit area to make you aware that we are all opposed to the new potential changes to our area.
When we in Briar Summit actively worked with theMountains Recreation and Conservation Authority (MRCA) on the acquisition ofthe 40 acres of land abutting Briar Summit, Laurel Canyon worked with us.
Ourtwo neighborhoods are immediately adjacent and we in Briar Summit share a loveof Laurel Canyon and consider it our home, too (Briar Summit being just 500 ftfrom Laurel Canyon Blvd to the East). We
share numerous issues that bothcommunities are passionate about and are active in supporting, together.
The idea of splitting Laurel Canyon into two districts is ananathema to us - It is not only a tight knit community, A SINGLENEIGHBORHOOD, it is a world famous community that lives in consciousness of
generations. In the 60's, it was one of the most famousneighborhoods in the country and was the national symbol of neighbors workingand playing together. That has NOT changed. We regularly supporttheir
causes, and they do the same for us. Arbitrarily splitting Laurel Canyon and lumping Briar Summitinto a different district
means that whenissues of mutual concern arise, (and they will, since we are tied by bothgeography AND community, we would not have the unanimity of vision andexperience to easily tackle these problems
the way we have done so in the past.For all these reasons and more, we REJECT Map L.
The alternative map (below) which was submitted to theCommittee makes far more sense...it includes Hillside communities fromHollywood Hills to the 405. Hillside communities share many issues thatare
unique to them, including fire hazards, traffic issues and wildlifecontrol, just to name a few......
We are URGING you to support Map K-2, below, and to NOTsupport breaking Laurel Canyon in to separate districts, which would destroy a community that (unlike many in L.A) actually thinks of itself as, and
actslike, a true community.
Jack & Wendy Dytman Eric & Laura Basset
2964 Okean Place 3027 Paulcrest Dr
Los Angeles CA 90046 LosAngeles, CA. 90046
Joe and Lucy Perna Ken & Caroline Burry
3021 Paulcrest Dr 2940 Briar Summit Dr
Los Angles, Ca 90046 LosAngeles CA 90046
Max Michael & Paul Sherrod & Hilary Zaitz Michael Jessica Elliott
8014 Briar Summit Dr 2953Okean Place
Los Angeles, Ca 90046 Los Angeles, CA. 90046
JL and Melissa Singer
2950 Okean Place
Los Angeles, CA 90046
I oppose Map L . And while I am a champion of FAIR redistricting this is not!
CHARLES SEGARS
Segars Media

Name
Farhad Melamed

Public Testimony
Dear Members of the Redistricting Committee,
I am a resident of the Benedict Canyon Association. While I fully
understand there are many factors going into the decision on where to
separate districts, I want to share some insight with you.
The residents of Bel Air, Beverly Glen, Benedict Canyon, Franklin and
Coldwater Canyons are like minded individuals advocating for green space,
conservation, and preservation of the beautiful lands of these
neighborhoods. Furthermore, separating our neighbors into another district
will split our voices and votes by diluting us out.
For these reasons, I write to you to:
1. *Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to
District "J" on Map K. *
2. We urge you to* extend District "J" on Map K2 a little further east to
include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of
Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives.* This change will not involve a
large population increase (2,756 residents) but will bring important open
spaces into district "J" that are an essential part of this community that
shares a community of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon
traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of
Interest Map 47000 on District. This is the dividing line for Police and
Fire Department services as well.
3. *District "O" on Map K2 is not geographically compact, bypasses some
populations to include others, and must be revised to meet redistricting
criteria.* Making this district more compact would inherently make it more
coherent. We support the inclusion of hillside communities to the east as
currently configured in District "O". We support our neighbor member
organization Laurel Canyon Association's request to have Laurel Canyon
included within a single council district.
4. *Although Map L keeps the territory together, it has too many other
problems that outweigh this fact, including dividing Laurel Canyon.*
I hope this email is taken into account when deciding on next steps.
Sincerely
Farhad Melamed, M.D., Roya Melamed Esq, Micah, Mia and Luca Melamed
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mary robinson

Sherry West

Ari Voukydis

Public Testimony
If you haven't sent your letter yet, don't email paul@redistrictingpartners.com Just send to: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org Thanks for your committed efforts and passion!!!!! MM
On Wednesday, September 29, 2021, 06:50:26 PM PDT, Wendy Dytman wrote: Thanks- a great letter...Mine just addresses the Laurel Canyon situation from the point of view of Briar Summit, a community
which has worked closely with, and feels kinship tto, Laurel Canyon. I have sent emails to about 20 stakeholders in Briar Summit requesting they give me permission to add their names and addresses to the
letter, figuring that there might be strength in numbers...we can only do what we can do...how was the turnout at the Country store? I was busy organizing here...
I was not paying attention to the other parts of the city buy how interesting that they unites the primary communities of Koreatown, Park La Brea, etc... there must be some political advantage to leaving those
areas alone....
W
On Wednesday, September 29, 2021, 06:13:24 PM PDT, mary robinson wrote: Dear Commissioners:I adamantly oppose and reject draft map L!!!!!!!!! and I adamantly support draft map K2!!!!!!!!!!
Map K2 is the staff recommendation based on community input and Executive Director Frank Cardenas' vision to create a bridge district to the valley, thus leaving the valley whole, and to respect the
Mulholland Corridor and the Hillsides as communities of interest. His K2 draft also tries to use NC's boundaries as guidelines where possible, based on the assumption they outline communities of interest (an
exception would be Laurel Canyon and Bel Air.)
Map L divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon Blvd. Divides Larchmont and Hancock Park. It hacks up West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights and bisects UNNC. It divides Sunset Blvd.
Spaulding Square. Century City somehow lands in District 10. It cuts Beverly Wood, Carthay and Pico Robertson off from their Communities of Interest. But it unites all of K-Town (pop. 120k, primarily
renters), Park LaBrea (pop. 12k, renters), claws Los Feliz and Silverlake back in, and makes a full retreat from the Valley. PLEASE!!!!! PLEASE!!!!!! PLEASE!!!!! Don't divide Laurel Canyon!!!!!....
Reject Draft Map L and support draft map K2!!!!!
Thank You,
Mary M Robinson
34 year Resident
8086 Woodrow Wilson DriveLos Angeles CA. 90046
|||||
||
||
||
|||||
|
|
|
|
|
|
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. I share the view that map L would
be a disaster for my neighborhood, Westwood hills. Our needs are significantly different from the needs of the communities proposed in map L. The westside communities share similar concerns ranging from
metro expansion, UCLA, traffic mitigation,infrastructure concerns etc that require the focus of one council office. Breaking us into different districts fails to address our concerns cohesively .
NO on Map L.
Thank you
Sherry west
Sherrydarling12 @gmail.com
Sent from my iPhone
I'm a resident of Koreatown in Council District 4 and I'm writing in
opposition to Map k2, which divides the neighborhood and cuts it off from
several communities that are important to my family. The attempt to cut out
70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off
of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Ari D. Voukydis

Name
Ron Gutis

sheri gasche

kgkhnn@gmail.com

Chris McKenna

Ashok Mukhey

Public Testimony
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a
multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in
the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council
district as Los Feliz. Here's why this is important. The statewide and
city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful
legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will
weigh the interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of
tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities
such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present,
there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By
dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps
under consideration might well reduce that to zero. Please ensure that Park
La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for
your consideration.
My name is Sheri Gasche. I live in SOHO, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our
City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special
diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful
for the opportunity that with Plan K2 you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan
L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It divides Greater Wilshire by severing Larchmont. It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor
mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods
Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for the remainder of Greater Wilshire, throwing
us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but
surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
My other exception is that our neighborhood association, SOHO includes Barton Ave. between Las Palmas and Seward. The north side of Barton Ave. abutts studios with different issues, but the south side of
Barton Ave. is residential and is contiguous to our neighborhood of residential domiciles. Please consider including this area of Barton Ave in the K2 plan so it continues to be a part of GWNA and that Soho is
not split between districts.
My best regards,
Sheri Gasche
As a 41 year residents of Los Feliz, We support the K2 plan for redistricting, but since Griffith Park has always been a part of this district, We support adding this back to the district as we are the community
that looks after Griffith Park and are most impacted by it’s use and changes to it’s use. Sincerely,
Keith G Kauhanen, MD
Jim Petrone Sent from my iPhone
Dear Mr. Cardenas and the rest of the L.A. City Redistricting staff,
My wife Sally Bradford McKenna and I have been homeowners in West L.A. for nearly 15 years — on Gibson, Cushdon, and currently on Dannyhill. Furthermore, my parents, my 11 siblings, and I lived in
Little Holmby on Conway Avenue throughout the ‘60s, ‘70s, and into the ‘80s. In other words, my wife and I have deep, strong ties to this community, and that’s why we strongly support Map K2 and oppose
Map L.
We oppose Map L because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
• Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations and community groups. Specifically, our community is cut right in half.
We support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and community groups; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
We ask you to please help us in the fight to protect our community that so many — including our family and friends — have worked so hard to build. Sincerely,
Chris McKenna
0 Dannyhill Drive
L.A. CA 90064
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process
and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L
ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Ashok Mukhey
amukhey@outlook.com
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Valentine Freeman

Vanessa

Sara Ghaleb
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Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners as well. It is unfair to both the representatives and
constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these
maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just one year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election with
roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they
entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of
a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.
Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Demands:
1. 1. Fair Maps
- -Stop rigging the district maps to serve those in power
- -Oppose K2’s regressive gerrymander of CD 4
- -Advance modified versions of both Maps L & K2 for the public to
review in October
1. 2. Transparency
- - Immediately disclose district numbers for the two maps under
consideration so the public and commissioners can understand these maps in
advance of Thursday’s meeting.
Sincerely,
Valentine Freeman
-- - - VALENTINEFREEMAN.COM
@TINOFREEMAN
Hello City Redistricting Commissioners:
I am an owner of property Century Glen (10353 Keswick Ave) and am directly impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I very much SUPPORT the J boundary of Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because: *Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a
major thoroughfare. Thus disrupting our neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries.
*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity.
Sincerely,
Vanessa Buskirk
10353 Keswick Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
CD 5 -- Century Glen HOA (Tract 7260)
Hello,
I am a Los Angeles resident and I highly encourage you to go off of map L
for Council District 4. Map L better serves the community and renters, and
I believe the redistribution seen in Map K2 will negatively affect the
entirety of Los Angeles county.
Thank you for your time,
Sara Ghaleb

Name
Liz Eldridge

Lucas Koppel

Jana

Gian-Paul Bergeron

Sarah Robertson
O'Keeffe

Public Testimony
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Liz Eldridge
District 1 resident
-- Sent from a pocket computer.
Hello,
I'm a Los Feliz resident in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from
several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park. Thanks.
Lucas Koppel
I live in Studio City and I do not support map K2, which removes that neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District
4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA.
Support diversity and equity.
Don't wipe out the current District 4.
Jana Schmieding
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely, Gian-Paul Bergeron
I'm a long time resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt
to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park.
The new districts are an obscene power grab and people should be ashamed of themselves. Sarah Robertson O'Keeffe
.210.1506
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Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Kirby Howell-Baptiste - (Emails are legally binding)
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
Josie Gormley
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps L & K2 on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Thank you,
Josie Gormley
CD 4 Constituent
Saul J. Faerstein, MD
Dear Sirs:
Redistricting is important to me. I care about my community and the future of my city.
*Please approve Map K-2*, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire
process and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Freeway have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – *NO on Map L*.
*Vote YES on Map K-2*.
Thank you,
Saul J. Faerstein MD
faer@ucla.edu
-- Saul J. Faerstein, MD
158 Greenfield Avenue
Los Angeles, CA
Tel () 550-0565
Fax () 550-8487
Jon Klassen
I'm a resident of northern Silverlake and am against Map K2 - it cuts out
my neighborhood from the current district as well as several other valuable
contributing neighborhoods. Cutting 70 percent of the current map is out of
the question and goes against the spirit of this city and the leadership we
voted for in the last election.
*Consider this strong support for working off Map L and more equitable
districts. *
Thank you,
Jon
jwilkins1627@roadrunner Commissioners:I wish to thank the Commission for Plan K2 and request
.com
its' unqualified support for Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2
rather than District O in Plan L, but the Commission must also make
Griffith Park be part of District G with Los Feliz. Adding Griffith
Park lands to District G is vitally important and would not impact the
demographics of the overall redestricting plan since there is no
residential population in Griffith Park.
Our Los Feliz district has a more than 200 year association with the
environs of Griffith Park and the care and welfare of the park has
been the responsibility of the neighborhood since the Los Feliz
land-grant was awarded to Jose Antonio Feliz in 1800 and recognized by
the City of Los Angeles since 1910.
I have lived in Los Feliz for over 47 years and within 2 blocks of the
Commonwealth entrance to Griffith Park for the last 24 years. It is
not only the central focus of our neighborhood association, but we
consider it our responsibility to safeguard its' future for the
benefit of every Angeleno and visitors from all over the world as we
have for the past 220 years. There is no reason to sever this
relationship and will strongly oppose any effort to do so.
Sincerely,Judith D. Wilkins2449 N. Commonwealth AveLos Angeles
90027jwilkins1627@roadrunner.com
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Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Adrienne Sent from my iPhone
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important not only for the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday's meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Stina Pederson
-- Stina Pederson
Pronouns: she, her
I have a website !
I'm part of a super cool super heroines
project!
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps during Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Catherine Newell-Hanson
To whom it may concern,
I have just found out that the city is thinking about changing our district
maps that make the boundaries for our homeowners associations and our
neighborhood council.
I have been living in Rancho Park for almost 20 years and I am very
concerned about Map L because it ignores historical boundaries and divides
my neighborhood council into *three* districts. It also splits up my
homeowner association as well as other longstanding and prominent
homeowners associations.
Our homeowners associations and neighborhood council have been instrumental
in helping our community survive together during the difficult times many
of us had during the recent lockdown and have helped local businesses stay
alive and a part of our community.
Please *reject* map L.
*I am urging you to support map K2* as it keeps the Westside Neighborhood
Council entirely in a single district, it continues the
historical relationship of the Westside communities and the homeowners
associations and their boundaries that have been in place for decades.
Thank you,
Toni and Randall McKillop
10747 Ashby Ave,
Rancho Park

Name
Griffin Rowell

Betsy Cavalier

Cyndi Otteson

Brian Hutton

Laura Beck

Thomas Lawson

Public Testimony
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Griffin Rowell
To Whom it May Concern: I am a parent of two students at Larchmont Charter School at Selma. I strongly believe that Urban Hollywood should stay in Council District 13. Our school and its parent community
have been working closely with the CD13 office on the homelessness crisis that plagues our city and is especially acute outside of our Selma campus. While the work is slow, I believe the CD13 office has the
relationships and deep community knowledge to do this work most effectively. With Covid, the progress stopped, but in recent weeks we have seen improvements as the city services have been restored. I
worry that the progress will go backwards if Hollywood moves to another district. Our unhoused neighbors can’t afford this, and neither can our schools.
Thank you for your time. Sincerely,
Betsy Cavalier
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
I would also like to request that Koreatown be made whole into one District and Eagle Rock and the Arroyo Seco neighborhoods be kept whole in CD14
Thank you.
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday's meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Brian Hutton
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district
is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM
Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one
year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Best, Laura Beck
90026
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Thomas Lawson and I live in the Ridgewood WiltonNeighborhood Association area, the Historic Wilton District. I am writing again(the third time you have heard from me) to express my support for
keeping ourarea, and the St Andrews Square area to our immediate east, together and partof the Greater Wilshire community. I am grateful for the work the Commission isdoing, listening to us all and revising
the plan for the betterment of the cityas a whole. I supported Plan K, and now support Plan K2, and specificallyDistrict J. Speaking with my neighbors, I can attest that we all wish to beincluded as part of
District J, where we share a community of interest, fromhistoric residential neighborhoods that we wish to preserve, to significantcultural amenities like museums and libraries. My neighbors’ children go to
thesame schools and play in the same sports leagues. It is important to us that wehave a City Council member who is responsive to us, who looks out for us in thelarger frame of the city.
I understand that redistricting always involves somecompromise, but for local democracy to work it is important that our electedofficials represent communities of shared interest. The apparent lastminutesubmission of a Plan L seems calculated to work against that ideal. Plan K2 isthe result of a careful consideration of public input, this new plan would seemto ignore all that work for the sake of some
not quite named agenda. I trustthe commission will reject this upstart plan for the cynical ploy it is, andinstead endorse the well-supported Plan K2.
Thank you,
Thomas Lawson
127 Wilton Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90004

Name
Ken Barnard

Chris Riddle

Sherin Varghese

Brian Kalata

Public Testimony
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
- Ken Barnard
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
It's shameful that politicians try to rig the electoral system in their
favor when they can't win on their policies and platforms. The people of
LA deserve better than that, and those running for office should change
their policies and platforms if they can't win with them, not change the
rules of the election.
Sincerely,
Chris Riddle
828.231.2153
chris.riddle@gmail.com
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received
when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same
voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Sherin Varghese
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district
is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM
Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one
year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Brian S. Kalata
bkla123@gmail.com
-497-5925 c
323–776-3549 o
Sent from my iPhone... please excuse my thumbs!
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I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district
is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM
Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one
year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Freddie Campion
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 (I live in CD4) and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these
maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
-- Rob Krauss
315-450-5126 - c
robkrauss.com
robertmkrauss@gmail.com
Miracle Mile cannot be excised from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Roach (Spaulding Ave)
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district
is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM
Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one
year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
William Weber
We are long-time members of the WNC and Overland community on the west side, and when we heard a potential map that would split our community literally down the middle, we are aghast at what impact
that may have, dividing our neighbors from on another. As such, we are in opposition to the proposed map L, and strongly support K2 as it would keep our community whole with a common voice and
representation.
Sincerely,
Gerald Chao
Resident of Overland Avenue
2. Please extend District "J" on Map K2 a little further east to include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives. This change will not involve a large
population increase (2,756 residents) but will bring important open spaces into district "J" that are an essential part of this community that shares a community of interest around fire danger, land use, crosscanyon traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of Interest Map 47000 on District. This is the dividing line for Police and Fire Department services as well. 3. District "O" on Map K2 is
not geographically compact, bypasses some populations to include others, and must be revised to meet redistricting criteria. Making this district more compact would inherently make it more coherent. We
support the inclusion of hillside communities to the east as currently configured in District "O". We support our neighbor member organization Laurel Canyon Association's request to have Laurel Canyon
included within a single council district. 4. Although Map L keeps the territory together, it has too many other problems that outweigh this fact, including dividing Laurel Canyon. Sent from my iPad
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Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for the last 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay, all neighborhoods developed a century ago and still enrich and nourish continuing generations of families and welcome newcomers as well. I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition let you know our neighborhood must not be divided. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with a request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our
Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Linda Sallas
Lindasallas@gmail.com
Genesee Avenue
Sent from my iPhone
As a life-long resident of Council District 5, an active member of my community and a member of the WNC, OAC, WOWHOA and RPNW, I ask that you please keep our district together. I support
Redistricting Map K2.
* Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
* Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and community groups; and
* Map K2 continues the historic relationship of the Westside communities.
I oppose Map L because:
* Map L ignores historic boundaries;
* Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
* Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
For years we have successfully worked with our City Councilmember to maintain our quality of life and to constantly strive for improvement in our communities. We need to preserve and protect the integrity of
our community. To do this, we need to maintain our current cohesive community which has similar goals and attitudes focused on keeping our area a strong, safe and vibrant place to live.
Therefore, we need our Council District to remain intact so our Councilmember can continue to appropriately represent our interests.
Thank you,
Julie Barker
Hello City Redistricting Commissioners:
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 10368 Keswick and am directly impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I very much SUPPORT the J boundary of Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because: *Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a
major thoroughfare, thus disrupting our neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries.
*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity.
Sincerely,
Joan Rosen
10368 Keswick Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
CD 5 -- Century Glen HOA (Tract 7260)
Sent from my iPhone
This email is to urge you to support Map K2. I really want within Council District 5 and also within our own Westwood Neighborhood Council that works relentlessly for our community.
Regards,
Jacqueline and Rose
2817 Midvale Ave Los Angeles 90064.
Sent from my iPhone
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely, Thomas s hernandez.
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Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) supports the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association’s (“SOHA”) redistricting recommendation submitted today. POSO supports and recommends Draft Map K2 because all
of Sherman Oaks, including POSO, is in District A. POSO was Renamed in our 2009 Council File 08-2758 and the 2010 Redistricting Commission made a “defacto policy decision” based on the LA City
Renaming Policy and grandfathered and united POSO with Greater Sherman Oaks ten years ago. We especially like Map K2 because District A is a 100% Valley district with four adjacent communities of
interest. We are happy that the Valley finally gets the 5.7 districts it deserves and has only a single bridge district through Cahuenga Pass creating an Entertainment District. Additionally, Mr. Cardenas’
thoughtful genesis in the creation of Map K2 was comprehensive and fully vetted. We feel Map K2 is a better map than Map L for all these reasons. We thank the Commission and Staff for their tireless effort
on this very difficult project and for listening to POSO’s many letters, emails and testimonies from the residents. Thank you,
Ann O’Connor
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and
all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Jerry Domier
I am writing to express my support for Map K2, created by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission, and my opposition to Map L.
I oppose Map L because:
* Map L ignores historical boundaries;
* Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
* Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
I support Map K2 because:
* Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
* Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and community groups; and
* Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
I appreciate your consideration.
Sincerely,
Melissa Atkinson
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and long time residents of Rancho
Park—Cheviot Hills. We have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and
splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked
together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects
the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Tobi Kaufman & Greg Kaufman
I am a Westside NC stakeholder and a long time resident of Westwood Gardens Civic Association.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address
Westside issues. On the other hand, Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the
Westside communities.
I urge you to support Map K2.
Sincerely,
David Gelberg
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Brian McCullom

Name
Gladys & Mike

Gia Marakas

Wayne Lothian

Public Testimony
We are Michael and Gladys Sandoval, and live in Hancock Park, which is located in Greater Wilshire. We have lived in this home since 2017, and feel very connected to this neighborhood. It is vitally
important to our family and to our neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that
come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population.
For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which we fully support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain
together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. We have been following, and have been participating through emails with the
redistricting process. We have been disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and we –Gladys & Mike-- do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into
chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. Here are the reasons why we do not support this last minute Plan L:
· It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random.
· It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate.
· It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset.
· It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council.
· It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest.
· Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los
Feliz and Silver Lake.
We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
Again, we thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, and for the opportunity to have Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2. We
believe this is where we belong.
Thank you,
Gladys & Michael Sandoval
It is extremely important to me, my family, friends, and neighbors, that our City Council member be responsive to our wants and needs.
We rely on you, Nithaya Raman, not only for ensuring that our basic City services are maintained, but also protecting all of the unique services that come with living in our precious neighborhood.
We must also ask that you understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our Orthodox Jewish population.
Furthermore, we are grateful for the opportunity that you, and the Redistricting Commission, are providing us, at Greater Wilshire, to remain together with our like-minded neighbors (Fairfax, West LA, Bel Air,
Beverly Crest, and Brentwood) in District J of Plan K2; that is our best fit, and where we will be best served.
I wholeheartedly support plan K2.
Sincerely,
Gia T Marakas
Sincerely,
Wayne Lothian

Andrea Leon-Grossmann
david donley
Dear Commissioners;
My name is Marci Donley. I have lived in Wilshire Park for the last forty years. Before it actually was an HPOZ. I and several residents helped create which as you know is located in Greater Wilshire. It is
vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique
services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population.
For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together
with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Thank you,
Marci
Marci Donley
xyzmad@ca.rr .com

Name
Arturo Martinez

Beth Fulton
Robinson, Ariel B.

jill@matteson.io

Public Testimony
As a resident in Council District 5, an active member of my community and a
member of the WNC, OAC, WOWHOA and RPNW, I ask that you please keep our
district together.
I *support* Redistricting Map K2.
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and
community groups; and
- Map K2 continues the historic relationship of the Westside communities.
I *oppose* Map L because:
- Map L ignores historic boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations
and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
We are a cohesive community made up of neighborhoods that work well
together because we have similar goals and attitudes focused on keeping our
area a strong, safe and vibrant place to live as well as preserving and
protecting the integrity of our communities.
Our residents live in established and historic neighborhoods that can
easily be mapped by large streets, such as Ventura Blvd on the North,
National Blvd on the South, Sepulveda on the West and Highland on the East.
For years we have successfully worked with our City Councilmember for the
betterment of our communities and to maintain our quality of life.
Therefore, we need our Council District to remain intact so our
Councilmember can continue to appropriately represent our interests.
Thank you,
Arturo Martinez
My husband and I have been residents of Cheviot Hills for nearly 10 years and care a lot about our neighborhood. We've reviewed Map K2 and Map L and strongly urge you to support Map K2. Map K2 keeps
our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities, whereas Map L ignores
historical boundaries, and splits up our existing HOAs that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues. We appreciate you taking our voices into account.
Sincerely,
Ariel Robinson
Ariel Robinson
Pircher, Nichols & Meeks LLP
1901 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 1200, Los Angeles, CA 90067
T: .201.8986 | E: abrobinson@pircher.com
www.pircher.com
I am a homeowner in Rancho Park and a member of the West of Westwood HOA. I
am writing to you to urge you to support the Map K2 redistricting map, as it
is critical that the Westside Neighborhood Council remain in CD5 and that we
keep our neighborhood intact. As a result: I oppose Map L because:
* Map L ignores historical boundaries;
* Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
* Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations
and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
I support Map K2 because:
* Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
* Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and
community groups; and
* Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
Thank you for your consideration of this important matter.
Best, Jill Matteson
jill@matteson.io
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David Donley

Larry Eisenberg
bjshapiro2@verizon.net
Anne Stein
Carolyn Canterbury
Daniel Chun

Elissa Lorber

Carolyn Canterbury

Public Testimony
My name is David Donley. I have lived in Wilshire Park for the last forty years. Before it actually was an HPOZ. I and several residents helped create which as you know is located in Greater Wilshire. It is
vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique
services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population.
For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together
with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. I understand this is a very complicated process and do very much appreciate your time
and energy.
Thank you,
David
David Donley
cell/text 706 1969
daviddonley@gmail.com
Larry Eisenberg MD

This is absurd. You must stop gerrymandering the districts now! The voters are not aware of this shady business you’re up to!! Carolyn Canterbury CD 8 Sent from my iPhone
I'm writing to oppose Map K2 and to strenuously oppose any map that
gerrymanders CM Raman out of the areas where she recently won the most
votes of any councilmember ever, and was given a strong mandate to fight
for lower income residents of LA, especially people of color. It would be
shocking and unconscionable to disenfranchise the thousands of Angelenos
who elected her in such a historic fashion.
Thank you,
Daniel Chun
I have studied the plans and am overwhelmingly in favor of Plan K2.
It is the more logical and appropriate choice.
Please select Plan K2.
Elissa Lorber
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.
Sincerely,
Carolyn Canterbury
LA Resident CD 8
-- Carolyn H. Canterbury
c | 3 *23-809-9895*
*www.linkedin.com/in/carolyncanterbury
*

Name
Chuck Shapiro

Caroline Johnson

Alexandra Nagy

Onyebuchi Arah

Deborah Swan

Mark Israel

Public Testimony
Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to District "J" on Map K 2.
Please extend District "J" on map K 2 be extended further east to include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives.
This change will bring important open spaces into district "J" that are an essential part of this community, a community with shared interests around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic, and public
services. The exact boundary is on Community of Interest map 47000 on District. This is the dividing line for Police and Fire Department services as well. Further, it will not materially impact the population of
the neighborhood (2,756 residents).
District "O" on map K 2 is not geographically compact, bypasses some populations to include others, and must be revised to meet redistricting criteria. Making this district more compact would inherently
make it more coherent. We support the inclusion of hillside communities to the east as currently configured in District "O". We support our member organization Laurel Canyon Association's request to have
Laurel Canyon included within a single council district.
Although Map L keeps the BABCNC territory together, it has too many other problems that outweigh this fact, including dividing Laurel Canyon.
Respectfully,
Chuck & Julie Shapiro
2384 Bowmont Dr.
BH, 90210
My name is Caroline Johnson, and I am a resident of Los Feliz in CD4. I am
writing tonight to beg you to reconsider using map k2 for redistricting.
This is a blatantly anti renter move, and as much of our district
encompasses renters, I ask you please not cater to wealthy homeowners, and
consider us as well. Don't separate us from Griffith park!
Map L is much better for this districts' needs. Please don't go forward
with your blatantly political choice.
Best
Caroline Johnson
As a public advocate that works with the City of Los Angeles to transition off fossil fuels to 100% clean energy, I want to see Council districts that that protect the voices of tenants in LA and keeps
communities together to better advocate for community based climate justice solutions. Renters and tenants have a crucial role to play in an equitable transition to clean energy.
It’s harder for communities to take part in these bold moves initiatives by LADWP to transform our utility on water and climate issues if they do not share a political representative with the neighborhoods they
most identify with.
Regarding, CD4 I do not support map K2, which removes neighborhoods from the district and servers communities. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable, especially
as it’s targeting renting populations. Renters pay the utility bills and need to be empowered in decisions made by LADWP and the City Council. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
Alexandra Nagy
CA Director
Food & Water Watch
I am a proud, longtime homeowner on Overland Avenue and a member of the OAC community. My children were born and schooled in this community. My family and I would be devastated and our lives
unnecessarily interrupted if our community were split up by redistricting. I oppose Map L because:
Map L ignores historical boundaries;
Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
I wholeheartedly support Map K2 because:
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and community groups; and
Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for considering this urgent correspondence to reject Map L and embrace Map K2.
Sincerely and on behalf of my family,
Onyebuchi Arah (OAC Member)
Overland Ave
Los Angeles
A very concerned tax paying public member,
Deborah Swan
myohodiva@gmail.com
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and residents of Cheviot Hills for 18 years.
We have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mark Israel and Maureen Michael
3006 Haddington Drive

Name
ginger@snapproductions.com

Leslie Elkan

Mariyeh

Hugo Soto-Martínez

Public Testimony
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to
San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name
and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map. Sincerely, Ginger Campbel1
1244 S. Orange Drive, 90019
As longtime residents of Encino, we support Map Plan K2 as the Commission’s
Approved Draft Map for public consideration. Map Plan K2 is fair and
includes all of Sherman Oaks in District A, including POSO – a 100% Valley
district with four adjacent Communities of Interest that share a number of
concerns along the Mulholland Corridor. We feel Map Plan K2 gives the
Valley its fairest population balance to the rest of the City, better than
any other map from Plan A1 through Plan L. We also like the fact that Map
Plan K2 joins Tarzana, Encino, and Sherman Oaks together.
We hope that you will provide Council District assignments on the Approved
Draft Map.
Thank you,
Mark and Leslie Elkan
4612 Hayvenhurst Ave.
Encino, CA 91436
Dear Commissioners,
I have been a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood for over 21 years. During that time I have seen great transformation of the Wilshire Blvd area usually spear headed by representatives of the residents in
the area. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then
Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Mariyeh Fard
833 S. Ogden Drive
Los Angeles CA 90036
What is happening with the draft maps of CD4 is of great concern. CD4 had
the largest voter turnout in the last election-more than any other district
and that should preserved as much as possible.
How is it possible that 70% of the current district is being carved out in
many of the maps. Map K2 is unacceptable and everything should be work
shopped from Map L.
CD4 needs diversity, inclusivity, and give renters a voice and only Map L
does that.
I hope you can see the obvious concerns with every other map, except Map L.
Thank you.
Hugo
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Earl Plyley

Les Small
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Margaret Chen

Grant Keiner

Brigitte Dewez
David Foxman
Chuck Vogel

Public Testimony
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and
all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Bill Plyley
749 1/2 S Genesee Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036
EMPlyley@gmail.com
Myself and my family have lived in Los Feliz since 2002, and have been active in the community, from LFIA membership, to Neighborhood Watch to Advocacy for Urban Wildlife and the preservation of our
beloved Griffith Park. THANK YOU for Plan K2, and we strongly support Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2, but stress that GRIFFITH PARK must also be part of District G with Los Feliz. It would not
impact the demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan.
Mrs and Mrs Adam Small
2458 Chislehurst Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90027
adles@pacbell.net
323-807-4178
As there is no residential population in Griffith Park, adding the Griffith Park lands to District G would not impact the demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan.
As a life long resident and homeowner in Los Feliz, I oppose the severing of the association between Griffith Park and Los Feliz. Griffith Park is in my back yard. It is part of my home. There is a more than
100 year history of this association between the residents of Los Feliz and Griffith Park. Please honor this and keep Griffith Park and Los Feliz together in the redistricting plan. I oppose any plan that does
not. Sincerely
Peggy DiCaprio Los Feliz resident
We *oppose* Map L because:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations
and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
We *support* Map K2 because:
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and
community groups; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
Thank you.
Robert and Margaret Chen
Residents of 2600 block of Greenfield Ave., Los Angeles, Ca 900064
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
W. Grant Keiner
Sent from my iPad
Sent from my iPhone
I and other members of the Westwood Hills neighborhood oppose all redistricting maps other than K-2 redistricting plan which sets the logical boundaries and preserves the integrity of interests for our
community. Please adopt Map K=2
Respectfully,
Chuck Vogel
Hon. Charles S. Vogel (Ret.)
326 South Bentley Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90049
csv@chuckvogel.com

Name
Dan Green

Public Testimony
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the
interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts,
the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration
Dan Green
Leslie Elkan, President, The Village At Sherman Oaks Business Improvement District supports Map Plan K2 as the Commission’s Approved Draft Map for public consideration. Map Plan K2 includes all of Sherman Oaks in District A,
Village at Sherman Oaks including POSO – a 100% Valley district with four adjacent Communities of Interest that share a number of concerns along the Mulholland Corridor. We feel Map Plan K2 gives the Valley its fairest population
BID,
balance to the rest of the City, better than any other map from Plan A1 through Plan L. We also like the fact that Map Plan K2 joins Tarzana, Encino, and Sherman Oaks together.
Map Plan K2 is fair. Map Plan K2 finally gives the valley the 5.7 districts it should have.
District Numbers – The Village At Sherman Oaks Business Improvement District recommends that the Commission’s Approved Draft Plan include assigned Council District numbers since the letter identifiers
are confusing. Please provide Council District assignments on the Approved Draft Map. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Leslie Elkan
President
Village At Sherman Oaks BID
14528 Ventura Blvd.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
818-326-0273
-- Leslie Elkan
President
Village at Sherman Oaks BID
14930 Ventura Blvd., Suite 210
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
818-326-0273
Donna Benton
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay. We have a HPOZ and our homes are part of this district
in the original plan. It does not make sense to split the district.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in
addition *request,
you do not divide our neighborhood*.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Donna Benton and president of the Redondo Neighborhood Block Club
1044 S. Redondo Blvd
Spiller, Michael
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process
and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L
ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Sincerely,
Michael Spiller
Michael Spiller
Executive Producer/Director
Firefly Lane Season 2
spiller@mspiller.com
() 948-0690 cell
Instagram: @itsspillertime
IMDb
Assistant: Rachel Knapp
Rachelvknapp@gmail.com
(604) 446-5724

Name
Rancho Park

judyjgregory

Rachel Teller

Public Testimony
The Rancho Park Neighborhood Watch *supports* Redistricting Map K2 because:
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and
community groups; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
The Rancho Park Neighborhood Watch *oppose*s Map L because:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations
and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
We are a cohesive neighborhood and want to continue being represented by
one council district.
Please note, the Rancho Park Neighborhood Watch pushes information of
community interest out to the area bounded by Santa Monica Bl to the north,
the 405 FWY to the west, the 10 FWY to the south and Century City to the
east.
Thank you,
Mr. Martinez
As you know, I have intently followed the redistricting process. I am
disheartened to see that the eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you.
Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City
into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public
testimony. It appears gerrymandered on its face, dividing and
redistributing neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor
mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates
Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill,
Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts
off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their
Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect
for Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly engineered district of
special interests, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown
and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L
in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of
the Commission.
Please adopt Draft Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council
services to our Community of Interest in Wilshire Park and Greater Wilshire.
Thank you.
Judy Han Gregory
Wilshire Park HPOZ
Warmest Regards, Rachel Teller
On Sep 28, 2021, at 10:03 PM, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission wrote:
Hi Rachel, Thank you for your interest in LA City Redistricting. Your voice is critical to the redistricting process.
If you are submitting a community of interest form or a public comment, please know that our staff is recording all of the received testimony to inform the Commission on their line drawing recommendations.
All other inquiries will be responded to shortly. Thank you, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall,
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275,
Los Angeles, CA 90012
() 263-5765
On Sun, Sep 26, 2021 at 9:08 PM Rachel Teller wrote:
Hi!
My name is Rachel Teller and I currently live in Hancock Park with my husband and 3 children and have grown up here my entire life. I support Draft Plan K Corrected, and specifically its map of District J. My
neighborhood asks to be part of District J, which includes all of Greater Wilshire! We are a community of shared interests. We share the Jewish/Orthodox religious institutions and schools with the
neighborhoods to our west. We share parks and historic neighborhoods. And this map keeps our neighborhood councils whole. Thank you for listening.
Warmest Regards, Rachel Teller
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Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years. I grew up in Los Angeles and spent many special Saturdays with my
grandmother visiting the Farmer’s Market and driving along Wilshire to see the tar pits. I have always loved this neighborhood and am pleased to live her now. Miracle Mile should also remain in same district
as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and
all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Ann Plyley
749 1/2 S Genesee Avenue LA, CA 90036
386 3973
annplyley@icloud.com
I'm a resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you for your time.
Best,
Berkley Johnson
As a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, I wholly do NOT support
Map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off
from several of my communities of interest. It makes absolutely no sense to
divide my neighborhood and cut us off from Griffith Park. An attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 (in plain words, a backdoor recall of the
City Councilmembers WE elected) is completely unacceptable and does NOT
reflect the interests of my community. Please work off of *Map L* in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Karen Kim
Angela Joo
To: LA City Redistricting Commission
We are Westside NC Stakeholders.
We are longtime members of West of Westwood HOA in Rancho Park.
We have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2.
Sincerely,
Susan & Clair de Beauvoir
Fay Gauthier
Hello,
My name is Nicholas Milin. I live on Irving Blvd in LarchmontVillage, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to myfamily and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive
to us.We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and forall of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our CityCouncil member must also understand and be
responsive to our special diversity,including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For thesereasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for PlanK2, which I
support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have givenGreater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interestneighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be
bestserved. I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened tosee that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I donot support Plan L, which throws much of the City into
chaos. Plan L turns adeaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It divides andredistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridormandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel
Canyon and separates SpauldingSquare from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, HarvardHeights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off CenturyCity, Beverlywood,
Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities ofInterest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for GreaterWilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching fromPark La
Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz andSilver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely PlanL is also not the vision of the Commission.
Sincerely,
Nicholas Milin
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I am a stakeholder of the Westside Neighborhood Council. I am also a member of the West of Westwood HOA, as well as someone who served on their board for several terms.
I am writing to oppose Map L. Map L creates a quagmire for the effective representation for a well-organized and engaged constituency, of which I am a part. I am alarmed that the newly introduced Map L
seeks to separate long-established neighbors and neighborhoods into different districts being represented by different council people and forcing the WNC to attempt to serve constituencies from three
different districts. This alarms me because I am a pastor in a neighborhood that has such a hodgepodge configuration. People who literally live next door to each other are represented by different council
people and neighborhood councils, and it is very difficult for the stakeholders to get effective representation and support from anyone. It is equally disruptive because it is frustrating for neighbors trying to
work together for the good of their neighborhood. Organizing projects becomes unduly complicated because of all the many different officials who have to be consulted. It is difficult for the neighborhood
council to recruit members because it cannot operate efficiently nor effectively when neighborhoods are so chopped up.
I therefore strongly and enthusiastically urge to adopt your Map K2. Our individual stakeholders, our neighborhoods, and our city will benefit from having our neighborhood council serving one district, knowing
that we are working with one council person who is familiar with the area and its issues and needs, and guarding the integrity and respecting the multiple homeowners associations who have historically
worked together for the good of our neighboring communities and our city. I support adoption of Map K2 which the Commission created after careful study. It will protect stability and respect the involvement of
the volunteer stakeholders who have worked hard along with elected officials to serve our communities and honor the people within them. I implore you to do the same and not allow imprudent, unwise
divisions to harm our city and her citizens.
Sincerely,
Gail Whitcome Linstrom10948 Ayres AvenueLos Angeles, CA 90064-3217Home -475-2197
Please resist this last-minute gerrymandering. Adopt Plan K2. Thanks, Andy Murr
Andrew Murrandrew.murr@att.net -403-6975
I live in Larchmont Village, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is
vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council
member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our
traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come
with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand
and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our
significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more,
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support.
We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to
remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in
District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Regards,
*David Stump*
Sent from my iPhone
Regards,
Ms. Rebecca Frazier
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Hello, I am a West of Westwood HOA stakeholder.
I oppose Map L because:
* Map L ignores historical boundaries;
* Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
* Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
Tell them you support Map K2 because:
* Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
* Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations; and
* Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Sincerely,
Rosanna Cagliata
2922 S Bentley Ave
LA 90064
View this email in your browser
[Logo]
Hello all,
Thank you for you for attending last night’s Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Meeting and for your active participation in the redistricting process.
As a reminder, the next meeting of the Commission will be held this Thursday, September 30th at 5 PM. The purpose of this meeting will be to review draft maps and to select one or more of the draft maps
for public consideration. You can find the updated agenda for the meeting here. I am also sharing Map K 2 (from the 9.27 meeting) and Map L (which references the publicly submitted draft Map ID #54277)
for your consideration (these maps can be found by clicking the blue linked words throughout this email). All maps reviewed thus far by the Commission can be found here in the past meetings section of our
website, titled “Redistricting Partners/Commission Staff Draft Plans,” “City of LA Redistricting Commission Second Draft Maps” and “Draft Plan K Corrected.”
The link and instructions for joining Thursday’s Commission meeting via zoom can be found here and in the linked agenda. A few reminders about public comment – the Commission is consistently receiving
updates on the Community of Interest (COI) and Community Impact Statements (CIS) submitted via email, phone call and website. The Commissioners and Staff review and cite the data to help in their
deliberations. All forms of public comment are weighed equally. We also want to remind the public that there will be four Public Hearings held in early October regarding the draft maps. At these hearings, the
draft map/maps will be presented to the public for comment prior to the Commission submitting the Final Map to the Council on October 29th. You are more than welcome to attend and speak at one or more
of these public hearings. All attendees will be called upon. You can find the dates and times of the upcoming public hearings here.
Also a reminder that The LACCRC has extended the deadline to receive public maps and COI testimony through Friday October 1st at 12pm. That said, we will still be taking public feedback on the
Commission draft maps throughout the process. Please send your COI to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org. Sending testimony to this email address guarantees that your COI will be shared with the Commission
in a timely manner.
More materials for Thursday’s meeting will be shared with you in the upcoming days. Thank you again for participating in the redistricting process.
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.
I sincerely request that you:
- Stop rigging the district maps to serve those in power.
- Oppose K2’s regressive gerrymander of CD 4.
1.
- Immediately disclose district numbers for the two maps under
consideration so the public and commissioners can understand these maps in
advance of Thursday’s meeting.
Sincerely,
Charley Casler
We, as parents, are finally making a small amount of progress with the homeless population that surrounds our school. And this is because the councilman and his office have made changes. This will all
disappear if Nithya takes over. The last thing district 13 needs is a new council member!!!! Especially one who has no idea what she’s doing. Meredith Quill
Founder
www.becketandquill.com
@becketandquill
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It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City
Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for
our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come
with living in historic homes that we maintain at great expense and are
taxed accordingly. Our City Council member must also understand and be
responsive to our unique special diversity, including the needs of our
significant brothers and sisters of the Orthodox Jewish population and the
many young families who are purchasing and renovating single-family homes
in a low-rise pedestrian community.
Plan L at the 11th hour is another attempt by Nithya Raman and her
socialist handlers to impose her own personal/ Democrat Socialist America
agenda against a diverse community that are unified in keeping our
neighborhood and community cohesive and inclusive. Nithya Raman has zero
experience in City Planning and deleted her "work" experience as she has
none related to American city planning and who has lived in Los Angeles for
less than a decade, the wife of a Hollywood producer. The recall effort
paused notwithstanding, Nithya Raman seeks to serve the renter and homeless
population which has merit but is inconsistent with the majority of the
constituent population she currently was elected to serve whom she has
openly and defiantly refused to serve in her bid for political avarice.
For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the
opportunity that with Plan K2 you have given Greater Wilshire to remain
together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J
of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Kindly,
Steven and Cocoe Voci
-"Have a great day"
2. We ask you to please consider extending District "J" on map K 2 a
little further east to include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with
the inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives. This change will
not involve a large population increase (2,756 residents), but *will bring
important open spaces into district "J" that are an essential part of this
community with shared interests around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon
traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of
Interest map 47000 on Districtr. This is the dividing line for Police and
Fire Department services as well.*
3. District "O" on map K 2 is not geographically compact, bypasses some
populations to include others, and must be revised to meet redistricting
criteria*.* Making this district more compact would inherently make it more
coherent. We support the inclusion of hillside communities to the east as
currently configured in District "O". We support our member organization
Laurel Canyon Association's request to have Laurel Canyon included within a
single council district.
4. Map L keeps the BABCNC territory together, and again, we thank you.
However, there are still issues, most especially dividing Laurel Canyon.
Thank you for the opportunity to be involved in this process.
Jill Fromer
-- *Jill Hoffman Fromer*
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and
all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
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Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay
Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with
the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Dr. Cynthia Maya
S. Orange Drive
Sent from my iPhone
I want to thank the Commission for Plan K2 and its District J, which I support. District J keeps Greater Wilshire together, for which I am grateful. By contrast to the cynical Plan L, which is also before, Plan K2
places the historic homes of Greater Wilshire with our Community of Interest neighborhoods to the west. We share schools, churches, synagogues, local newspapers, and sports leagues with our western
neighbors. Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council services to Greater Wilshire.
Meredith Quill
Founder
www.becketandquill.com
@becketandquill
I am a 30 year Elysian Park user and 20 year Echo Park resident.
As an active citizen of District 13, I recognize the hard work and effort that this all-volunteer commission has expended to listen and truly hear, the communities you are here to represent, & our collective
desires to preserve a sense of community where we call home.
Throughout the pandemic, and well before, this community has grown together, and we all look out for each other. It should be preserved going forward, while also preserving the historic connections between
Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian Valley, Elysian Park, Echo Park, Angelino Heights, Silver Lake, Historic Filipino town, East Hollywood, Little Armenia, Thai Town, to the Historic Core of Hollywood to
the Los Angeles River
I have actively communicated with the bulk of our neighbors that all love and care deeply for our community. They all tried to use the interactive map (as did I) and grew increasingly more frustrated with the
inability and lack of instruction that was given us to define the district we want. We want to stay together in this historic district. Division is not acceptable!
(Suggested boundaries) HOLLYWOOD Boundary streets Franklin to the NORTH, LaBrea to the WEST, Sunset to the SOUTH ECHO PARK, Stadium Way to the EAST, to Sunset Blvd., (or Angelino Heights
to Bellevue), restoring the Lake, into Echo Park Central ), and SOUTH To Temple St. These communities predate the construction of the 101/5/& 2 freeways, and deserve to remain connected, as
communities, as they have survived the divide of freeways, we should not be dividing them further by District lines!
Having heard the robust public comment to date, and the many past meetings, as well as the influx of written testimony to the record, propose minor tweaks to the proposed Redistricting Partners map B 2 or
E. Maps I, J, K, completely disregard public testimony asking that Elysian Park be equally distributed between 1&13. Similarly, there was ZERO comment from anyone about placing Echo Park Lake, & the
Central Echo Park community anywhere but in the13th. In fact, significant testimony asked to put the east of Echo Park, and Angelino Heights into CD 13. The only person asking, is Commissioner Polanco?
What is his motivation? As Commissioner Polanco stated 9/20, that Glassell Park, east of the 2 could remain in CD1 (A on the B2 map), and to offset the approx. 18,000 in population impacted to 13 by
making this change, restore the existing eastern boundary of CD 13 to its natural dividing line along Stadium Way, to Elysian Park Drive (aka Vin Scully Ave.). This reunites all of central Echo Park, resolves
the awkward boundary issue of Lilac Terrace N in 13, & Lilac Terrace S in 1. Which returns the Historic, Echo Park Lake, & business district as a whole in CD 13. Should additional population need to be
absorbed to offset the return of GP East to 1, I’d recommend adding Angelino Heights to 13, which was a common theme in earlier public comments.
No Council person should be unnecessarily redistricted out of their home (especially more than once!), and Glassell Park West should respectfully remain CM O’Farrell’s home, as well as West Silver Lake,
that of Councilwoman Raman. I believe these minor adjustments address the goals and objectives that we believe were so thoughtfully laid out in the Regional & Inter regional reports. This conversation
should always have started with the most deficient population districts, 13 & 1, and organically expanded from there. Not “preserving” the “corridor of corruption” created by the 2012 Commission providing
Jose Huizar, his path to prison. That gerrymandered district should redistribute the Downtown wealth, between 1, 9 & 14, creating more economic drivers across underserved populations Downtown adjacent.
KEEP ECHO PARK CLEAN with CM O'Farrell ... not like McArthur Park! Thank you for your time.
Please do not separate us.
Sincerely,
Audra Gregson
Registered Voter and Concerned Citizen
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Begin forwarded message:
From: Audra LuLu Date: September 27, 2021 at 9:15:34 AM PDT
To: frank.cardenas@lacity.org, Fred.Ali@lacity.org, richard.polanco@lacity.org, sonja.diaz@lacity.org, carlos.moreno@lacity.org, elizabeth.barrett@lacity.org, redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, Councilmember.
ofarrell@lacity.org, christine.peters@lacity.org
I am a 30 year Elysian Park user and 20 year Echo Park resident.
As an active citizen of District 13, I recognize the hard work and effort that this all-volunteer commission has expended to listen and truly hear, the communities you are here to represent, & our collective
desires to preserve a sense of community where we call home.
Throughout the pandemic, and well before, this community has grown together, and we all look out for each other. It should be preserved going forward, while also preserving the historic connections between
Glassell Park, Atwater Village, Elysian Valley, Elysian Park, Echo Park, Angelino Heights, Silver Lake, Historic Filipino town, East Hollywood, Little Armenia, Thai Town, to the Historic Core of Hollywood to
the Los Angeles River
I have actively communicated with the bulk of our neighbors that all love and care deeply for our community. They all tried to use the interactive map (as did I) and grew increasingly more frustrated with the
inability and lack of instruction that was given us to define the district we want. We want to stay together in this historic district. Division is not acceptable!
(Suggested boundaries) HOLLYWOOD Boundary streets Franklin to the NORTH, LaBrea to the WEST, Sunset to the SOUTH ECHO PARK, Stadium Way to the EAST, to Sunset Blvd., (or Angelino Heights
to Bellevue), restoring the Lake, into Echo Park Central ), and SOUTH To Temple St. These communities predate the construction of the 101/5/& 2 freeways, and deserve to remain connected, as
communities, as they have survived the divide of freeways, we should not be dividing them further by District lines!
Having heard the robust public comment to date, and the many past meetings, as well as the influx of written testimony to the record, propose minor tweaks to the proposed Redistricting Partners map B 2 or
E. Maps I, J, K, completely disregard public testimony asking that Elysian Park be equally distributed between 1&13. Similarly, there was ZERO comment from anyone about placing Echo Park Lake, & the
Central Echo Park community anywhere but in the13th. In fact, significant testimony asked to put the east of Echo Park, and Angelino Heights into CD 13. The only person asking, is Commissioner Polanco?
What is his motivation? As Commissioner Polanco stated 9/20, that Glassell Park, east of the 2 could remain in CD1 (A on the B2 map), and to offset the approx. 18,000 in population impacted to 13 by
making this change, restore the existing eastern boundary of CD 13 to its natural dividing line along Stadium Way, to Elysian Park Drive (aka Vin Scully Ave.). This reunites all of central Echo Park, resolves
the awkward boundary issue of Lilac Terrace N in 13, & Lilac Terrace S in 1. Which returns the Historic, Echo Park Lake, & business district as a whole in CD 13. Should additional population need to be
absorbed to offset the return of GP East to 1, I’d recommend adding Angelino Heights to 13, which was a common theme in earlier public comments.
No Council person should be unnecessarily redistricted out of their home (especially more than once!), and Glassell Park West should respectfully remain CM O’Farrell’s home, as well as West Silver Lake,
that of Councilwoman Raman. I believe these minor adjustments address the goals and objectives that we believe were so thoughtfully laid out in the Regional & Inter regional reports. This conversation
should always have started with the most deficient population districts, 13 & 1, and organically expanded from there. Not “preserving” the “corridor of corruption” created by the 2012 Commission providing
Jose Huizar, his path to prison. That gerrymandered district should redistribute the Downtown wealth, between 1, 9 & 14, creating more economic drivers across underserved populations Downtown adjacent.
KEEP ECHO PARK CLEAN with CM O'Farrell ... not like McArthur Park! Thank you for your time.
Please do not separate us.
Sincerely,
Audra Gregson
Registered Voter and Concerned Citizen
I know there is a proposed map (K2) that drastically changes the district
Josh Scarcella
map and I want to voice my strong opposition to this map. While I
acknowledge the current shape of the district is strange, K2 is too drastic
of a change and has CD4 looking unrecognizable.
Map L, on the other hand, maintains the district's current collection of
homeowners and working-class renters while ensuring that complete
neighborhoods like Koreatown and Los Feliz are represented by one council
district, unlike they currently are.
Thank you for reading my public comment and I hope the decision is made to
keep Los Feliz within CD4 and for the district to mainly be compiled of
neighborhoods within the L.A. Basin.
-- Josh Scarcella
(610)413-9837
Los Angeles City Council ---------- Forwarded message --------Redistricting Commission From: Schyler Martin Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 7:01 PM
Subject: Please keep Sherman Oaks in CD4
To: Hi there,
I've been a Sherman Oaks resident for years and I just wanted to
passionately express that I would like to stay in City District 4. I voted
for Nithya Raman for a reason, and I don't think a bunch of angry
Republicans should hold the power to invalidate that vote. It shouldn't
happen on a national level, and it surely shouldn't happen in the city I
love and do so much for as a citizen.
Thank you for listening and considering this email.
Best,
Schyler
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Los Angeles City Council ---------- Forwarded message --------Redistricting Commission From: Jason Daley Kennedy Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 6:46 PM
Subject: Plan K2
To: Hello
I’d like to email in favor of plan K2, which has been extensively vetted by
your commission, to which an overwhelming majority of residents of Laurel
Canyon, Greater Wilshire, Laurel Canyon and more are in favor of
implementing. It is imperative that our neighborhood, Larchmont Village
North, for example, be realigned with the community to our west that is
much more aligned with community, religious, historic,
Socio-economic diversity and other elements that will allow us to thrive
and to ensure this community has our voices heard. For the record, the
current councilmember that represents CD4 operates off of an agenda that
doesn’t reflect the needs and desires of her constituents, as evidenced by
that offices complete last-minute efforts to break up communities.
Thanks!
Jason
*Jason Daley Kennedy*
Wellness Speaker, Coach, & On-Camera Personality
()966-7220
www.jasondaleykennedy.com
Los Angeles City Council ---------- Forwarded message --------Redistricting Commission From: Paula Yerman Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 6:26 PM
Subject: Miracle Mile requests K-2 District J and include Wilshire
Boulevard/HPOZ boundaries
To: CLA Rlacity Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Paula Yerman
1253 S Orange Dr, Los Angeles, CA 90019
board Member-Miracle Mile Residential Association
Los Angeles City Council ---------- Forwarded message --------Redistricting Commission From: Howard Welinsky Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 6:28 PM
Subject: Support K-2 oppose L
To: Having reviewed both maps it seems clear to me that K-2 serves a broad
group of people and geographic areas of the City.
While L seems singularly focused to serve one Community and one Council
person.
I urge the Commission to adopt Draft K-2 and not adopt L
Howard Welinsky
Toluca Lake
Sent from my iPhone
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Los Angeles City Council ---------- Forwarded message --------Redistricting Commission From: Nancy Simpson Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 6:29 PM
Subject: Support for Map K2 and Opposition for Map L
To: , , <
paul@redistrictingpartners.com, Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in
Draft Plan K2. Draft K2 clearly makes the most sense of any of the maps we
have seen, however I would like to see you include Griffith Park in
District G under the K2 map. I urge you to continue your good work and
fully approve Draft Plan K2 (with Griffith Park added to District G)
Immediately and forward it to Council for final approval.
I also* strongly* oppose Map L and feel this map doesn't make sense and was
thrown in at the last minute and does not represent the many wishes,
considerations and time of thousands of residents who have weighed in thus
far. Los Feliz should not be split up for example.
Thank you,
Nancy and Alex Simpson
Owners/Residents in Los Feliz Oaks, CD4
Please
No Public safety for our synagogues and schools. Reliance on same city services. Kosher markets and businesses in these areas.
Yes CD11 and CD5 should be combined in parts that are closely linked. The 405 is an arbitrary dividing line. Brentwood and Westwood share police and fire and other city services. LAUSD and more. We
should be linked. Our interests, issues and concerns are the same.
No. Being an urban beach community is unique and the living conditions that brings is separate to what the eastward communities of Los Angeles experience. Expelling Venice to those communities would
result in our residents voices being drowned out as they have historically been. Our City Council members are supposed to be civic leaders. Our Councilman has become a de facto big money real estate
developer, who knows every political deception in the book to make foregone decisions seem like they were reached with community engagement. Our community’s rights are being violated by our
Councilman’s conduct.
YES!!!! We belong in Council District 12, which is historically represented by a councilperson who is more in tune with the specific needs of the stakeholders in his district. The San Fernando Valley's western
portion pays the a huge amount of property taxes and other taxes to the city yet we receive very little services for our money. The current CD 3 councilman seems only to want to make life easier for
transients who have no connection to this area to stay here and cause all kinds of chaos with their encampments. Meanwhile our roads and sidewalks are a mess, people are afraid to leave their homes
because there is not enough police or enforcement of laws and the CD 3 councilman doesn't listen to anything stakeholders have to say, whether they're Democrat or Republican. We really need to be part of
Council District 12 where a more proactive City Council representative listens to the needs of homeowners and businesses.
I want to thank the Commission for the opportunity to testify about my Community. My name is Eunice Song, the Executive Director of the Korean American Coalition in Los Angeles (KAC), a 501(c)3 non
profit organization in the heart of Koreatown. In the past redistricting cycle, the Koreatown community came out in force urging the Commission to keep Koreatown whole and together. News article after
article reported on this unified demand, that was repeated in not one or two, but multiple Commission hearings. As history showed, the Commission of ten years ago ignored that call, splitting the community
into four different council districts (CD 1, 4, 10 and 13). This year, however, we have you - a new commission that has proactively reached out to hear the community’s voices and to avoid the errors of the
past. We have high hopes that the redistricting commissioners will listen to and heed the call this year.
One of this Commission’s primary mandates is to maintain geographic cohesion of an existing community. The residents of “Koreatown” is one such community - a community that has existed for decades comprise one of the most populous, ethnically vibrant communities in the city. This community deserves to have its needs met by a single councilmember, instead of having accountability diffused amongst
four.
This large and diverse body collectively owns businesses, work and make a living together, and disrupting this close interlocking of work and livelihood could affect the people in various negative ways.
Taxpayers within a unified Koreatown district would see reinvestment of taxpayer dollars directly back into their community, benefiting the community through the efficient and effective delivery of
services/resources. These include such things as Land Use (Planning and Zoning for parks for instance), Public Works and Constituent Services.
By keeping Koreatown consolidated into one district, unified in voice, we develop true empowerment regardless of who is in office, giving a stronger voice to not only Koreans but all diverse communities living
and working in the Koreatown area.
For these, and many other, reasons, we once again urge the Commission to keep Koreatown as a whole, unified district. I want to thank the Commission for the opportunity to testify about my Community. My
name is Eunice Song, the Executive Director of the Korean American Coalition in Los Angeles (KAC), a 501(c)3 non profit organization in the heart of Koreatown. In the past redistricting cycle, the Koreatown
community came out in force urging the Commission to keep Koreatown whole and together. News article after article reported on this unified demand, that was repeated in not one or two, but multiple
Commission hearings. As history showed, the Commission of ten years ago ignored that call, splitting the community into four different council districts (CD 1, 4, 10 and 13). This year, however, we have you a new commission that has proactively reached out to hear the community’s voices and to avoid the errors of the past. We have high hopes that the redistricting commissioners will listen to and heed the call
this year.
One of this Commission’s primary mandates is to maintain geographic cohesion of an existing community. The residents of “Koreatown” is one such community - a community that has existed for decades comprise one of the most populous, ethnically vibrant communities in the city. This community deserves to have its needs met by a single councilmember, instead of having accountability diffused amongst
four.
This large and diverse body collectively owns businesses, work and make a living together, and disrupting this close interlocking of work and livelihood could affect the people in various negative ways.
Taxpayers within a unified Koreatown district would see reinvestment of taxpayer dollars directly back into their community, benefiting the community through the efficient and effective delivery of
services/resources. These include such things as Land Use (Planning and Zoning for parks for instance), Public Works and Constituent Services.
By keeping Koreatown consolidated into one district, unified in voice, we develop true empowerment regardless of who is in office, giving a stronger voice to not only Koreans but all diverse communities living
and working in the Koreatown area.
For these, and many other, reasons, we once again urge the Commission to keep Koreatown as a whole, unified district.
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No. The council member pays attention to my concerns. My main issue now is parking and I would like my representative to increase public parking in Westwood as there are so many visitors to the area, but
such little parking available. I believe this lack of parking poses a hindrance to visitation, which is so vital to the neighborhood’s economy.
Yes absolutely. Encino has been stuck in districts that primarily cover areas south of Mulholland for many years. The Encino COI has very little in common with west-side areas (and vice-versa), and is
separated by a significant geographical barrier - the Santa Monica Mountains. Virtually all the city resources and services delivered to Encino are headquartered in the San Fernando Valley. Why on earth
should it be in a council district concentrated in the west side of LA and isolated from other SFV districts?. Further, as a result of political shenanigans 20 years ago most of the Sepulveda Basin was stripped
away from Encino into a different city Council district. The Sepulveda Basin needs to be reunited with Encino. Here's one example, though tangentially related to the City Council. Apparently as a result of the
Alliance v City of LA Judge Carter ruling, each council district is responsible for housing people in their district. CD 5 is pretty much fully built up or very high fire severity zone. Encino per se has no available
space for any housing - whether bridge, supportive, safe sleeping, anything. Council Districts to the West, North, and East of us have available space and available shelter, but will not consider housing
persons experiencing homelessness in Encino. In general the regionalization of city services based on geographic boundaries makes it difficult to understand why council districts should ever span such
divides.
The stretch of Melrose from approximately Wester to Vine is a dynamic and diverse corridor exploding with diversity, opportunity, and existing services/options. One major issue is that this stretch of Melrose
lacks cohesiveness - one contributing reason is that for parts of this segment of Melrose, one half of the street lies in CD13 while the other half lies in CD4. To improve this street, it would be ideal if this entire
segment could land in one council district. It does not make sense to split important corridors like this stretch of Melrose between two council districts. This emerging great street of Melrose would be improved
if both sides of the street were in one district. This is our request for your consideration. Thank you,
Yes....District 4 should be contiguous I feel the hillside residential issues are ignored in favor of the urban high density city policy which favors the pockets of corporate developers who are using the homeless
situation as the new California gold rush which is detrimental to the protection and preservation of the hillside communities, climate change, infrastructure, schools and water. The Hillside community is a
precious resource that is important for the health and welfare of LA County
We would appreciate having a councilmember who isn't burdened with such a ridiculously shaped district. We have a very high level of construction activity, short term rentals and party houses. Regulations
surrounding development, construction and short-term rentals comprise our main policy conversations with our Councilperson.
The 2012 redistricting process recognized Downtown LA as a Community of Interest and consolidated 98.2% of the area represented by the Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council into Council District
14. Additionally, all the residents living within the 101 freeway to the north, LA river to the east, 10 freeway to the south and 110 freeway to the west reside in CD14. The Convention Center/Staples Center/L.
A. Live landmarks are the only exceptions as they are currently in Council District 9. The amount that Downtown LA is currently covered by one Council District should be a baseline and not shrink. The
Commission should only look for opportunities to further consolidate Downtown LA under one district. Downtown LA is expected to account for at least 20% of the city’s future housing growth. Our community
also faces unique challenges such as being home to the largest unsheltered homeless population in the US. These immense challenges and responsibilities require accountable leadership.
This year’s redistricting process determines new council district boundaries that will directly impact DTLA’s ability to elect representatives that will share our priorities. We believe a DTLA representative that
fully understands our needs will lead to a comprehensive policy vision and clear leadership.
Downtown’s stakeholders share common interests and concerns that are different from other neighborhoods in the city. Our neighborhoods must remain a united community of interest that can rely on one
elected councilperson to deliver tailored policies and solutions.
To include Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silver Lake and Melrose We are constantly fighting development, density and a lack of architectural historical sensitivity on the part of the city.
Besides sharing our common HPOZ status, we are joined together because the Miracle Mile Residential Association advocates for both these council areas now. We share issues as housing, land use, crime,
safety, transit, parking etc. It is difficult to get full buy in from our council reps since the area is divided into 2 districts. When an issue arises that affects us, we now have to contact both reps. Decisions about
homelessness, crime, safety, traffic, new developments etc. are now split between CD 4 and CD 10. We need to be under one umbrella organization.
Yes, our district shouldn’t be reaching all the way to mid city
My community is affected by the lack of work being done to provide housing for the homeless population. Houseless folks set up camp on neighborhood sidewalks, then are forcibly removed. It is sad to see
and they have nowhere to go. I also feel that my community is significantly impacted by the lack of public parking and the increase of people. Most residents in my community are required to park on the
street, yet street parking is overtaken by patrons of the nearby businesses. Parking is always an issue and I would like to see resident parking permits implemented.
Toluca Lake belongs in the same Distrct as Studio City which similar qualities and demographics particularly in comparison to the bulk of CD4 to the South Hollywood and other communities See above
Yes, the council district should better encompass the area of Cahuenga Pass/Studio City/Toluca Lake that is within a 10 minute walk of that station. It would also make sense for the same council district to
include areas which are similarly served by the North Hollywood station. The city makes decisions that can negatively impact the quality of life for people who use this transportation resource. City officials sit
on the metro board. City officials choose what kinds of housing or businesses are be built in the area. City officials choose if the area has access to complementary transportation resources like shade on
sidewalks from trees, bike lanes, safe street crossings, etc...
I'm a supporter of creating more council districts for more council seats. As it stands currently, the current council member Bonin practically represents the entire west side. I am a supporter of Bonin as well
but maybe not having the district and the other districts be so all-encompassing and so strangely drawn would be fairer to the people of Los Angeles. We have had a lot of great changes thanks to the council
in the past few years. Adding bike lanes on Venice Blvd was a huge plus and I would love to see more of that kind of action across the district and the city. By adding these bike lanes, it has made a safer
community by having a space for bicyclists to ride without getting hurt.
It's absurd that CD-4 includes communities on both sides of the Hollywood Hills; the local economies of Los Feliz and Sherman Oaks have next to nothing to do with each other. It might make sense to
arrange a district around access to the Red Line, but that's clearly not what anyone had in mind; Studio City and downtown are not parts of CD-4, the former rather conspicuously.
This community should stay within the same council district We are perhaps most affected by the homelessness crisis. We have been the dumping ground for the most of the city's problems. The city council
does not seem to value the quality of life issues in our community.
I have no idea either way.
Yes, I would be thrilled to have the entirety of my neighborhood represented by one council district. Because the vast majority lies within CD-4, I think our small portion of Silver Lake that sits east of the Silver
Lake Reservoir should be rolled into CD-4. Our community is very active with the neighborhood council and city council as well. We’re passionate about a wide range of issues, and especially considerate of
the treatment of our unhoused neighbors.
YES. We need way more than 15 districts with a population of over 10.04 million people. I'm annoyed by how we're just sweeping the unhoused and not putting them in hotels or making permanent housing
for them and other low-income folks. No one seems concerned about what's going to happen when the eviction moratorium ends and rent is too high to move anywhere in this county.
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I think that regardless of district DTLA should be contained within ONE district and not divided between two or more. Our significant economic output and tax base will make it a desirable target for
partitioning, but this would inflict significant damage on our community by depriving it of much-needed resource allocation required to sustain growth and development. Unfortunately, it is widely perceived that
despite our rapid--and accelerating--development, DTLA is vastly underserved in terms of City resources despite our increasing contributions to the tax base. For example, the level of LAPD deployment in
DTLA now is exactly the same as it was in 1998, yet we now have FIVE TIMES the population! We are also disproportionately negatively effected by the homelessness disaster, and it is also widely perceived
that the rest of Los Angeles would much prefer to use us as a sort of dumping ground. This is patently unacceptable. We want real change, and real support!
No, terminate the Neighborhood Councils I don't trust any councilmembers - they support George Gascon
The DTLA community should stay together in any redrawing of district lines. I believe we should revise our council district boundaries to be included with other dense, urban neighborhoods more similar to
ours. We are currently in the same district as neighborhoods that are heavily residential, which can often cause communities to have drastically different, even conflicting interests and stances on topics such
as development and public green spaces. Examples of some neighborhoods that would make sense to be in a common district include Westlake, Koreatown, Fairfax, Melrose, and Melrose Hill. Our
community is moderately engaged with the City, however the residential population of DTLA is often overlooked in priorities compared to the business/commerical stakeholders of the community, or the
stakeholders within the neighboring communities of both the same and other districts. The probable reason is that other communities have existed for longer thus are more established in their relationship with
City Council.
Downtown thrives by staying together Services we need are better distributed at one time, to have the most impact.
No, because even though my immediate area is not very diverse, and other smaller areas of CD 3 are not very diverse, together as an aggregate the district is diverse. Diversity allows for more efficient and
productive ideas for communities to progress. My immediate community would strongly benefit from beautification projects planned on Sherman way by the transit station, LA River master plan, homeless
outreach to clean up streets, and sidewalk repairs in general. I also think the area would benefit from more neighborhood watch programs with LAPD. However, although I have had conversations with
neighbors where they obviously have ideas or complaints, I have noticed they do not know how to make their voices heard to the city or district.
Yes. I am part of CD14 and have felt kinship with the other parts of Eagle Rock and I'm glad that the (former) city is all in one neighborhood. However, I find it very strange that CD1 somewhat snakes around
CD14. There is a specific issue for my address, because, like many on my street, we are part of Eagle Rock and are covered by the ERNC. However, our zip code is 90065, which representatives
automatically associate as being part of Glassell Park. My email got automatically given to Gil Cedillo's team, but their district does not represent my home address (which is frustrating, since I have to
explicitly seek out Eagle Rock information). However, culturally, we do have a lot in common with Glassell Park, Highland Park, and our neighbors west. If it were up to me, I would make our Council District
include: Eagle Rock, Highland Park, Silverlake, Los Feliz, Atwater, Frogtown, part of downtown (Broadway/Arts/Chinatown). In short, I feel like El Sereno, East LA (the parts of CD14 the wind down the East
along the LA River/Figueroa) should be together as an Eastern district, the aforementioned communities as a Northeastern district. Eagle Rock has a history of being active in city affairs and trying to increase
maintain its identity. We successfully campaigned for Take Back the Boulevard and look forward to the improvements that result from the campaign. Currently, there is some division regarding Metro's bus
proposal that would bisect the community--however, there disagreement is about the future of the community and preserving its feel (similar to the contentious discussions in CD 4). I would classify our
relationship as generally positive.
We are frustrated beyond belief. The mentally ill/substance abuse that is permitted to run rampant is a scandal. The escalating crime, shoplifting, violence, break ins has got to be addressed and fixed! I pat
market rate rent and feel like I live in the slums of Calcutta.
NO Our community is older single family homes and mostly affordable older apartments. We are not part of the CD4 entertainment community nor the Hollywood Hillside, Studio City or other points going
northeast or east of us. We recreate in the areas to the west and southwest of us.
Yes. As a more mountain community, it feels that the current CD3 council and the issues they address are related to the neighborhoods to the north of Ventura Blvd. The neighborhoods within the hills need
differing issues addressed including repair of crumbling mountain streets, additional fire safety personnel, environmental management and patrol, addition of playgrounds, and wildlife education services. The
community is affected by policy decisions in regards to how services are distributed in regards to police, fire, and sanitation. Being a part of a smaller district would allot our community to have more of those
services available. The same policies decided for larger areas such as downtown are also applied to our quieter, smaller neighborhoods which require and address dramatically different needs to a community
like ours that is situated amongst wildlife and open spaces.
I think the city council district is currently fine as is only slight changes should be made The homeless crisis and crime problem has been growing recently and more action is needed to help the people
suffering as a result
No No idea
No our boundaries should remain the same. Many policy decisions are not fully vetted associated with hillside issues particularly areas with substandard hillside streets in Very severe fire hazard zones, and
significant ecological areas. We are concerned about density and how it affects ingress and egress, over promotion of tourism in our fragile surroundings. The densification of the flats and the new illogical
building state bills are not helpful to safety issues and quality of life. Our city is not listening to the people and what they want, they are listening only to the developers. The city does not accept the reality that
most homeless need institutional assistance and drug counseling rather than a home. Most of the city's policies ignore the safety of citizens.
DTLA needs to stay intact as one CD
no Neighbors have or are currently on the neighborhood council. We communicate with our councilperson. We are involved with the Neighborhood Watch. We donate money and time to keeping our
neighborhood clean and free of crime. We are involved with political issues that directly affect us.
Yes, absolutely!! The current districts literally make ZERO sense. Neighborhoods shouldn't be broken up, first of all. Second of all, the values of each of our burrows, if you will, should be taken into
consideration. For example, parts of SHERMAN OAKS being in the same district as parts of SILVERLAKE is insane. They are both geographically and culturally entirely distinct and have much more in
common with their surrounding neighborhoods than they do each other. ?? I don't totally understand this. We are all impacted by the actions of CC.
No creo que el distrito esta en el lugar correcto. mi comunidad no esta divida en otros distritos y no quiero que se divida. Se necesita mas recursos para la vivienda y apoyar a los homeless para que tengan
lugar donde vivir. tambien que recojan la basura mas rapido se acumulo mucho
Creo que se tiene que hacer diferencia entre el distrito 10 y 1 solamente ir una cuadra ya es distrito 10 pero mientras ago muchas actividades en el 10 yo vivo en el 1 Hay problemas de parking, y de la
vivienda sobre la supervision de utilidades. cobran para hacer supervision pero nunca se ve que la ciudad este implementando las regulaciones . hay basura en toda la comunidad y la ciudad tiene que
limpiar mas frequentemente
Yes, downtown is currently divided among 3 council districts, it would be ideal to have one councilmember representing the unique needs of downtown as a whole The patchwork nature of the current council
districts results in patchwork advocacy - it becomes difficult to unite three council members (with interests in other parts of the city), and I believe it's time for DTLA to have one, unified voice representing its
interests
Creo que esta bien en el distrito donde estoy toda la comunidad esta en el distrito Cambios en la comunidad no pasan tan rapido. se necesitan luzez en l olympic hasta la pico porque no hay luz en la noche.
tambien que limpien las calles, arreglen las calles, la basura, hay homeless que necesitan apoyo para un lugar donde vivir
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No, creo que esta bien en el distrito 1 Muchas personans viven en apartmentos llenos sin espacio porque la renta es muy alta, tambien la ciudad no recoje a tiempo la basura y se llena los callejones de
basura, Muchas personas sin vivienda necessitan apoyo de la ciudad para encontrar vivienda, salud, y tambien los parques necesitan estar limpios pero para ayudar a los homeless con cualquier necesidad
que tengan.
n/a The city has stronger understanding of redistricting in the area. Our community would like more accessible information to these meetings. Our community did census outreach to help assure we are
counted in the CENSUS.
Yes! We need a representative focused on the unique needs of LA’s fastest growing and most urban neighborhoods. Downtown has long been an afterthought. A place for jobs and containment but not
residents. The City has been very slow to respond to the needs of the growing residential population. We need better DASH routes, more parks, and more schools. And we need an area that focuses those
things just in downtown. Amenities added to current districts may, but usually don’t, benefit downtown.
I believe we have a stronger voice as a unified district 14 along with Eagle Rock, China Town, DTLA and East LA. We are most concerned about public safety and homelessness.
Downtown LA should be in a single council district and not split between multiple districts. Dividing downtown into multiple council districts dilutes our ability to vote as bloc of people with common interests
and influence council election outcomes thereby depressing the voice of downtown voters I do not think most Angelenos have shifted their thinking about downtown LA since its resurgence in the past two
decades. Many people still see it as a dumping ground for homeless and addicts and a place you race through on your way somewhere else. Example: The recent destructive riots that occurred after Dodgers
and Lakers victories suggest that no one at city hall stopped to consider the impact this would have on us. Downtown is not just a bunch of parking lots anymore. People have chosen to live here and build
their lives here and downtown should have a single person to represent us.
If the population balancing permits it, Mt. Washington neighborhood could be added to District 13 - to which we already join on one side. Frankly the street repair and overall cleanliness seem to be better in
District 13 than in District 1-- all things being equil. It would be an easy annexation to District 13. The most frequent and important the entire Mt. Washington Community has with the City relates to new
housing construction in its Planning Department, and the departments that enforce (often do NOT enforce) the conditions to building, haul routes,etc. Mt. Washington is at great risk of wild fires-- and the City
must recognize that or it will effect the lives of Mt. Washington living people.
Splitting DTLA into several different districts would dilute the Downtown community’s ability to vote as a bloc and influence the outcome of any of the council district elections. This would suppress the voice of
Downtown voters. We need 1, 9 and 14 to become one! We need one DTLA representative with the expertise of the community’s needs to ensure one unified vision. This gives DTLA residents the ability to
elect a representative of their choice.
I believe that DTLA should be combined into one district We are very involved and love the community. We would love to make sure that we have an increase of safety patrols in the neighborhood and
dedication from the City to make our neighborhood beautiful.
No because I feel the CD 1 boundaries right now are representative of the demographics of my geographical location; I would not support that the Westlake area be divided up. The relationship with my
community is unstable because it is not easy to provide input to the city council and feels a little transactional. I feel other families in my community share the same sentiment.
I value the diversity in my community. I believe the council district lines should stay the same in order to keep the diversity that my community identifies with. I know the city provides some services and
resources to the community, my community knows who our city representatives are, we understand they consider our needs even if they can’t fix it. My community understands that the city council tries to
engage us by putting events to hear our concerns. At the same time, I feel that community does not have a relationship with being reached out to provide community our concerns in a way that leads to policy
decisions. For example, a number of families have voiced out at events that our parks need more attention and support, however I do not feel this has translated to policy decisions or at least I have not been
informed about this.
I think the city council district should contain all of Westlake and not be split into different ones so that the area of my community is a focus to address communities issues.
Our council district boundaries should conform with the boundaries of downtown Los Angeles Our community's relationship with the city is through our councilman, who represents diverse neighborhoods
within his district. Our community requires advocacy by a representative of our community only. Downtown is large enough and important enough to the city of Los Angeles to have it's own voice.
Yes, DTLA should all be n a single CD, like the old “Great 9th” of Gilbert Lindsey days. Because DTLA has been divided into multiple CDs we lack a cohesive voice in the City and are lumped together with
areas with completely different needs and interests (e.g., Highland Park, Eagle Rock)
Yes, we need all of DTLA to be combined into one district. Splitting it into several different districts dilutes the residents' ability to vote as a bloc and influence the outcome of any of the council district
elections. This would suppress the voice of Downtown voters which is not just and fair. We reach out to our city councilman often to engage and ask for support for our neighborhood.
Yes I'm very politically involved, but I spend more time thinking about what mitch o'farrel is doing (since that affects my parks) than I do Gil Cedillo. I don't think I even know what Gil Cedillo looks like.
HLP should be returned to the original shape in the 70s where so many young men died in Vietnam I feel totally disconnected with the "HistoricHLP" NC. thusly with the council. I go to them for help in finding
a place to live as a senior in HLP and they are unable to help.
Mi comunidad es mayor latinos, y me gustaría que uniera más vigilancia para todos
Weshould have someone who cares None
No I don't believe there should be a change to my council district boundaries. The community is very concerned about the crime and homelessness and feel that there is not enough police presence.
Additionally, community members would like to see more tax payer funds allocated towards reducing crime and providing significant resources to address the homeless crisis.
No
Yes. We need to get rid of weird gerrymandered shapes. Yes sometimes this means you can't get the people you want elected, but in general you will get more representative people, and it balances out,
both left and right will reduce their ability to force elections. I recommend a computer be used and you minimize the area of circles that circumscribe each region. It is a large population who want an urban
environment.
We need to change our view on what we mean by "boundaries". When viewed from an ecological operative, anthropocentrically marked boundaries only contribute to raise the toxic level of self-justification.
We need to take care of rivers and aquifers as moving boundaries which benefit communities on both sides, ecologically, culturally, and eco-poetically, I might add. The saga of the City against its public
issues continues because we have not weaned from our duality-based decision making. For example, cleaning up after the homeless is ok for a moment but it does not permanently solve the problem of
eradicating the object of its intention. The problem is not the trash; it is the people. Like the river operative, we need to focus on people's inner skill to relationally determine boundaries which are sustainable,
both for them and their environment. They may not clean up right away overnight, but they may at least take our their trash in a "public" spot because they care about their "private" space where they can
cultivate their human dignity.
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Absolutely not. We as a community have through the years had relations with CD14, from before Jan Perry and Jose Huizar. Institutions within the Arts District also have roots and relations with Little Tokyo.
Additionally Little Tokyo has ties with Boyle Heights, historically and currently as BH has a long history with Japanese Americans and their connection with Little Tokyo. We in Little Tokyo have worked years
with CD14, developed relationships--business and friendships, to break them would be antithetical to building communities and thus a vibrant, active city. The City Council, has been, IMHO, a fair partner to
Little Tokyo, although the unhoused support and boundaries aren't supportive/helpful. We are neighbors to City Hall and should be treated and respected as such.
Please do not change the boundaries. We have invested a great deal of time building a relationship with Kevin de Leon. He is in tune with out community needs. Process has been made on many levels to
help the community. We have focused our efforts on the current boundaries of our community. Changing those boundaries or redistricting would negatively impact the momentum of progress and place us at
square one in determine community needs and refocusing efforts. We have spent too much time to take a giant step backward. We greatly depend on Mt De Leon’s office to communicate our needs snd keep
our interests in the forefront. We are satisfied with his leadership and work closely with his representatives in our district to make positive changes for the betterment of our community. I would like tho gs to
remain as they are so as not to disrupt progress being made.
I am not familiar with all of the boundaries but believe that one district will probably give us a greater voice. Many of the issues being addressed by the City and the City Council have to do with covid or the
homeless. There are many more issues to be discussed liked quality of life in the 14th district which has diminished since covid.
Not at this time. I attended this meeting about splitting up district 14 and believe it should not be split. I somewhat agree with speaker Rick Nordine, the first speaker about not splitting the district. I am part of
the Santa Fe Art Colony, a creative community in Los Angeles, which Kevin De Leon has had a strong relationship with for years.
Less Gerrymandering We have town hall meetings.
I think the lines in my community should stay the same because we have diversity and some of areas are also represented in other districts. I think the city can improve how they prioritize engagement with
community groups that have more barriers to be able to participate more in city council actions.
No. Our community needs to together, not broken up. We have an eiruv to carry on the Sabbath and our places of worship are located within walking distance of our homes since we can't drive on Sabbath
and holidays. The city has been very kind to accomodate our needs. We need representation for our community as a whole, not in bits and pieces.
No , there are many concerns that are being taken care of now Very helpful
no. please leave them all under district 5 we are very happy with the city but will not be if they break up the district.
The district boundary should remain the same. It is obvious that the proposed changes are to divide our ethnic community and its influence over matters that concern it. I don't know, but the proposed changes
look like Gerrymandering to me.
No. Because we are a minority group, but want to have a voice to be heard. We try to work with the city in areas of crime prevention and other public issues.
NO, I would like Crenshaw Manor to remain in Council District 10, but would like to see the other half of the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza moved to CD10 vs half of the mall in CD8. And would like to see
Baldwin Hills Estates moved into CD10 since this is one of the communities along with Leimert Park that we alliance with on most issues. We have a strong relationship with Council District 10. They help the
communities with many issues and we support many of the decision made by the CD10.
NO, we are best as a community with shared interests We have found that we are a voice that is heard and respected
Keep us together with our like minded brethren Hopefully we are a voice in the city and very active politically
No, please do not change our district boundaries, our bond with the other committees is wonderful Leimert, ECWA & the Baldwin Hill Mall the connection is very easy. We help each & share information to
help each other. Crenshaw Manor community relationship with City is known , there is a respect for each & we help each. No one always agree on everything & it is okay to disagree.
This area should be apart of CD-15 as it is the direct gateway to the Harbor, LAX, and most annexes. Please note that this area between Grand Avenue East/Figueroa West and Imperial has highly valued
real estate and Figueroa Street School could easily become a well-respected magnet school. Our current council person rarely interacts and for some reason we were formerly part of CD-15 with great
rapport and resources and were assigned to CD-8 that has limited concerns about the community issues in its boundaries.
Not sure. I am happy being in CD 14. CD 14 has always been very active and concerned with decisions made by the Concil.
To include these all under CD-5 rather than breaking of any away from it. Parking exemptions during holidays, community eruv (religious boundary for carrying on Sabbath), arrangements for elimination of
leven prior to Passover, physical protection of synagogues, religious schools and other facilities, and those who use them, and numerous other considerations relevant to the ability of the community to safely
and effectively carry out its religious obligations and provide for its general social and cultural life.
NO!!!!! City Councilman Lee represents the values of our area. We are an R1 zone area and want to remain that way. Other than Councilman Lee, the City Council is at war with us and our area!!!!!
YES. I believe that CD4 and CD13 should be condensed into one, and that Studio City/Sherman Oaks/ should share a district with North Hollywood/Encino and more of the valley neighborhoods. Our
concerns are different, and we are far enough from each other geographically that resources are difficult to share. I believe that Los Feliz, Echo Park, the Hollywood Hills and Atwater should share a district. It
would border Laurel Canyon to the west, Glendale/Angelino Heights to the east, Santa Monica blvd to the south, and the Cahuenga Pass to the north. We currently only have 2 LAPD patrols for our area (Los
Feliz, Silver Lake, Atwater) and more crime than can be addressed by these resources. We are stretched thin for sanitation, leaving our streets filthy and community trash cans overflowing. Our City Council
member's team is overwhelmed, having to allocate resources to both the valley side of the district as well as the southern side, and so much of what would seem to be in our district is actually CD13 that
coordinating care for the unhoused, addicted and mentally ill is impossible. Many feel that we are shouldering too much burden for creating supportive housing (ie the large Bridge Housing center on Los Feliz
and Riverside), but in actuality we are not providing our share (see: Sherman Oaks/Studio City) due to our district's misshapen boundaries.
Definitely. The community of Hancock Park/Windsor Square is more continguous with Beverly Grove and Beverly Hills than parts east of Western and North of Santa Monica Blvd (east of Hollywood). Spotty
with our current Councilperson. Way more aligned with the last two councilpersons before our current councilperson.
Yes, just change our Councilman Kevin de Leon. The homeless situation is out of control and the City seems helpless to solve the proble.
Yes, Highland Park is part of D1 and D14 and I think all of Highland Park should be part of the same district. There are tiny homes being built in Highland Park and there was no outreach done in the
community.
No, leave it as it is. Want to recall call Useless Bonin. Terrible. Worthless.
The lines just seem discombobulated. I would be more interested I’m what drives the decisions to put a line in district in the middle of a street, etc It’s strange. There seems to be those who believe that the
neighborhood should never change and it should remain the same as it was in 1974. Then there are those like me who welcome change and want the area to move forward and be modern with a mix of
people. We are literally a couple miles from downtown outside of communities like Pasadena and San Marino, so why we not more reflective of those communities instead being what it is today. I lived in
West Hollywood for over 20 years. The changes there since I left 5 years ago make some areas unrecognizable and modern. I don’t understand why this isn’t happening here.
Yes, remove Los Feliz and Silver Lake homeowner areas. Change boundaries to be more uniform. We get neglected
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Ensure that the distric contains the Pico/Robertson/Beverlywood , Beverly-Fairfax, west end of Hancock Park, and Valley Village within its' boundaries.
I don't believe District 10's boundaries should change. 10 of the 35 HPOZ zones in the city of Los Angeles are fully or partially located in our City Council District 10. We have a shared common interest in
maintaining the architecture and culture. City Council 10 has been very supportive of the HPOZs and I strongly hope to see those relationships maintained. Again, I've lived in my home for 20 years. I strongly
value my community.
We should remain in CD4 as we have been for many decades. Our residential and business interests are strongly identified with Hollywood, the Hollywood Hills, and the entertainment industry. In fact, one of
our hillside streets is Fredonia, named after the famous Marx Brothers' 1933 comedy "Duck Soup," which noted their location as "Freedonia."
We work harmoniously and in close cooperation with all of our sister organizations in the Hollywood Hills and in CD4 (Hollywood Dell, Los Feliz, Toluca Lake, Hollywood Knolls, etc.). We have been wellserved by our Council representatives and have worked with our CD4 Councilmember for many years. In fact we just recently had meetings with our new CD4 CM Nithya Raman and her staff. CPPOA and
the Cahuenga Pass community has worked for many years with our City Council and County representatives, and we have been well-represented during that time. We are on a extremely friendly and
cooperative relationship with our sister organizations in the area, all the way to Los Feliz and Woodland Hills. We believe that our input to our City Council and County Board of Supervisors has resulted in a
better quality of life for all of us here in the Cahuenga Pass.
Thank you for the opportunity to let you know about our community and our belief that we should remain in Council District 4.
No. CD13 has been instrumental in maintaining our wonderful equestrian community and has always supported the K Zone overlay which makes it possible for our horses to be here. Hopefully the City will
have the vision to see how vital and important the horses are to Atwater-- from the privately owned horses to incredible non-profit leadership programs like Taking the Reins for teenage girls, to the Police
horses too. We all form a diverse yet cohesive community of Angelenos with a shared bond that transcends any differences we have-- which makes our neighborhood and city better.
No We need to keep the equestrian community with access to the Park and along the river er more.
Emos tenido una buena relación con Mitch o' farrell desde que a sido encargado del distrito 13 el nos prohebe todo el material para tener limpia nuestra comunidad a disminuido el vandalismo el a hecho
tener una una buena relación con la Policía northridge
no--this is historic and a little bit of heaven in the center of the city We are a passionate and compassionate group of people and animals we are proud that you have declared us a the equestrian area-please,
God , keep us that way
Encino, Tarzana and Sherman Oaks and parts of Studio city all share common problems. Jet noise, traffic and the same Planning Review board for our main artery Ventura Blvd. Encino is a neglected step
child that has to organize intensley to get needed action on problems. Our Councilman is much mor committed to helping the Westside.
No, unless it concerns natural boundaries, we would benefit more by channel that money to educate ourselves and bond as a community and co-mmunicate with other communities as a greater LA
community. We are a neighborhood of responsible citizens, minding our own affairs, e.g., taking care of daily chores, yet thoughtfully vigilant of our surrounding neighbors, near and afar, if and when they are
in need that's human. Our needs are not great, but we are grateful of what the City could offer to live sanely and safely each day, e.g. that our trash is picked up, drinking water is running, public transportation
is available to the carless folks, streets are safe, etc. I trust that any decisions made by the City Council is aimed to maintain and sustain the vital rhythm of simple daily life without any self-interest on the part
of any elected officials, who need not to get burnt out outdoing themselves. Gratefully yours. Keiko T. Miller
Maybe Palms could be included in another district. But no, I don't think our boundaries should be changed. We try very hard to communicate with our Councilman's office and really appreciate the dialogue we
share with his Planning Deputy Daniel Skolnick. The decisions City Council makes have a strong influence on our community especially now as the Specific Plan for Westwood Village is being reviewed. We
want to be sure that real estate pressure to remove FAR limits on the Village does not get approved. The Village is the cornerstone of the character of this area and we are committed to protecting it. City
Council will hopefully be a real ally in this process.
Please don't change CD13 because they know how best to handle the equestrian community that is such a wonderful part of our neighborhood! Thank you. We want to protect the wonderful equestrian
community that has long been established in this area.
I believe that the Palms area south of National Blvd has very little in common with the rest of the Council District because Palms is mostly rentals. It should be moved into a district where its interests are more
aligned. The population area of Encino is more aligned with other neighborhoods in Council District 5.
We are affected by City Council policy decisions that do not support continuous improvement of our communities. We need our Council District to be cohesive so our Councilmember can appropriately
represent our interests in making City policy. For the past 20 years we have had an on-going relationship with our Councilmember and wish to continue this excellent working relationship so we can continue
to share our thoughts about public policy and and policy decisions.
My strong position is not to change the boundaries of CD 13. My restaurant has been in Los Angeles for 81 years. It attracts residents from throughout the City and every action taken by the City Council. It is
imperative CD 13's boundaries do not change.
No, I believe our communities should remain intact, which will allow the communities to continue to be represented, especially with the housing crisis happening in these communities. Many of these
communities are struggling to stay in the neighborhood. Our community has always worked closely with the current council member who has shown great support for our communities. We want to continue
working with the present city council representative to ensure our communities needs are being met.
Changing this feels like gerrymandering I don’t cars for the way our city counselor demonized our past city councelor
No. Satisfied with the leadership and services we are currently receiving We are an active neighborhood and are sensitive to policies that affect us
Little Armenia is a part of the greater Hollywood Area and should be represented by one district. CD13 has represented Armenian-Americans exceptionally well and continues to support Armenian-American
organizations in the district. We are excited for the Little Armenia Gateway Project and we know that Little Armenia benefits from being in this dynamic district. PLEASE KEEP US IN CD13 AND KEEP THE
DISTRICT AS IT IS AS MUCH AS POSSIBLE.
No changes are needed - unless they were to be expanded! Policy decisions by the City Council can either destroy or support our unique and dynamic neighborhood. Our neighborhood is is special in. Los
Angeles, California and the whole USA. Keep us alive.
I believe that the Palms area south of National Blvd has very little in common with the rest of the Council District because Palms is mostly rentals. It should be moved into a district where its interests are more
aligned. The population area of Encino is more aligned with other neighborhoods in Council District 5. Our Councilman has worked very hard with our community in trying to keep our own community as a
single family neighborhood with similar values. We are affected by City Council policy decisions that do not support continuous improvement of our communities. We need our Council District to be cohesive
so our Councilmember can appropriately represent our interests in making City policy. For the past 20 years we have had an on-going relationship with our Councilmember and wish to continue this excellent
working relationship so we can continue to share our thoughts about public policy and and policy decisions.
I currently live in a diverse city council district, and am very alarmed at the proposed redistricting. My neighborhood is being cut off from other, similar neighborhoods and being folded into other
neighborhoods consisting almost entirely of affluent homeowners. I fully support my current council member, Nithya Raman, and have found her office to be very responsive to my requests.
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It is my family’s wish that we no longer be part of CD1 and that we are made part of CD13 as most of our lives are spent toiling and patronizing businesses towards Echo Park, Silver Lake, Elysian Park.
CD13 is where we go to restaurants, get our haircuts, wash our clothes, do our grocery shopping, take our children to play, etc. It would help us not feel disjointed if we could reach out to CD13 feeling part of
it to improve our immediate community. My community relationship with the City is good in general, though nonexistent with CD1 (where Angelino Heights theoretically belongs). But my relationship with
CD13 is excellent because we have more issues in common that greatly impact my family’s and immediate neighbor’s lives. Decisions made in CD13 are more relevant to Angelino Heights because of the
proximity and common interests on the north side of the Hollywood Fwy. That is where we live, work and play. Angelino heights has great momentum with CD13 working on keeping our side of LA clean, safe,
accessible and secured for stakeholders and visitors. Please change Angelino Heights to be part of CD13 along with Echo Park and Elysian Park. Do it for our children who deserve to feel safe. 
No. We bond in our close neighborhoods. We attend the same schools, churches & visit the same markets, restaurants, stores. We get to know each other because of proximity. We are part of Los Angeles
and have a neighborhood council to represent us. The decisions made by Los Angeles City Council will determine the regulations we need to follow, the quality of life, the environment we live in, how are tax
dollars are spent and other things. We live in an close area & have common concerns & needs. Therefore we should be a close district, not a district that is spread apart.
No, this is taking us backward. I have been here for over twenty years, and I do not want my property to lose value. Whose idea is this anyway? LA is getting worse by the minute. I already own property in
West Palm Beach, Florida. My family is on the brink of moving away if this insanity moves forward. I want to be part of Granada Hills and Northridge; they are practically next door to me. Why would I want to
group with Sylmar? We are within a block of Granada Hills and Northridge; we share a zip code with Northridge 91343 have been here for over twenty years, and I do not want my property to lose value.
91343 - NORTH HILLS, NORTHRIDGE, CA - California ZIP ...
Woodland Hills and Warner Center have more in common with Council District 12 and should be reassigned to that district for better representation. We are consistently ignored by a politically-driven City
Councilman who fails to respond to pleas from the community and seems to go out of his way to destroy our quality of life. Please move us to District 12, where will have more responsive and caring Council
representation.
Yes. Venice has little in common with Pacific Palisades and CD-11 is simply too large to be reasonably represented by one person. We should be included in a new council district. We are a containment
zone for people experiencing homelessness, addiction, where most crime other than murder is known to be permitted. We are without representation and lack basic protections for human life.
YES! Makes more sense for this area to be part of CD 12 where our needs as taxpayers would be met by a more responsive and caring councilperson. As it is now, we have NO representation on the City
Council. We receive absolutely no benefit being part of Council District 3. Businesses are failing, the infrastructure (sidewalks, roads, etc.) are in horrible shape. Not enough public money going to public
safety services. No effort at all is made by the CD3 councilman to help the vast majority of law-abiding, taxpaying residents and businesses in this area. The CD3 councilman only is beholden to one interest
group, the ever-growing transient population and their representatives (the ACLU, the homeless advocates, the anti-business, anti-taxpayer groups). CD12 representation would give the vast majority of
residents a voice.
No Not very good. We are actually small community separated from Council District. We should be part of LAX
Motion CF 21-0350 will restrict access to parks and beaches. And make them less safe
Not sure
Pacific Palisades and Brentwood do not do their fair share regarding the homeless. Separation may be indicated. Venice is a part of LA
No, our community needs to be kept together so that we have a say in how things happen at LAX that directly affect us. Unfortunately our relationship with our current councilman is lacking. There is little
listening to the people of Westchester and what they want in their community.
NO. A great many of our residents study at UCLA, work at UCLA or are associated with the Westwood and Pico business areas. We have 2 areas of TOC developments along our major boundaries that has
greatly affected our density, we are the most dense area of the Westside and a great diversity in our community. Our R-1 area has always been known as the "starter community" for the westside for those
that are seeking entry into homeownership at a more affordable price. Our community has NO OPEN space and have been promised it for over 40 years, therefore use of our streets for recreation and events
has become a hallmark of our community. The decisions regarding increased density have had a disproportionate affect on our community because we are surrounded by the 10 freeway, the 405 and now
major traffic on Overland, Sepulveda, National and Palms Blvds. We have non stop gridlock and health consequences to the increased traffic impacts. We tend to be overlooked and ignored by the City
Council although being a part of CD 5 has improved our access to city leaders because we are not competing with the higher income, more protected and favored communities further west.
CD 11 is too large, that is obvious but Westchester must be kept whole. Westchester is the home of LAX, dividing Westchester in any way will show prejudice towards LAWA over community residents.
No I do not believe my CD boundaries should be changed My Community's interest have largely been ignored by our current Council Member
change unnecessary We are greatly impacted by LAX decisions from the noise, pollution, traffic; we are a cut through to the rest of the Westside from the South Bay, we are limited in open space and the
beaches are a key asset.
I sometimes think that Westchester dominates Playa del Rey, although they are quite different politically. We are in a constant battle to prevent out-of-scale development and commercialization. All are
dependent on City Council approval.
Not sure, but smaller is always better! Too much influence by and from the City Council. Decisions made for and by large corporations especially in the property development of our community
No. Ladera is a strip of land that ties underground utilities to LAX. Transferring Ladera to another Council District can impact these utilities as well as the residents attitudes to maintaining favorable
relationships with LAX.
Yes. Realistically, it should extend from the 405 Freeway to Clybourne Avenue, as there is a shared mainstreet in the form of Ventura Boulevard. Mullholland Drive should be the Southern Boundary to
connect the isolated mountain homes of Studio City and Sherman Oaks. These extensions consolidate the Southeast Valley under the control of people who actually live within the Valley, rather than leave
Sherman Oaks within CD 4, which is much closer to Stufio City than it is to Sherman Oaks. The shape of CD 4 (and 5 for that matter) is downright comical. Not continuous in the slightest. I believe my
community would benefit greatly from initiatives like slow streets, complete streets, and an expansion of transit oriented development zones, especially around the Orange Line and Red Line stations. As I
have only begun to interact with my neighborhood council in June, I’m still unsure of their relationship with the City as a whole.
I believe that removing West Hills from the CD-3 in the last re-districting was a bad idea. It was Reseda that should have been removed since that portion of the CD-3 has less to do with the primary areas of
Woodland Hills, Warner Center, Canoga Park, Tarzana and Winnetka. Apparently the only justification for keeping 1/2 of Reseda in the CD-3 is that the small section is the site of the CD-3 offices and
municipal building. The personality, interests, goals, and mindset of that area have very little to do with the needs, interests, concerns and viewpoints of the true West Valley. At this point in time, the overall
City government hardly knows we exist. We are at the tail end of every service and/or benefit and most of the other areas still think of us as either "suburb of Calabasas," or as an area of decaying farms and
shopping malls. The focus of LA has always been on the central City and not on the outer edges.
Yes. We need more access to better job opportunities, schools, public parks, hospitals, clinics, social services. There is a lot of air pollution due to the LADWP Sun Valley Generating Plant that is leaking
Methane gas. City officials have done nothing about it!
17913 Martha Street 17913 Martha Street
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Yes. We want more access to higher paying jobs, hosipitals, medical clinics, parks and open-space. The current council district boundaries does not repreent us well. Our relationship with the city council is in
poor health. Our city council does not do enough to improve the quality of life for our community. The LADWP Power Generating Plant in Sun Valley is polluting methane gas and the city and the LADWP has
not done anything about it. We feel like we're being ignored by our city officials.
I believe that West Hills - the section south of Roscoe, has historically been a part of CD 3. It was taken completely out of CD 3 during the last election. I want to be in CD 3 again where I believe is my
community of interest for more than 44 years. West Hills shares the Topanga Police Station with Canoga Park and Woodland Hills. In the past, before the Topanga Station was built, the north part of West
Hills was served by Devonshire Division, and the south part of West Hills was served by West Valley. It is my opinion that the CD Council Office is more engaged with Devonshire Division because it is more
centered in their District. West Hills is closer to the CD 3 Council Office and to both the Topanga Station and the West Valley Station than Devonshire Division.
Not sure NA
Yes. O.K.
please keep the GWNC in one council district. the NC system is rendered toothless when you divide NCs among different CDs we have an HPOZ, need streets repaired in concrete and need HPOZ upheld by
city planning
No We as a Community are already suffering from a lack of parking - and we believe that it's ADU's that are the cause
Currently, the LAPD assigns one radio car to Studio City, since the bulk of the North Hollywood division focuses on further north. This has been a concern for some time. Redistricting might help solve this
issue. Honestly, we're a bit forgotten. Naturally, there are more pressing concerns elsewhere, but at times it seems we're to middle child to CD2
Yes. Eliminate northern most sun valley. Not contiguous. Extend south to include all hillside area between Fulton and 101. We need more protection of hillside areas. Gerrymandered districts make this
difficult.
Partnership
No I think it represents studio city well I’m not sure the City considers us at all. In comparison to some communities they think we are doing well but lax laws, oversight and policing are affecting us negatively
CLEARLY Make all of Campo de Cahuenga part of Studio City. Make the slice of Universal City which is NOT on unincorporated County Land (facing Lankershim) a part of Studio City. "Tenuous" . Most of
the City staff do not understand that the foothills, the Hollywood Hills, Tujunga's or the Granada Hills, etc. infrastructure needs which are NOT all the same.
Possibly expand west to include Sherman Oaks It doesn’t make sense for some valley communities part of a city district. The needs are different. Transportation alone. I am still part of the City but many of
our needs differ from those south of the hills. Representation in council should reflect the community not half and half. Split districts are gerrymandering
South of Victory from Hollywood to Fulton Neighborhood in south East valley of Los Angeles
No N/A
No. Firstly, the LGBTQ+ community's struggle for equality is directly impacted by policy decisions, many of which can and will be impacted by redistricting in the years to come. This is well known in the
LGBTQ+ community, a community that has a long history of civic engagement and activism, fighting to secure the rights we rightfully deserve. This includes working with our local city councilmembers in Los
Angeles, our state legislators, and federal representatives to pass pro-equality legislation and policies that will help create a world that is healthy, just, and fully equal for all LGBTQ+ people.
Yes! To connect people of same educational level, I am college graduated and where I live, in the complex of 65 units, less than 10 percent has any education. Also homeowners need to be connected with
other owners, now many condos are rented in secret from the HOA, renters have different interest than owners and this creates very severe conflicts. None, no relationship.
I need to get better familiar with how the boundaries are currently drawn and what it means for my community. We established a good relationship with Karo in Krekorian's office during our opposition to
aforementioned development project opposition.
No Our community is being neglected by The City Counselor and Basic Public Services.
No. leave things as they are. From what I was told when I first moved to this neighborhood in 2009, that there had been a re-districting a little while before we became residents. If we did re-district, I think our
community should go back to being part of Toluca Lake, or become part of "East Burbank". North Hollywood, including the NoHo Arts district has a flavor and personality all its own. Why bother it to satisfy
developers? This is a question that would be best answered by a member of the Neighborhood Council - Northeast chapter
no affected greatly!
No Studio City is a community within the City of Los Angeles. All policies set by the city impact Studio City
No Studio City is a community within the City of Los Angeles. All LA policies affect Studio City.
Somewhat. Often bad.
Not sure what the boundaries are, but I have not heard any complaints either from the councilmember or other members of the community Both the Neighborhood Council (NCVV) and the Residents
Association (VVRA) rely extensively on the councilmember's office, both as a point of contact and often action when things go wrong or need fixing, and as a conduit to City Hall.
I think my District is too big for the Council to take care of all the needs of this community. We need more police officer to take care of our needs and services when we call.
We believe that Valley Village, Studio City and Sherman Oaks have a lot in common and should share the same Councilmember. We interact regularly. For instance, there is a tunnel that runs in-between
Valley Village and North Hollywood under the 170. It was recently opened up after years of being closed down. The city owns the tunnel, Metro owns the outside of the structure, so very close coordination is
going to be required to clean it up and get it closed again. The Council office assisted us in getting money for the arts-on-utility box project; sponsors the summer movie event; land-use, parking, unhomed
issues, as well as any quality-of-life issue.
I think it is fine. All in San Fernando Valley East. Good connection
Keep communities whole Hmm
yes, the council districts should not cross over from the valley to the westside. They should be blocks so the community can be represented. CD4 and CD5 should be redrawn so they do not cross over the
Santa Monica Mountains and be connected by a thread in some cases. Studio City needs support from the City to clean up the sidewalks and get the homeless the care they need.
The Southeast corner of the Valley should be represented by one district. It should not include the portion on the Northeast encompassing the San Fernando Rd. area. More of Sherman Oaks should be
added. My community contributes a significant amount to the City's budget, but does not get its fair share in return, such as police protection and street maintenance.
No. It's fine the way it is It would be affected in a negative way by a change of zoning to allow up to 8 units where one house now stands.
Uninterested attitude
No it’s important that our neighborhood is in North Hollywood because it is historically and in practice part of North Hollywood Los Angeles government is totally inadequate
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No. We abut CD13 which is a mess that I do not wish to be associated with - inherit their issues or try to solve them We used to have a surprisingly good City Council person - now not so much
No we have an active neighborhood council and residents association which keeps abreast of local issues and advocates on our communities’ behalf.
I need to study the situation more I am an individual so stop asking me about some group to which I belong -- that is "racist" in the broad sense of the word
Not a required answer. Not a required answer nor an appropriate question.
Needs to expand to Highland Ave. Non-performance to the community needs
We feel that we should be included in districts with hillside concerns similar to ours. For example, we have far more in common with adjacent Bel Air in CD5 than with more urban areas with specifically urban
concerns. Our hillside public safety issues can only be effectively addressed by representatives who are specifically educated in and dedicated to hillside issues and dangers. As we saw in the recent Bel Air
fires, the fire dangers to the hillside areas have the potential to impact the entire city. Our safety is directly affected by City Council. For years we were excluded from the HCR until former Councilmember Ryu
introduced the motion to extend the ordinance to cover our area. That ordinance, which has been approved by the City Council PLUM Committee in late October 2020, is currently languishing in Planning. We
need a strong advocate who can speak for us and fight for our safety.
CD4 is extremely spread out, with varying geographical and economic conditions. I'd like to review the options to make the district boundaries more homogenous. We feel neglected and ignored as far as
management of tourists that come to our area.
At this time I have not been told any reason why our district boundaries should change. I am open to hearing the reasons for such a change, but I am very concerned about altering the community we all love
and respect. In the past we have worked very closely with CM John Ferraro, CM Tom LaBonge, and CM David Ryu. As yet we have not met with or been acknowledged by our current CM Nithya Raman. We
have been in contact with CM Raman's Field Manager Rachel Fox and our new Area Deputy Mehmet Berker, both of whom have been very responsive. Policy decisions made by the City Council have a
huge impact on all communities, ours included. All changes should be undertaken with extreme care and extensive public outreach and input.
Yes. The gerrymandered bits should be cut off & the core consolidated. This community straddles the hills so is affected by both Hollywood & the San Fernando Valley
Yes, this area is in extremely close proximity to CD-13! GPACC has a great relationship. My interest is as a Resident!
not sure Hpoz
Olympic Labrea should be in CD4 because more likely to use services to North. Transportation and building issues impact parking and housing. Current council member has been pro business and not helpful
Will redistricting have any impact on the issues our council district carries? I actually think the city has more important work to do than redistricting, which is a mere political exercise. We are an historic pocket
in the Cahuenga Pass area that is a small house/large lot community that has consistently been overdeveloped because we are in a TOC zone. The impact is substantial in terms of traffic, reduced shade
cover due to property line to property line development allowed, heat island effect, loss of native trees (California Black Walnut, protected California oak), loss of native wildlife, loss of affordable housing units
and parking impacts. Our community is very active, but the powers that be generally side with development. The development that has taken over never provides affordable low-income housing, has not
increased Metro ridership, nor reduced car ownership as the pricing on these units require shared living to afford. We are greatly concerned that the current planning has relied on old ways of doing things and
have not innovated to 1) require development that is net zero 2) actually provides affordable housing 3) mandates larger green space around each building for water catchment and green cooling zones, 4)
does not remove heirloom trees in the process (we've seen this time and time again) 5) is in line with the current reality of Climate Change.
I'm not sure. I'm planning on reading up on this and hoping to get some insight from the community. To be honest, the community doesn't have a strong relationship with the city. Between the corruption from
our previous City Council rep. Jose Guizar, the backdoor development deals tearing up the neighborhood, and the perpetual difficulty to access city services like sanitation, ADA accessible sidewalks, and
houseless resources, the community seems to be disillusioned.
Become one district or 2 to create better community. No unity to create one community. No collaboration between districts.
Sherman oaks and toluca lake would be better served by district 5 and 2 respectively. We are a series of HOAs representing thousand of residents who live in Hollywood Hills with similar issues of aging
infrastructure, unmitigated tourism, narrow streets, fire hazards, and unmanaged open space.
The CD4 boundaries are the least contiguous of all the city council districts and include too many disparate communities to be cohesive; homelessness is a major problem in Hollywood and Los Feliz but NOT
in the hillside neighborhoods; ADUs are allowed in certain areas of CD4 but NOT in the hillside neighborhoods where open space preservation; fire prevention and over-development are primary concerns;
hillside neighborhoods are single-family R1 zones that have many vastly different concerns from those areas of CD4 which are zoned for multi-family and commercial use. Exceptions and carve-outs for
hillside neighborhoods are routinely needed in response to many City Council decisions about development, traffic, fire prevention, ADUs, homelessness etc.
I would like to get informed more about the redistricting process and its results before I make any comment.
Yes. Believe hillside residents need more accountability from their elected officials and have a common goal of fire protection and crime protection. Not very good as there seems to be no cohesive
understanding of working with our community on fire protection, crime protection, and tourist influx bring traffic congestion and crime.
No Good
No. Neither close nor far.
Atwater is a drive by town.No one stops todo anything.
Two Carthay neighborhoods in CD 5. All three Carthays should be in the same council district. My choice is CD5. The Pico Neighborhood Council is not the best fit for the Carthays. Maybe Mid City West
better in terms of neighborhood councils. Our community very active on the local level. Nearly everyone votes and follows the issues. Communicates with our Council office frequently.
I do not know at this time.....the hillside communities desperately need help in addressing the many issues that they presently are dealing with, which are very different issues from the urban commercial flat
lands in CD4...so we either need to be recognized and heard as a strong coalition within CD4 or we need to have a district for all Hillside communities that will channel strong representation to resolve the
many issues unique to the Hillside communities. The Hillside communities are being negatively affected by the cutback in funding the police force and the high density urbanization policies of the City
leadership and the City Council. An example: SB9 and SB10 are disasters!!!!!! for our infrastructure, schools, urban forests, climate, parking, water and other utilities. The bills are funded by mega developers
who are turning the homeless crisis into the new California Gold Rush without providing any effective low income housing....their long term mega funded greedy goal is to inflate property prices and property
taxes thus making it impossible for the average working family's ability to own a home and ultimately increasing the homeless population since average citizens will no longer be able to afford the rents that
the developments will reflect. The City leadership and the City Council doesn't seem to have thoroughly examined and researched out what the long term negative repercussions of high density urbanization
are to all communities in Los Angeles and the state. The city government, the planning department and many members of the City Council seem to be more attuned to the needs of the developers than the
residents of their constituencies. Also the cutback of police resources is dangerous and ill thought out.
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i don't know. we get horrible service now and we have no advocacy for poor people, or for additional low income housing. Our parks are closed. we have no local service center; and no public buildings, no
place for the NC to meet. we're an outlyer. most people think we're in CD 1, i think we used to be. CD 13 has assigned a field deputy to us, but they have no office in our area. We have city public facilities but
they are not friendly to constituents. We're treated like a bureau of sanitation yard.
No Neighborhood fully built out, contains city amenities such as major park, senior center, good schools and excellent public transportation that does not require long walks to access.
Clean up Strong
Yes, shared boundaries with Echo Park/Silverlake Development takes presedent over the needs of vulnerable citizens. Poor, elderly, unhoused, working class are forced to leave the neighborhood in large
numbers in the last 10 years, especially last 3. It is an emptying out of the neighborhood.
Yes — it’s too large and district services are too diluted to be useful. The City is quite literally selling my community out.
Yes, we need a true community neighborhood council, the current NC does dot advocate or represent local communities such as wage workers, renters, immigrants, or funding for public schools. We need
representation!
Not sure. Greatly affected by City policy and City Council.
No. Not at all.
Make hollywood 1 council district Through central hollywood neighborhood council
No, Mitch O’Farrell is doing a great job with aiding our community in need and combatting blight like street dumping. If only people were more responsible and called 3-1-1 themselves when they dump
outside their property We’re a community in need for services, especially in Spanish, Filipino, Chinese and Armenian
No Echo Park Lake call to action was very slow and created a human tragedy. Homeless situation is so untenable and is very depressing as no one knows how to help.
Not sure. District 13 has an active relationship with the city largely due to Council-member Mitch OFerrell’s active representation
No, L.A. City surrounds my community
Specific boundaries will be provided during testimony. Council District 13 has served as major building blocks of the local LGBTQ+ communities in and has a history of voting cohesively to elect candidates of
choice — both members of the LGBTQ+ community and officials who have been consistently responsive to the LGBTQ+ community's needs.
I think our Council District needs to be separated from the Pacoima/Sunland/Tujunga area, their needs are very different from ours. Sylmar and Pacoima get lumped together as 'Latino" communities, and
since Pacoima is less affluent Sylmar gets neglected. Sylmar needs more commercial development, as most chains and even grocery stores have left the area in recent years. The few new places that have
opened cater primarily to low income clients, leaving the middle class with few options. We belong with areas like Granada Hills, Porter Ranch etc, where the community is growing and offer more for families
and children. Sylmar is particularly concerned about fires, since we have an old and tiny fire station and lots of dry hills. Residents taxed themselves over a decade ago to build a fire station, which was never
built. The lack of a fire station, and the unfulfilled promises to bring one, have made people apprehensive about engaging with the City. People also feel that the City Council has always treated our community
as an afterthought, with no well thought out plan for development or problem solving. The turnover and corruption scandals that have plagued recent Councilmembers in this area have made the
apprehension worse.
I don't think there are major issues with the boundaries of the district currently We're highly affected by decisions that lead to more or less high density, rent-heavy areas being added to various council
districts.
Yes, a district should include all of Wilshire Center Koreatown NC and the rest of the area in the boundaries listed above. Koreatown is split, so Koreatown’s interests are not represented properly.
Yes. Sherman Oaks should be part of a single contiguous over-the-hill district that is partly in the Valley and partly on the Westside -- and this should be CD5. Sherman Oaks is currently connected to CD4 by
a tiny isthmus near Mulholland and Coldwater Canyon. Some have called CD4 the most gerrymandered, convoluted, and ugly district in the city. Sherman Oaks should have joined Encino and portions of
other Valley communities to become a single contiguous over-the-hill Valley Council District 5. If this had been done fairly and correctly in 2011 redistricting, this CD5 would have had a 62 percent Valleymajority population. Instead the Valley was unfairly split into two non-contiguous districts, Sherman Oaks and Toluca Lake in CD4 and Encino in CD5. In addition, the Valley's five full districts had populations
well above the citywide average, which shortchanged CD4 and CD5 of about 28,000 additional residents.
We cannot provide exact boundaries for a single contiguous over-the-hill district until we see the 2020 Census data and can understand how many council districts the Valley fairly deserves. Once the data is
available, we will know how large the Valley's portion of a single contiguous over-the-hill district should be. If the proportion is the same as it was in 2011, then 62 percent of CD5 by population should be in
the Valley and this would include Sherman Oaks, Encino, and portions of other contiguous communities. If the proportion is higher than 62 percent, then additional Valley communities would necessarily
become part of this larger, single contiguous over-the-hill CD5. If the proportion is lower than 62 percent, as low as 46 percent, then only Sherman Oaks and Encino would be in CD5. But, once the 2020
Census data is available, we will all know what we call the "Valley Magic Number" and know exactly the fair proportion of CD5 that the Valley deserves and should have. The Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association and the Sherman Oaks Community have worked closely with the city and the council offices for more than 50 years on development, planning. legislation, transportation, traffic, homelessness,
and other critical issues. We have always fostered strong relationships with our councilmember. For example, on the afternoon of the CD4 public hearing on August 4th, the SOHA Board of Directors has an
in-person meeting with Councilmember Raman to discuss ongoing challenges to our community.
Yes. Hollywood should have one district that includes it's hillside and flat residential areas AND the central business core. It would result in a more equitable and diverse district. Hollywood being represented
by 2 council districts has added more clout to the Hollywood Chamber of Commerce whose members mostly do not live in the area and whose only concern is the business and not the residents of the area.
Im doing my due diligence of looking into the changes and for why! Its been my experience the boundries change for political reasons. We have bad press on jow a homeless csmp was dismantled. Most 30
somethings are calling to defund the police. While the disabled and elderly are calling for more protection. Go figure.
Currently, Koreatown is divided into four different council districts. Many in our community believe Koreatown should be located in ONE single council district. Keeping one council district accountable for city
services is important to residents. Currently, those on the outskirts of a certain CD often experience difficulties when attempting to access basic city services such as street cleaning and 311 requests.
Politically, it dilutes the voices of the residents. A community's political voice is stronger when it remains united - not split into several smaller, and quieter ones. The political voice in Koreatown is a strong
one. Many of our constituents are politically engaged and often express their opinions at City Council meetings. Our neighborhood council is very active and often times submit community impact statements
to the CC on behalf of our community members. Community Leaders often respond to local emergencies that effect Koreatown by rallying the public and sometimes, organizing petitions. Local community
organizations serve the constituents of Koreatown and offer support in instances when the city may not have been able to do so.
Thai Town is part of Council District 13 and partners with the City on various projects.
Yes. I believe Silver Lake should not be divided between CD 4 and CD 13 as it is now. I believe the neighborhood connections are made adjacent to the Sunset corridor, the LA River and Griffith Park. In
other words, connecting all of Echo Park, Atwater, Silver Lake, Frogtown/Elysian Park and Los Feliz, and likely not Hollywood. We share transit concerns, traffic concerns, use the same freeway and metro
connections, we have the same gentrification and homelessness problems, etc. etc.
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No, I don't think the boundaries need to be changed, although I understand it is sometimes necessary so that the population is distributed evenly among districts. It is much better to have the Neighborhood
Council area all within one Council District to get things accomplished. Since our NC is Lake Balboa, we need to have Beilenson Park/Lake Balboa Park part of our area, as well as the rest of the Sepulveda
Basin which includes the Wildlife Area and Japanese Garden. Did I mention that the Basin needs its own ranger station (which could be housed in the Rec & Parks building across from to Woodley Golf
Course)? Lake Balboa NC has a good relationship with Council President Nury Martinez' office and field deputies Lynda Levitan, Lauren Padick and Jonah Glickman have reliably attended our meetings and
helped numerous times with events and clean ups. They have also been working on getting the homeless residents out of the Basin long before the pandemic, which caused a huge setback. We are part of
Los Angeles, so many, if not all policy decisions made by the City Council affect us. Homelessness is the biggest issue and the vote on camping restrictions will affect where tents and encampments end up,
sure to cause approval by some and disapproval by others. One decision I was not happy with was letting the Council File lapse to investigate fireworks. That is another big problem, but it is seasonal. Some
folks here seem to enjoy the displays on July 4th, but most think it is way too much.
No. The LGBTQ+ community has a long history of civic activism stemming from our struggle for equality for all members of the LGBTQ+ community. This civic activism has allowed us to work closely with the
City of Los Angeles, specifically the Los Angeles City Council to ensure that we create a world that is healthy, just and fully equal for all LGBTQ+ people.
Keeping Koreatown in 1 district, currently it is separated into 3 districts I have lived in Koreatown for 11 years and it's heartbreaking to see our
Yes. Currently, this community is split into 4 Council Districts. When it comes to delivering resources to the community, it poses unfair split for the same group of people living in the community. It also isn't
consistent and actually creates more problems and issues. There's room for improvement within the relationship between the community and the City. Due to the nature of the multiple splits in this community,
there are unequal resources for the same underserved socio-economic groups.
No. The Sepulveda Basin should remain within one council district to better serve those who live, work, and access this area. Like other communities within the City of Los Angeles, the Basin's needs and
uses are different. Decisions made in this area have a totally different affect on daily living, wildlife, and the vast recreation area.
Echo Park right now is splintered between two council districts with very different stances on development and historic preservation. CD13 is much more in tune with the desires of residents and should make
policy decisions for all of the historic Echo Park/Elysian Hills area.
Yes. my community has more in common with Arleta and Panorama City than we do with Sunland-Tujunga. Its very hard to have a council member provide services to all communities if one community is
more affluent than the rest. Relationship is very tepid. The community is very reactioanry and only get riled up when something big is being threatened (ex: high speed rail, metro rail, our consilwoman
pushing to close the whiteman airport without our consent, etc).
A small portion of the Miracle Mile HPOZ is located in CD10; the rest is in CD 4. It should all be in CD 4. It is disappointed that the City does not oppose SB 9 and 10 and 477/78.
I was very upset when we were stripped of our part of Hollywood Blvd. I have a business on Franklin Ave. and Bronson, I live on Holly Dr.. Both of these are either on the north side of Franklin or north of
Franklin. My natural downtown is Hollywood and my connection to other businesses is Hollywood Blvd., yet you stripped CD4 of it's natural downtown. I feel that we should be reconnected and have some say
in what happens just blocks away from us. The relationship is governed by the issues. At present I feel disrespected. I've sent comments and questions to CD4 staff and have yet to receive any responses. So
I would say the relationship is on rocky ground. No one has to agree with me but it is disrespectful to be ignored. Even a "received your comments and thank you" would be helpful.
Yes, include us in CD5 to the west for all the reasons listed above. We are largely forgotten. This area was specifically left out of the Hillside Construction Regulations until we pushed Ryu to introduce a
motion. This took almost 3 years and the damage to the hillsides on Coldwater Canyon by Hadid is probably irreparable at this point. It is not part of the proposed Ridgeline Ordinance or Hollywood Hills plan.
The Council finally approved a motion to include area in HCR, but it is stuck somewhere in City Hall. Our neighborhood group hasn't been able to get an answer as to when it will be done. We don't even get
an occasional street sweeping, even though I've asked our Council reps office. We are like a bump on your back that you ignore because you can't see it. Based on experience, we believe that we will have
better representation if we are part of a more analogous district that shares the same issues and interests.
As per my comments above. CD4 geographically looks completely gerrymandered, it makes no physical sense. Fix it! I am very engaged as a community organizer, and passionate about the future of LA.
Currently very engaged in what the next Housing Element will look like and how it will impact housing & homeless issues for the next 8 years. The composition of our City Council matters a GREAT deal.
Not necessarily We all hate Nithya and want David Ryu back!
The stretch into Miracle Mile and Koreatown is ridiculous. Our previous Councilmembers were experienced and connected to city agencies. We are all affected by policy decisions from the City Council.
Yes, hard for anyone to represent so many disparate and far reaching neighborhoods The city council has let our neighborhood communities deteriorate. They have been ineffective on the city’s most
important issues.
Yes. It should be smaller & include communities at least geographically related ie. Hollywood, Silver Lake, Los Feliz, Melrose, Hollywood Hills. We have nothing in common with Toluca Lake, Encino,
Sherman Oaks & North Hollywood.
YES. The boundaries of “our” Council District 4 should change. Its gerrymandered boundaries divides neighborhoods, prevents unity. We are lumped together with areas that have little in common with us.
CD 4 is not, and never will be "ours". Our needs, wants and goals reflect our temporal differences, physical abilities and culture that come with being a 100 year old neighborhood. CD 4 is too sprawling and
this wastes everyone's time as meetings include too many groups that have nothing in common. Our NORC’s relationship with the City is unique. Although there are many groups that serve the elderly, there
is no group dedicated to our temporal, physical and geographic needs. The big changes underway by Transit Oriented Communities (TOC) are anti-old person. The change in type, volume and patterns of
traffic are life threatening to elderly pedestrians. The Heat Island Effect accelerated by all this development, is another threat to our demographic. The time frames and consequences involved in making
changes are BEYOND OUR LIFESPANS. Therefore, our health, safety and well being depend on making our voices heard without a proxy.
Yes--as is, CD 4 is a difficult and complex district because it stretches from city side with its issues through the hills with their issues and then over to Sherman Oaks with valley issues. Looking at CD 4 map,
the cut-out of Studio City and inclusion of Sherman Oaks makes little sense, because many of us living in CD 4 in the eastern Hollywood Hills have far more relationship with Studio City than Sherman Oaks.
Just looking at the council district maps makes the exclusion of Studio City an obvious question mark. Although Mr. Krekorian might reside in Studio City, that does not justify the current boundaries of the
districts. For those of us who live in Lake Hollywood area, the city's encouragement of tourism and highlighting the Hollywood sign heavily influences our way of life due to the hundreds to thousands of
tourists who invade our area to snap photos of the sign. There is completely inadequate infrastructure to support all these visitors, and there is nothing city can do to improve the entry/exit infrastructure
because the bordering neighborhoods, created originally in the 1920s, consist of narrow, curvy streets completely inappropriate for throngs of visitors. Likewise, homelessness problems in Hollywood areas
and Studio City areas impacted by city policy.
The sections of the San Fernando Valley should be aligned more with the San Fernando Valley. There are several groups that are active with City: SLNC, Silver Lake Together, SLIA, wildlife group associated
with the Reservoir, etc
Not sure Not sure
have not decided Established and Core to the City
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Yes. Our district should not be so disjointed. There should be more geographic continuity like the other districts. The city is huge. Different djstricts have different areas of concern. One policy may not address
the areas of concern for another area. The valley has historically always been shortchanged.
It takes the focus away from a sense of the whole in a community. I have volunteered in several non profit Projects and was elected to the Silver Lake Neighborhood Council.
The current district lines are terribly gerrymandered. Ideally we should break up the city into many more council districts, giving each councilmember a smaller area in which they can have a greater impact.
But since that doesn't seem to be on the table, I and my group, East Valley Indivisibles, would like to stay in a district with Councilmember Raman as our representative. I am quite certain SONC and SOHA
have said just the opposite, because they fear change and want to keep this area lily white and limit the number of renters and not deal with homelessness while at the same time miraculously getting rid of
the homeless! But we would like to stay in a district with our current councilmember. All that said, I realize it's a strange district and it's possible we'll get redistricted into a more "Valley" district. If that happens,
we will figure out a way forward. Generally my community interacts with the Council with requests for services. In terms of policy decisions, we see less of an impact on our day to day life. If you're talking
about my progressive community, we have a strong, working relationship with our councilmember and are pleased with the level of interaction and the receptivity to our ideas and concerns.
Yes. This community has changed. It should now be part of Eagle Rock It is very bias based on race. In favor of miniorities that are the majority. But things have changed. Now the community is more mixed
of all races.
Not by much Been part of the 7th for over 30 yrs pacoima is the 7th district
No the Boundary is the 405 Freeway, we bought to be on this side. We are in Devonshire Police Department we value the support we get from them. Do not add more onto to Mission Hills Police department ,
All Police NEED MORE FUNDING dont add more people to the situation. Keep the natural boundary the 405 Freeway We are West of that. We have a excellent relationship we help out, keep our community
clean and are very involved in OUR North Hills West Neighborhood Council and with Our Councilman Mr. John Lee CD 12!
Yes! 405 should be dividing line. I am in limbo, a sliver of Sherman Oaks that's closer to Encino Crime, traffic, homelessness
We need more low to middle income rep on the council We're a working class neighborhood with little to no say in what goes on. Many of us speak English but not fluently. Folks stay in the shadows
especially if they're undocumented and tolerate terrible working conditions
It's very confusing to address common issues of the Miracle Mile ( homelessness, safety, traffic, developments etc.) to both council districts. It would be advantageous to all be together under one council
district. (CD4) We (The Miracle Mile Residential Association) discuss issues such as new construction, liquor permits, safety, homelessness, etc.) with our council reps. It is not convenient to have to present
our queries to 2 different council reps for each issue.
I think the foothill communities should be in the same district. We face issues that are different - like the mountains being on fire, limited road access that the valley areas do not. We have a lot of homeless in
our parks and on our streets that just get to stay where they are. I've seen county or city vehicles delivering food to them in their tents. These folks are resistent to assistance or housing efforts. We're a small
town impact by the big city's decisions.
It's right to have the foothill communities together. I would not change it other than to add more to the south if it made sense. Sometimes if feels as though our community is regarded as lesser then other
districts. It seems like Monica has been very active in reversing that sentiment and helping improve things here.
Absolutely we should break it up. The area is a ridiculous mash of various communities with significant differences in geographical location, demographics (not race) and what would be primary concerns. The
community in Hollywood has significant impact on parking, homeless camps, huge developments of retail/residential buildings, traffic congestion, dealing with large venue events. Yes, the other areas also
have similar issues with homeless camps, traffic, overdevelopment, traffic - but not as significant. Hollywood Hills doesn't have homeless camps. South Toluca Lake has enough lawyers to deal with
developers. But people focus on what they can see directly impacting their neighborhood. Most constituents have no idea any of these areas are the same district, and it's far enough removed to have them
not notice, or care. North Hollywood needs a voice equal to the Hollywood Hills. Hancock Park, mid-Wilshire have almost zero overlap in shared impact. It's a district constantly working against itself and the
people it's supposed to represent. We've had a strong and active relationship with the city and city council. The Toluca Lake and TLHOA have always been. And yes, we've been heavily impacted by policy
decisions made by the city council. We don't want families in low income areas to be kicked out of their homes for developers to put up overpriced apartments. East Valley high school had to import the
magnet from Millikan middle school, because all the families with kids that would have attended the school were forced out, and apartments for millennials that don't have families or a vested interest in the
community. We've had to intervene actively to prevent our small businesses from being destroyed on our only main street. We've had to actively fight against the city from allowing homeless to camp on
people's front lawns, cone off major streets for tents and garbage, and endangering the community. Stop giving tents, syringes and everything else to the homeless. Stop allowing them to defecate on lawns,
leave dirty syringes on sidewalks, stabbed into trees, for our kids to step on. My daughter had one that got stuck in her backpack - what if it had been her? My other daughter turned down Hollywood high
school's arts magnet, because there were homeless surrounding the school, urinating through the fence onto school grounds, and shooting up across the street from the front entrance. We've had a rise in
crime, assault, attempted rape, home invasions, car break-ins and skyrocketing housing costs as a result of "affordable" housing. I don't see how this helps any constituent that lives here. We want to help
homeless people get off the street, not enable drug addicts and criminals to have free reign to terrorize families.
For Sylmar? No. Should the CD7 area be altered? Yes
As the furthest part of LA City/San Fernando Valley there is no where Sylmar should to redistricted to. No district in any other direction would it make sense to add Sylmar. However, I believe it would be nice
if some of the further communities of our district that don't have the open space battles do be redistricted. Right now 5 out of the 7 of them in CD7 have open space/development issues.
Also we already have a split of representation between the City Representatives and large area overlay of County Board of Supervisors here in Sylmar. We are the least listened to or represented. Absolutely
everything we have in way of conservation is hard fought for. Incredibly overlooked and sold out at every turn.
No because as stated above, Mount Olympus due to its different infrastructure layout, it doesn’t share the same issues as say the Western side of Laurel Canyon.
NO Since we are so far away for the City, we are the forgotten part. Anything that we have gotten as had to be fought for by the community. We have been promised additional fire protection repeatedly over
the years and yet we have never received it. The current council woman as part of her campaign promised us a new station and again we have not received it. We have only one fire station for over 90,000
people with only one truck. The city is allowing 4 and 5 story building to be built in our community and we don't have a hook and ladder truck. The emergency response time is tragic and if there is an
emergency we have to wait until one arrives from another area.
No Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council
YES . The geography of Sherman Oaks has nothing to do with the rest of CD4. We should be in a district with other VALLEY neighbourhoods.
Not sure. Depends on the Census count for the current CD4 boundaries. However, it would appear that among the 15 City of LA Council Districts, CD4 is among the most diverse in socio-economic
constituents, geographic span and cultural diversity. Very active with CD4, DWP, City Attorney, Parks and Recreation as well as other City departments.
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Not at all. Except the areas where CD 13 and CD1 have a border. Redistricting that brought the new borders came 10 years ago, and makes it very challenging to hold both council offices and council
members accountable. Residents are left with less support and outreach by the council members. I fear that certain parts of the Northeast communities will be contested for, while others neglected. My
community if very much affected by policy decisions made by city council. It is becoming much more unaffordable with skyrocketing home and rent levels, gentrification, and lack of support for working class
families and who living at the poverty level. This is driving people and families to be unhoused, putting them at risk for being criminalized for simply not being able to afford to rest or live in a home in our
community.
No. When districts are separated so are the resources. Koreatown and its inhabitants have a long history in Los Angeles.
Must study the proposed changes We have always had strong relationships with the City agencies and Council. It isn't clear yet what the impact and effectiveness in all the turnover in all those entities will
have.
Don't know Good relationship, my community is not much recognized, or say not given opportunities to voice out themselves.
Not really. Keep the district dividing lines at their logical place — along Western Avenue, the eastern boundary of Greater Wilshire. MAINTAIN our community of interest by keeping Greater Wilshire in a single
Council District. The Greater Wilshire community works closely with its City Council members and staff. We residents share similar living standards, use the same schools, restaurants, grocery stores, houses
of worship, shops, and transportation facilities (roads, buses, and — very soon — the Wilshire Subway extension), and have similar work opportunities. Long-time local newspapers, the Larchmont Chronicle
and Beverly Press, joined for the past decade by the online Larchmont Buzz, serve this specific community of interest.
Yes. I believe CD 4 should return to its old boundaries when LaBonge took office. I'm the past president of HHWNC (also chair of its founding committee) and of CPPOA. I'm in contact with CD 4 field
deputies and believe the city council has the most effect on our lifes.
Yes, the district is too large to be fairly represented by one council person our current representative in city council DOES NOT represent the interest of our residents, only her personal agenda
Our City Council District borders, with respect to Universal City and Hollywood should remain as they are. Our communities constitute a residential link between Hollywood and the Valley and most importantly
between Universal City and the residences that border and are affected by its property and activities. It is necessary that our council district continue to include Hollywood and Universal City, so that the
interests of our community are properly and significantly represented in deliberations of those neighboring entities. HKCC has maintained a close working relationship with the Councilperson of the District for
many generations and through many Terms of Office, working to manage the significant fire risk that our communities face from our neighboring open spaces, working to help guide development of open
space lands and of our Universal City neighbor and in general, to assist in promoting the interests of life in Los Angeles. We look very much forward to a continued and evolving relationship.
Yes. Koreatown is currently split into four districts and must be consolidated within one Council district to hold one Councilmember accountable. Because constituents are just bounced between
Councilmembers it creates grave danger in the case of natural disasters and community wide crises that can waste precious time, and residents are deeply angered by the division of Koreatown.
N/A, I’m someone who is trying to learn more about this issue N/A
Yes. There is a lack of community identity between downtown L.A and the rest of the district/ I have relations with City government
Yes, Silver Lake should be unified in one district. It makes no sense, for example, that the community’s defining feature (the reservoir) is split between two council districts. Sunset Blvd is the bloodstream of
the neighborhood, so our lives are affected by city transportation policies. We’re a high rent neighborhood, so tenants here are vulnerable to land-use policy.
We should establish a non-partisan independent redistricting commission, abolish neighborhood councils, expand the number of city council seats based on population, enact multi-member districts, and
enact proportional representation to ensure that marginalized and disenfranchised communities have inclusive and diverse representation in our own local government. The majority of the entire city council
does not care about the LGBTQIA+ community across our own local communities if they support criminalizing homelessness, overfunding our police, and not enacting progressive taxation on all big
businesses and the rich, which impact our own queer communities. Those who are against or do not support zoning reform, permanent supportive housing for the unhoused and unsheltered homeless,
affordable housing for the poor and working class, and reimagining public safety remind me of the fascists in early 20th century Europe, Apartheid South Africa, and the White supremacist segregationists in
the U.S. South. The time for economic, environmental, education, and housing justice is now or never. Those who are against any form of progress are our enemies and must be defeated.
It does look weird and gerrymandered but I haven’t actually looked at that I feel like homeowners feel that renters are not real citizens, or that their rights as homeowners are more real or valid than renters
Not sure it Not sure
Change boundary to exclude Hollywood Blvd area Our community is established single family residents who are negatively impacted by large scale commercial development that bring higher traffic into our
neighborhood.
yes. community regions need to be looked at differently and more council seats need to be made available. The community is currently generalizing needs by lumping the suburban valley, with the transient
Hollywood, and urban / Korean / K town. etc...
A sliver of Greater Wilshire is in CD 5, as of the 2011 redistricting, to strengthen the voice of our Orthodox Jewish community. If that continues to be the preference of our Orthodox neighbors, they should
continue to enjoy this boundary division. As a former president of the Los Angeles City Planning Commission, I feel confident responding that all City land use policy decisions impact my community. My
community also shares in the nearly-Citywide suffering of the City's homeless population, and we seek to be a part of the City solutions that are far too long in coming.
maybe na
I'd like to remain in CD 4, but it might make sense to change the boundaries considering its current bizarre shape. I believe that Hollywood and East Hollywood should be largely kept together to ensure that
the political power of the vulnerable LGBTQIA+ communities there. We have shared interests, including in policing, affordable housing, etc.
No I do not believe they should change, families have gotten used to sharing in their own districts. Need more stores and fire department station plus sub station for Los Angeles police.
yes
Yes. We need to include the boundaries all the way to Western Ave. I was born and raised in this council district and have been a community organizer for 16 years.
Our community often feels neglected by our council representative.
Our district is a shaped like a crazy puzzle piece. I'm no city planner but I do know that there must be a mathematical formula to calculate a fairer way to serve our community. When Nithya was campaigning
she mentioned breaking up our district, which also works for me. This is the issue that made me want to vote for her and I hope she is taking it seriously. I'm exhausted by living in a city where the haves and
the have nots are getting further and further apart. We have to take better care of our houseless people. We have to plant trees and water them. We have to have support services that will allay the panic that
homeowners feel and make them vote NIMBY. I wish I trusted this city. We could be great. We could be a shining example instead of a horrible warning.
No The City has not always heard or acknowledged residents' viewpoints and concerns.
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I am writing as the president of the Santa Fe Art Colony Tenants Association to advocate, on behalf of our 48 members, for keeping the Santa Fe Art Colony within the boundaries of Council District 14. The
Santa Fe Art Colony is a historic enclave of artists’ lofts that forms part of the community of artists who have together played a part in the Renaissance of DTLA and who continue to contribute to the City’s
culture. Our community is unique and in need of strong advocacy in order to continue to exist. We have a longstanding connection with the current Councilmember, whose office first took an interest in our
community in 2017, when Councilmember De Leon was still in Sacramento. The tenant artists at the Art Colony are united in our belief that the Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain
within one council district, so that our shared interests and concerns can be considered and represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
(1) The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district, so that shared interests can be considered and represented by the same councilmember and the same
voice.
(2) The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should
remain within one council district, so that our shared interests can be considered and represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
(3) The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should
remain within one council district, so that our shared interests can be considered and represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
(4) The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should
remain within one council district, so that our shared interests can be considered and represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
(5) The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should
remain within one council district, so that our shared interests can be considered and represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
(6) The Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should
remain within one council district, so that our shared interests can be considered and represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
Boyle Heights and Downtown Los Angeles Need to Stay in Los Angeles Council District 14
The residents/stakeholders of Athens on the Hill (AOH) wish to remain/keep the neighborhood within Council District 15.
I strongly believe that downtown Los Angeles is a community of interest in terms of housing, jobs, community, and transportation infrastructure needs and should therefore be kept intact within one council
district so that we are able to join and to advocate for our needs to one council member. This will allow Broadway West to continue its work with councilmember de Leon to revitalize the Broadway corridor.
Downtown is also the heart of hospitality in Los Angeles; it is necessary to have a single voice advocate for the community through revitalization. A downtown transportation system must be part of the near
future. The entire of downtown must be considered when planning these projects, united under a single council member. Downtown is also an economic driver; it is the center of new development which will
bring jobs to the area. Therefore, if downtown is broken into pieces, not just downtown suffers, all of LA suffers.
I would urge any redistricting commission to keep DTLA whole because of the unique challenges and opportunities that come from having such a dense, diverse, transit-rich area defined by such definite
boundaries. I also think it makes sense to keep together DTLA and Chinatown (generally bound by the 110, 101, and LA River, but I defer to that community's definition of its boundaries) because of their
proximity and shared concerns with affordability, especially of housing. It's important to me to have elected officials who can rise to the challenge of representing a community that is in many ways a
microcosm of America - people from all walks of life, abundance adjacent to poverty, stark inequality - and who can fight for more equitable access to wealth, privilege, and opportunity.
The Westwood area has long since been reunited into a single district--Council District 5— and should remain so. In the interest of fair and efficient government, this Committee should recognize the common
interests and issues shared by the Westwood community by including the entire Westwood Community Plan Area within a single Council district located south of Mulholland Dr. In addition, if at all possible, in
the interest of shared concerns and efficiency, that district should include the entire original Westwood Janss tract area.
DTLA should be recognized as a community of interest with political representation in one council district. DTLA’s growing residential population, strong connection to transit and high concentration of jobs
make it a uniquely urban community distinctly different from other neighborhoods in the city. • DTLA has a contiguous population that shares common social and economic preferences for urban living. • The
Fair Maps Act (AB 849) directs cities and counties to keep neighborhoods unified based on contiguity and the geographic integrity of any local neighborhood or local community of interest. • Much of DTLA is
currently represented by one council district (CD 14) with boundaries that adhere to key redistricting criteria including compactness, political boundaries and existing geographic boundaries like freeways and
the LA River. • DTLA is expected to provide 20% of the city’s future housing growth. This responsibility requires accountable leadership.
Unify Koreatown into a single City Council District.
I’d like you to keep my community together in single district CD12. My community is a very diverse community with a majority of single family homes. We have been a part of CD 12 for more than 30 years
and all wish to remain so. The residents all pull together in conjunction with our Neighborhood Council when there are issues that affect us all. I along with many others in CD 12 are involved with our Senior
Lead Officers and support Devenshire Police Station. In unison we have been able to keep crime down in our neighborhood. This has been going on for the 20 + years that I’ve lived here. North Hills East,
Mission Hills, & Van Nuys are predominately multi unit housing areas as well as heavier industry. Combining any part of North Hills West with other Council Districts will divide this community of like minded
families.
(1) We strongly believe that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles are truly a community of interest in terms of housing, jobs, community and transportation infrastructure needs and should therefore be kept
intact within one council district so that we are able to join together to advocate for our needs to one council member.
Our City’s best interests are not served by having Downtown divided.
So that the people I admire most can continue to do this important work of serving our neighbors more effectively, I want to urge the Commission to follow through with transparency and maintaining existing
communities by consolidating Koreatown during this year’s redistricting, and keeping our community intact. To accomplish this, I support the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force proposed map that
community leaders have created, and I hope the Commission will as well.
Because of Little Tokyo and Downtown LA’s shared concerns involving housing, jobs, community and transportation infrastructure needs, LTCC believes it is important that we remain within one council
district so that we are represented by the same councilmember, with the same voice. In 2010 after years of establishing relations with CD-9, Little Tokyo was informed that redistricting moved us into CD-14.
Learning that there are discussions that Little Tokyo might again be moved out of CD-14 to yet a different district is not only counterproductive, but shows a lack of respect for our culturally important, historic
community. Little Tokyo is a civic center neighborhood with distinct needs and interests as demonstrated by the recent Downtown Community Plan update in which the LA Department of City Planning looked
at future developments and planning that included Little Tokyo holistically as a Downtown LA issue. These needs should be seamlessly represented by the same councilmember. Our councilmember must
also advocate for transportation infrastructure projects that would allow for enhanced connectivity to other parts of the city and region, an issue vitally important to both Little Tokyo and Downtown Los
Angeles.
(2) We strongly believe that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles are truly a community of interest in terms of housing, jobs, community and transportation infrastructure needs and should therefore be kept
intact within one council district so that we are able to join together to advocate for our needs to one council member.
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(3) We strongly believe that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles are truly a community of interest in terms of housing, jobs, community and transportation infrastructure needs and should therefore be kept
intact within one council district so that we are able to join together to advocate for our needs to one council member.
Given our operations at varied locations across Downtown, LA Opera has found it convenient and extremely efficient to address our various constituent concerns with the same councilmember. LA Opera is
one of the four largest opera companies in the US, and we are a committed contributor to the civic, cultural, and economic vitality of Los Angeles. Breaking up Downtown Los Angeles into multiple council
districts would create difficulties in carrying out our operations, particularly when we have issues that need to be resolved by the city which would then require contacting different councilmembers for different
locations. It would also prevent LA Opera from having a single voice to advocate for our concerns and needs at the city. We strongly encourage keeping Downtown Los Angeles in one City Council District.
Athens on the Hill is different from the adjoining CD 8 neighborhoods. AOH is special, and its uniqueness is called out in the 2012 Los Angeles Historic Resources SurveyLA report - Harbor Gateway
Community Plan, as well as is “called out in the July 2021 “draft” Harbor Gateway Community Plan. Athens on the Hill should remain in CD 15 because residents are active stakeholders of the Harbor
Gateway North Neighborhood Council (HGNNC) and participate in the Harbor Alliance of Neighborhood Councils. Athens on the Hill also has a productive relationship with Joe Buscaino. For all of the
reasons stated herein and because of the historic and rich (shared) history Athens on the Hill has with the Harbor area, I request that AOH remain within the boundaries of Council District 15.
In the City, this area has had effective and fair representation because almost all of Greater Wilshire is in City Council District 4. However, a bitter blemish on this record of fair representation occurred in
2009, when an arbitrary and bureaucratic dividing line was created that split our community for the purposes of monitoring statistics by the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) and equalizing the
population between the brand new LAPD “Olympic” Division and our traditional LAPD Wilshire Division. Confronted with the vocal Greater Wilshire objection to this LAPD dividing line, LAPD promised it was
only for LAPD’s internal purposes . . . and that it would have no impact on the divided communities. “You might even get better police response,” the community was told. The actual impact has turned out to
be a nightmare. Not only is Greater Wilshire subject to disjointed policing, but State redistricting, circa 2010, adopted the artificial LAPD dividing line for creating Assembly, State Senate, and House of
Representatives districts! This political division of our community of interest was a first in our one-hundred-year history. FORTUNATELY, THIS DID NOT HAPPEN WITH THE CITY. For the City of Los
Angeles, our community of interest has been maintained, and almost all of Greater Wilshire has been in one Council District – CD 4 — for the past decade. A small amount is in CD 5. We ask the City to
KEEP GREATER WILSHIRE TOGETHER IN ONE DISTRICT. Keep the district dividing lines at their logical place — along Western Avenue, the eastern boundary of Greater Wilshire. MAINTAIN our
community of interest by keeping Greater Wilshire in a single Council District.
The Palisades Community Council likes the boundaries of CD 11 as they are; the Palisades shares the same Community Plan area as Brentwood, is entirely in the Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone, as is
much of Brentwood, shares public safety concerns related to fires and evacuations, is a beach community and identifies with other beach communities in CD 11, is a community west of the 405, and shares
regional interests and concerns with other communities in West L.A./the area west of the 405. In addition, the Palisades Community Council wants to remain closely associated with Brentwood because they
are tied to a common community plan, share schools, are connected by the Palisades Charter Complex of LAUSD schools, are socially and economically one community, share Sunset Blvd, share the
canyons and ridges of the Santa Monica Mountains, south slope, for housing, wildfire and evacuation concerns and recreation, and possess City Councils that work closely together. Another reason the
Community Council wants to Palisades to remain in CD 11 is because it is a beach community connected to Venice and Playa del Rey by Tsunami Zone concerns, beach erosion, runoff/water pollution, and
the Coastal Act and the Mello Act. The Community Council would not like CD 11 boundaries moved further east or spanning the Santa Monica Mountains into the San Fernando Valley. However, the
Communtiy Council is happy to be associated with the portions of Mar Vista and Ladera Heights east of the 405 that are within the current CD 11 boundaries; the Palisades Community Council often
collaborates with Neighborhood Councils in these areas on issues of regional interest and concern.
POSO has been kept whole with Greater Sherman Oaks in four of the five districts that were redistricted in 2010-2011: (1) California Senate District 18; (2) California Assembly District 46; (3) Los Angeles
County Supervisorial District 3; and (4) Los Angeles City Council District 4. Therefore, we request to continue to be kept whole with Greater Sherman Oaks during City Council Redistricting. We are also
concurrently asking the CA Citizens Redistricting Commission to be united with Greater Sherman Oaks in a single Congressional District. The Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA) supports this
request to keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks. We further support the redistricting recommendations and goals of the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (Reference 1) to keep all of Sherman
Oaks in a single “over-the-Pass” Valley district. We share a community of interest with Greater Sherman Oaks due to Geographical Proximity, Similarity of Residential Dwellings and Landmarks, Lack of
Similarity to the area north of Califa and Tiara, Educational Community, Property Values, Property Deeds, Sherman Oaks Hospital/Emergency Room, Recreation Activities, The Annual Sherman Oaks Fair,
Sherman Oaks Senior Center, Economic Impact, Local Police Dept National Nite Out, Community Challenges, and The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (“SOHA”).wntown Los Angeles in one City
Council District.
I am a member of the Board of Directors for the Korean American Coalition (KAC). KAC is a non-profit organization that advocates for the civil and civic rights interest since 1983.As of August 25, 2021, a
petition on www.change.org requesting you to keep Koreatown in one district has amassed over 2,500 signatures. My colleagues at KAC inform me that we have also accumulated signed petitions. I was
previously involved as a community organizer for the past redistricting cycle in this City. This work included bringing out members of the community to testify about their wishes. I personally saw hundreds of
Koreatown residents and allies over multiple public hearings urge the prior Commission, your predecessors, to keep Koreatown whole and intact into a single City district. As you may have heard, the
unofficial color of this effort included yellow tshirts. And in hearing after hearing you saw a sea of yellow shirts. But as history showed, the Commission of ten years ago ignored that call, splitting the
community into four different council districts (CD 1, 4, 10 and 13). This year, however, we have you - a new commission that has proactively reached out to hear the community’s voices and to avoid the
errors of the past. We have high hopes that the redistricting commissioners will listen to and heed the call this year.Collectively, these petitions number over 4,400 signatures. One of this Commission’s
primary mandates is to maintain geographic cohesion of an existing community. The residents of “Koreatown” is one such community - a community that has existed for decades - comprise one of the most
populous, ethnically vibrant communities in the city. This community deserves to have its needs met by a single councilmember, instead of having accountability diffused amongst four. This large and diverse
body collectively owns businesses, work and make a living together, and disrupting this close interlocking of work and livelihood could affect the people in various negative ways. Taxpayers within a unified
Koreatown district would see reinvestment of taxpayer dollars directly back into their community, benefiting the community through the efficient and effective delivery of services/resources. These include such
things as Land Use (Planning and Zoning for parks for instance), and Public Works and Constituent Services. By keeping Koreatown consolidated into one district, unified in voice, we develop true
empowerment regardless of who is in office, giving a stronger voice to not only Koreans but all diverse communities living and working in the Koreatown area.
As the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission begins working on the redistricting process, we are hopeful that you will consider the perspective of a Historic Core neighborhood resident in your
deliberations. We strongly believe that downtown Los Angeles is truly a community of interest in terms of housing, jobs, community and transportation infrastructure and should remain in one council district. I
think we should continue to allow our new councilmember, Kevin de Leon, to continue his work of addressing our unhoused crisis and revitalize Downtown Los Angeles.
As the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission begins working on the redistricting process, we re hopeful that you will consider the perspective of residents and stakeholders in the Little Tokyo
community. The Little Tokyo community is united in our belief that Little Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district so that our shared interests can be considered and
represented by the same councilmember and the same voice. We strongly believe that Little Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles are truly a community of interest in terms of housing, jobs, community and
transportation infrastructure needs and should therefore be kept intact within one council district so that we are able to join together to advocate for our needs to one council member. Further, we believe that
Little Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles are community of interest for the following reasons: The business improvement district within downtown Los Angeles are vital to providing services that the city is
unable to do on their own and should be allowed to advocate together. Transportation infrastructure project that would allow for enhanced connectivity to other parts of the city and region are vitally important
to Little Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles and our voice should remain intact order to better advocate for accelerating needed funding to complete these projects in a timely manner.
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The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA) has been a powerful voice in the community since 1964. We want the entire Sherman Oaks community to be part of a much revised single, Valleycontiguous, over-the-Pass Council District 5 (see map below) which has a fair and balanced two-thirds Valley-majority population. This New CD5 map and its supporting details are available on the
Commission’s mapping software at https://districtr.org/COI/40623. We worked with the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council, Sherman Oaks Business Improvement District, Sherman Oaks Chamber of
Commerce, and communities of Encino, Tarzana, and Bel Air- Beverly Crest as we developed our map. New CD5 includes the complete unsplit Neighborhood Councils of Sherman Oaks, Encino, Tarzana,
Bel Air-Beverly Crest, North Westwood, and Westwood, plus add-on areas in the Valley critical to balance population. Sherman Oaks and Encino are the most vulnerable Valley communities during City
Council redistricting because they are located where districts historically cross over the Sepulveda Pass to the Westside. In 2011 redistricting, the Sherman Oaks and Encino Neighborhood Councils (NCs)
were kept whole but joined to gerrymandered Westside districts through tiny sliver or “isthmus” connections. Sherman Oaks and Encino were unfairly isolated and disconnected from their adjacent
Communities of Interest – on all four sides of both communities. CD4 also included Greater Toluca Lake, so the district was not even contiguous within the Valley. None of this was acceptable in 2011 and it
must not happen again. If properly redistricted by the 2011 Commission, the Valley would have had a single, contiguous, over-the-Pass CD5 with a 62 percent Valley majority. Such a district could have
elected its own Valley- based councilmember. But this didn’t happen, as documented in the Appendix G Minority Report from the 2011 Redistricting Commission Final Report. Instead, the Valley unfairly got
two over-the-Pass districts and neither had a Valley majority. The 2011 Commission also disenfranchised about 28,000 Valley residents by unfairly increasing all full Valley district populations about 2.5
percent higher than the citywide average. The Valley got a double short end of the stick in 2011. SOHA Redistricting Recommendations SOHA’s two recommendations eliminate the inequities suffered by
Sherman Oaks during 2011 redistricting and give the Valley an equitable fair share of council districts. SOHA Recommendation 1. Single Contiguous Over-the-Pass Valley District – The Valley and Westside
must share only one single council district that is fully contiguous and compact in the Valley. The district should primarily comprise complete Neighborhood Councils and communities to the maximum extent
practicable. This ensures that Valley Communities of Interest are not isolated and that the Valley gets its fair share of representation on the City Council. SOHA Recommendation 2. Fairly Balanced Valley
District Populations – The average population of the five full Valley districts (CD2, CD3, CD6, CD7, and CD12) must be as close as practicable to the average population of all 15 council districts citywide. This
ensures a fair balance of population between the Valley and the rest of the city. It also continues to allow the Commission to adjust the populations of individual council districts to correct imbalances, such as
those due to census undercounts in the northeast Valley or East Los Angeles. Our recommendations are consistent with the city’s foundational redistricting elements as described in the 2011 Redistricting
Commission Final Report: (1) be as equal in population as practicable; (2) be drawn in conformance with state and federal law; (3) keep neighborhoods and Communities of Interest (COIs) intact to the extent
feasible; (4) utilize natural boundaries or street lines to the extent feasible; and (5) be geographically compact and contiguous to the extent feasible. Recommendation 1 fairly and equitably fulfills both the
Commission’s physical compactness and contiguity redistricting requirements. It keeps Communities of Interest whole and ensures connectivity with their natural and adjacent COIs. It also eliminates any taint
of actual or perceived gerrymandering from 2011. Recommendation 2 gives the Valley an equitable share of population in its districts and fulfills the redistricting population equality requirement. It simply
ensures that the Valley gets treated the same as the rest of the city. Since the recommendation applies only to the overall average population of all full Valley districts, it does not constrain the 2021
Commission’s ability to adjust individual Valley district populations within the Commission’s ten-percent deviation allowance. New CD5 Resulting from SOHA Recommendations The results of our two
recommendations are significant. They create a very different New Council District 5 than that from 2011 redistricting – a better, more appropriate district – as shown in our recommended New CD5 map (see
page 1). New CD5 includes the complete unsplit NCs of Sherman Oaks, Encino, Tarzana, Bel Air-Beverly Crest, North Westwood, and Westwood, plus critical add-on areas in the Valley for correct population
balancing. New CD5 is fully contiguous in the Valley. Its three major Valley communities share many interests and concerns, including the Ventura Boulevard commercial zone, hillsides, traffic congestion, fire
protection, transportation, and transit. Sherman Oaks and Bel Air-Beverly Crest also share transit interests, especially for the Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project. In New CD5, the Sherman Oaks community is
whole and correctly includes POSO, Part of Sherman Oaks, bounded by the 405 freeway (west), Oxnard Street (north), Hazeltine Avenue (east), and Burbank Boulevard (south). POSO was officially added to
the Sherman Oaks community by City Council action in July 2009 (Council File 08-2758). The Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council does not include POSO but should. The current CD5 Chief of Staff resides
in POSO. Because New CD5 is contiguous within the Valley, Toluca Lake necessarily moves from CD4 to CD2, its natural and adjacent Community of Interest. 2020 legacy Census data lets this all happen.
The 2020 City of Los Angeles total population is 3,898,725. Using Census data, SOHA estimated the 2020 Valley population at 1,476,502 and feels this is very close. We have asked the Commission and its
contractor, Redistricting Partners, to provide and publish an official Valley population estimate. Based on these two populations, the Valley comprises about 38 percent of the city’s population and deserves
this same fair proportion of council districts, as illustrated below. This math demonstrates that the Valley should ideally have 5.68 Council Districts. This means the five full districts it already has (CD2, CD3,
CD6, CD7, CD12) plus 68 percent of an additional single district. This district is New CD5 which has the ideal 68 percent Valley-majority population. With this majority, New CD5 could elect a Valley-based
councilmember. That would be appropriate and wonderful. Our recommended New CD5 map (page 1) shows population by community. We included Van Nuys and Studio City “add- on” areas to achieve 68
percent Valley population. The Westside has 32 percent. The total district population is 259,984, very close to the ideal district population of 259,916. We did a population-weighted calculation by community
to determine Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP) statistics for New CD5 (table at right). The statistics are consistent with those from current CD4 and current CD5. SOHA 2021 Redistricting
Recommendation for New CD5 – August 30, 2021 Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association 4 of 4 Westside Decides the Westside for New CD5 On the Westside, our New CD5 map shows only examples of
how the district might be configured. SOHA feels the Westside configuration is a Westside decision. However, the three NCs that we included – Bel Air-Beverly Crest, North Westwood, and Westwood – do
make good sense geographically and are complete districts with no splitting required. We were able to rejoin the Bel Air-Beverly Crest NC which had been split between CD4 and CD5 in 2011. The total
Westside population of these three NCs is also a perfect match to make the total district population ideal. We considered an alternate configuration for the Westside portion of New CD5. This included the
complete Brentwood NC, which makes excellent geographic sense. Brentwood would extend from Encino in a wide swath on the west side of the 405 freeway. However, we did not choose this configuration
because the Brentwood NC population was not a good match. We would have had to eliminate the North Westwood NC and split the Westwood NC, which we didn’t think appropriate. But the Commission
may want to consider this option. New CD5 Is Fair and a Good Fit All in all, SOHA thinks our recommended New CD5 map offers the Valley its fair share and fulfills the Commission’s redistricting mission very
well. We are very excited about our recommended map and the opportunity to again join or neighboring communities in a single compact and contiguous district. It’s a busy time for redistricting and new
information is becoming available almost daily. SOHA may update its recommendation if further important information and/or community input become available. Thank you for your consideration and the
opportunity to submit our recommended New CD5 map. We are all working together for a better city.
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In terms of redistricting, the WSSM Board of Directors:
• Proposes our community be grouped with associated communities that have similar
interests and concerns (as noted above and below);
• Supports efforts by the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) and its affiliated HOAs
to keep WNC communities within a single City Council district; and
• Strongly prefers that our HOA and WNC-related associations be grouped with
neighborhoods north of Santa Monica Blvd and Wilshire Blvd. due to our historical,
current and long-standing ties with the UCLA campus and the Westwood Village
campus community. We participate in many UCLA-based activities and volunteer at a
number of UCLA facilities and programs (Fowler Museum, Hammer Museum, Matthias
Botanical Garden, Medical Center). Many of the residents in our area who do not work
at UCLA work in office buildings in Westwood, along the Wilshire Corridor, and in
Century City. And finally, many of our residents worship at religious institutions in
Westwood and along the Wilshire corridor.
As the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission begins working on the redistricting process, we are hopeful that you will take into consideration the perspective of South Park residents: that the
diverse and unique neighborhoods of the DTLA area should not be split asunder. Keeping South Park intact with the rest of DTLA would allow all of us who live in this area to be better advocates for
transportation infrastructure projects, business improvement initiatives, more parks, as well as housing and services for our unhoused neighbors. For example, the proposed Pico Metro station improvements
would allow for enhanced connectivity to other parts of the city and region are vitally important to the businesses and culture of South Park Los Angeles. Uneven representation could result in certain
neighborhoods receiving more or less services than others, causing severe interruptions in the revitalization of this area. Our voices united with the other DTLA neighborhoods make us better advocates for
accelerating needed funding to complete such projects in a timely manner. That’s why it is my strong desire that South Park remain in Councilmember de León’s district so that his office can continue to
address my concerns as a constituent, and continue to be a strong advocate as he and his staff has been for South Park’s needs in terms of housing, jobs, and transportation infrastructure.
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Community Interest Statement
September 8, 2021
The Brentwood Community Council (“BCC”) represents 32,000 residents, 13 Resident
Associations and 3 business districts. 2 City Council Motions are on file recognizing BCC as the
representative Council for Brentwood.
After significant review of the City’s redistricting process, we seek no expansion of CD11 East of the
405 freeway or North of Mulholland Highway, for the following reasons:
● The Brentwood - Pacific Palisades Community Plan should remain in a single, CD11 district
with the same boundaries as today
○ We share a contiguous, State designated Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone in the
Santa Monica Mountains and evacuation and safety issues.
○ We share ingress/egress and related issues along one of the most traveled and
famous corridors in the City of Los Angeles, Sunset Boulevard.
○ We are tied through shared public and independent schools, local commercial
districts and zoning issues.
○ Our Community Councils work together on virtually all issues given the strong
shared interests across the board.
○ The Communities of Mar Vista, Sawtelle, Westchester and Playa Vista have similar
concerns regarding traffic, zoning, development and safety and we work closely with
them to positive effect.
○ The tiny portions of Mar Vista and Ladera Heights in CD 11 that exist East of the 405
often work with CD5 on their issues, as they are contiguous to that District.
● Both the 405 Freeway and Mulholland Highway are physical barriers which accurately
separate regional interests and concerns - these transit routes should remain the
Northern and Eastern border of CD11.
○ Brentwood has no similarity to the dense footprint of massive commercial corridors,
such as Westwood, Century City or Ventura Boulevard.
○ Communities East of the 405 freeway are not directly linked to Brentwood by shared
interests due to their distance, whether that be traffic induced distance, physical
distance or interests that have no shared basis in Brentwood, such as State land
grant educational institutions, massive regional shopping centers, and light
manufacturing.
○ Communities North of Mulholland are literally physically separated by the Santa
Monica Mountains and do not share roads, schools, commercial or business districts.
● Brentwood is a recreational, residential community with modest, village-type commercial
zones
○ Brentwood is part of the Santa Monica Mountains with defined equestrian zones,
hiking trails, outdoor children’s camps and a dog park.
○ 85% of zoning in Brentwood is residential.
○ The Brentwood-Barrington Village is literally the smallest Business Improvement
District in the City of Los Angeles.
○ The San Vicente Boulevard median and famous Coral Trees are historically protected
and serve as a “walkable” village type shopping experience versus the mega malls in
adjacent council districts.
Respectfully submitted,
Michelle Bisnoff
Chairperson
Brentwood Community Council
Cc:
Pacific Palisades Community Council
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners: On behalf of InnerCity Struggle’s youth and parent resident members whom reside within the boundaries of the City of Los Angeles, I write to urge the Commission to unite
the historic Eastside of Los Angeles, inclusive of Lincoln Heights, El Sereno and Boyle Heights into one single city council district. Since 1994, InnerCity Struggle has developed the leadership of Eastside of
Los Angeles young people and families to be a force for positive change in their schools and communities. Additionally, the organization provides positive after-school programming for young people to
access higher education and to engage civically in their neighborhoods. The Commission should consider the unique history of the Eastside of Los Angeles and unite these neighborhoods into a single
council district. The Eastside of Los Angeles is connected via vital cultural commonalities and immigrant roots. The Eastside community has also experienced racial injustice and has been a catalyst for social
movement. To further empower this historic community, Lincoln Heights should be united with the rest of the Eastside into a single district. These vibrant communities are comprised primarily of essential
workers and the COVID-19 pandemic has exacerbated pre-existing structural inequities. As we envision a just recovery for the Eastside of Los Angeles, equitable representation of our communities will be
critical. Representatives that prioritize the community’s needs will be essential. The unification of the historic Eastside will ensure effective responsiveness to collective needs and aspirations. Thank you for
your consideration of this input.
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Honorable Commissioners:The Encino Property Owners Association (“EPOA”) represents over 1,000 residents and homeowners in the community of Encino. As a matter of background, its leaders over the
past 47 years have served as City Commissioners including on the Planning Commission, former Board of Zoning Appeals, Environmental Quality Board, Telecommunications Commission, Animal Services
and Board of Neighborhood Council Commissioners. Rob Glushon, our current Vice- President and former EPOA President, also served on the Elected City Charter Commission which proposed the new City
Charter overwhelmingly approved by the voters in 1999 which requires that redistricting of City Council Districts adhere to not only equal population but also to respect contiguous communities of interest.
This letter is submitted in support of the proposed new boundaries of a new City Council District 51 submitted by the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (“SOHA”) as well as to ensure the fair
representation of the communities located in the San Fernando Valley which was egregiously disregarded in the last redistricting in 2011.
1 ItisessentialthattheentiretyoftheEncinocommunityasreflectedbytheboundariesfortheEncino Neighborhood Council which include a north boundary of Victory Boulevard and which include the Sepulveda
Basin. Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission September 15, 2021 Page Two We respectfully ask that you consider the following facts and applicable law in the City Charter as to keeping contiguous
communities of interest intact:
1. The City’s General Plan for land use includes the Encino-Tarzana Community Plan. Regardless of any reasonable differences in the drafting of boundaries for new City Counc il Districts, Encino should be
together with Tarzana. Commissioners should be aware that Encino and Tarzana were previously in Council District 11 (which also included Woodland Hills and portions of Sherman Oaks and Van Nuys) for
over 30 years).
2. In addition to the Community Plan designation, Encino and Tarzana share significant common interests with regard to the Ventura Boulevard business and transit corridor, the hillside residential
neighborhoods to the south, and the residential neighborhoods to the north.
3. Both communities also are provided critical City public safety services from the same City department areas especially the West Valley Division of the Los Angeles Police Department.
4. The Encino-Tarzana Branch Public Library located at 18231 Ventura Boulevard has historically served both communities.
5. The community of Sherman Oaks shares significant common interests with Encino including the Ventura Boulevard business and transit corridor and the residential neighborhoods to the south and north.
For over 50 years, leaders of both EPOA and SOHA have worked together on common community issues including land use and development (e.g. Ventura-Cahuenga Specific Plan, hillside development
regulations), transportation and other south Valley concerns).
6. If feasible to achieve equal population and contiguous, geographical and common communities of interest, EPOA would also support adding the communities of Studio City, Van Nuys and other adjacent
areas to a new City Council District 5.
7. The current boundaries of City Council District 5 have Encino together with communities such as Pico-Robertson, Carthay Circle, Beverlywood and others that do not respect geography nor have common
community interests which have resulted in unfair representation and City dysfunction. The Commission and the City Council should not be creating new City Council Districts that simply reflect equal
population but rather comply with both federal law and the City Charter criteria of contiguous communities of interest and geography.
Thank you for your consideration.
KATHY MOGHIMI-PATTERSON President
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission,
The Hollywood Partnership (The HP) is the non-profit managing entity of the Hollywood Entertainment District Property-Based Improvement District (HED}. The HP has enjoyed a relationship with the City of
Los Angeles for more than 20 years as the administrator of Business Improvement Districts in the Hollywood area. We have leveraged tens of millions of dollars in assessments from property owners within
the BIDs to provide services that benefit the community, from maintaining the safety and cleanliness of the area to transforming the public realm with art, lighting, and other enhancements. The HP is
governed by a volunteer Board of Directors who are property owners from within the HED who collectively represent a significant portion of Hollywood.
The HED covers a geographic area that is bounded by Yucca St. to Santa Monica Boulevard, and La Brea Blvd. to the Hollywood Freeway. This area includes 15,000 high-density residential units, 290 acres
of non-rights of way land and over one thousand private parcels- all of which are located within Council District 13 (CD13). The HP qualifies as a Community of Interest as we have a defined geographic
district on file with the City Clerk's office, are guided by a shared mission & vision, and are profoundly impacted by decisions made by the City of Los Angeles as our work is dedicated to managing and
improving the City's public rights-of-way.
As the Commission develops recommendations through the redistricting process, The HP respectfully requests that the HED and the Hollywood core remain within CD13. Over many years, the HP has built a
strong working relationship with CD13 and we regularly collaborate and partner on solutions to some of the greatest challenges that affect Hollywood and Los Angeles. These partnerships help maintain and
improve area infrastructure, protect public safety, enhance the visitor experience, and provide outreach and assistance to the most vulnerable in our community. Additionally, the demographics of our
community, its built form, density, mix of land uses and industrial composition are most comparable to other nodes within CD13 such as Silver Lake, East Hollywood, Echo Park, Atwater Village and the
Sunset Corridor. A such, CD13 is best positioned to understand and appreciate the dimensions and character of the HED and serve the citizens that live and work in our district.
We appreciate your serious consideration of this request to remain within CD13.
Yes, representation No equal representation
Now is good. No changes please. Changing is wrong Now is good. No changes please
RP Draft Plan A 1 makes us more of a community Current council member has too many competing interests to govern effectively.
I believe my council district is good as is, but if the council district does change it should be to the B2 option . My council district has been a historically marginalized community and losing USC would further
segregated the poorest people in the city.
I don't think K-town should be in our district. K-town should be its own district or it should be kept together in another district.
Testimony
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Public Testimony
I'm a business owner in Council District 4; I own a small video game
company. Local representation affects not only those who live here but
those who work here.
I do not support map K2 and neither should you as it removes my work
neighborhood from the district. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current
District 4 is completely unacceptable. Diversity is part of why we moved
our studio to the area. I cannot tell cool, unheard stories without diverse
voices and diverse experiences. You know protecting the voices of tenants
is important. You also know this affects more than just the people that
live there. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
Sincerely,
Lacey Hannan
Owner of Edgeworks Entertainment LLC
-- Lacey Hannan 213.514.1164 www.laceyhannan.com
I'm a resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4, and I do not support
map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off
from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of
the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L
in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Dear sirs,
I have been a resident in (eastern) Hollywood for over 40 years and travel the Los Feliz corridor most every time I leave the house. Thanks for Plan K2. I support Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2,
rather than District O in Plan L. However, Griffith Park must also be part of District G with Los Feliz. This makes sense historically nad logically in terms of our Los Feliz residents' support of the Park. Thank
you,Sandra Lambert
Redistricting Commission Members,
I oppose Map L because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
César Trelles
2735 Overland Ave.
Los Angeles,CA. 90064
Redistricting Commission
Members,
I oppose Map L because:• Map L ignores historical boundaries;• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the
Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
Alicia Ames-Trelles2735 Overland Ave.Los Angeles,CA. 90064
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To the Redistricting Commission:
*Please reject Draft Plan K2 in favor of Draft Plan L*.
My family has lived in Los Feliz for over 40 years, and I am beyond proud
to represent Griffith Park on the Los Feliz Neighborhood Council, as it is
a place that has meant so much to me my entire life, from hiking as a small
child with my family to volunteering at the LA Zoo and attending my first
concert at the Greek Theatre as a teenager. Los Feliz and Griffith Park are
intrinsically linked to each other, and both belong in LA City Council
District 4 (with which I'm sure the former and current Councilmembers from
Ferraro to Raman would agree). I am appalled by the current support for
Draft K2, which attempts to break apart my community by cutting my
neighborhood off from Griffith Park, *the only green space we are allotted
in Los Feliz by the City of Los Angeles*.
*Draft Plan L is far more reasonable and equitable compared to K2.* When in
history has a redistricting resulted in a sitting CM having to relocate in
order to keep the seat they were elected to (by a record number of votes)?
I would no longer be represented by the councilmember whom my entire family
voted for. Why should we break up communities and disenfranchise renters in
order to consolidate less diverse areas that also have greater levels of
homeownership? Why should CD4 include any part of the San Fernando Valley?
It didn't make sense before, and it certainly doesn't make sense going into
the future. *Draft K2 is fundamentally regressive and damaging to democracy
and community equity.*
I love my community, so much so that I have invested a great deal of time
and energy in serving as a District A Rep on LFNC, Assembly District 43
Delegate, and co-founder of a community-level homeless non-profit which
operates in this very area. My parents found a home in Los Feliz when they
came to America from a country that suffered through a turbulent and tragic
journey to democracy. My family was very intentional in voting for the
first Asian woman on City Council, one who shared our vision and our dreams
for a more equitable Los Angeles, and *Draft Plan K2 would be incredibly
destabilizing to all of us AND our community. Please say no to K2.*
Sincerely,
Janet Kim
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a
multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in
the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council
district as Los Feliz. Here's why this is important. The statewide and
city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful
legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will
weigh the interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of
tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities
such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present,
there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By
dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps
under consideration might well reduce that to zero. Please ensure that Park
La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for
your consideration.
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:
Redistricting Commission
Members,
I oppose Map L because:• Map L ignores historical boundaries;• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the
Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
Alicia Ames Trelles2735 Overland Ave.Los Angeles,CA. 90064
Redistricting Commission Members,
I oppose Map L because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
Alicia Ames-Trelles
2735 Overland Ave.
Los Angeles,CA. 90064
Sent from AT&T Yahoo Mail for iPhone
On Thursday, September 30, 2021, 12:30 AM, Cesar Trelles wrote:
Redistricting Commission
Members,
I oppose Map L because:• Map L ignores historical boundaries;• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the
Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
Alicia Ames-Trelles2735 Overland Ave.Los Angeles,CA. 90064
Redistricting Commission
Members,
I oppose Map L because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
Alicia Ames-Trelles
2735 Overland Ave.
Los Angeles,CA. 90064
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process
and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L
ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Sarah Bowman
182 Greenfield 90049
Sent from my iPad
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Public Testimony
My name is Daniel Lockwood. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We
count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive
to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We
are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be
best served.
I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan
L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It divides Greater Wilshire by severing Larchmont and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It
divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly removes the West Adams Heights-Sugar Hill and Harvard Heights neighborhoods from their longtime home
in CD 10, and bisects both the Harvard Heights-Western Heights HPOZ and the United Neighborhoods Neighborhood Council area, including the Country Club Park, Angelus Vista, and Western Heights
neighborhoods. And it cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for the remainder Greater Wilshire,
throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible
voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
Please stick with Plan K2.
Sincerely,Daniel Lockwood1215 3rd Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90019
Dear Chairman Ali and Hon. Commissioners:
In the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of its residents, I believe the Laurel Canyon community, comprising residents on both the west and east side of the boulevard, be kept united
in a single council district. Dividing this neighborhood —with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. — will put its residents at risk, especially when
dealing with safety issues.
▪I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interests to this redistricting commission. I am strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into
two council districts.
▪Laurel Canyon is a close-knit community united by an easily identifiable border and unique historical development and culture. ▪Our children attend the same elementary school, we frequent local,
independently owned businesses that help to unite our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and safety.
▪Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Sincerely,
Vicki Radovsky
8001 Rothdell Trail
Los Angeles, CA 90046
Laurel Canyon resident since 1987
I am writing to urge the committee to adopt map L for CD4. Doing
otherwise would result in a disenfranchisement of voters.
Hi, I’m a koreatown resident, wanted to express my support for MAP L in the C4 redistricting. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thanks,
Kelsey (635 S Hobart Blvd)
Sent from my iPhone
Hello,
I support SOHA's recommendation to adopt "Draft Map K/corrected-District A”
Please help us stay together! We have an identity and neighbors.
Ellen Rennolds
11643 Chandler Blvd.
Valley Village, CA
Hello,
I’m a resident of LA and I do not support map K2 for CD4. I strongly support map L, as it protects the current makeup of CD4 and is a diverse and more equitable representation of Angelenos than map K2
proposes. Map L will protect the voices of tenants, while map K2 would unfairly splinter CD4 and tilt the control of it toward the wealthy. Please protect the voices of all Angelenos and approve map L for CD4.
Thank you,
Eric Linnes-Bagley
Sent from my iPhone
My name is Jane Martin. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We
count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive
to our special diversity. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater
Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Sent from my iPhone
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Public Testimony
I live in Los Feliz, and I do not support map K2. The attempt to cut out
70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. I want a district
that protects the voices of tenants in LA and support diversity and equity.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.
Priscilla Spencer
-- *Priscilla Spencer*
Owner, Industriosa Pictures
Director, The Dresden Files Book Trailers
https://youtube.com/c/priscellie
Hi there, I’m a resident of country club park, and I would like to make known my preference on the redistricting plan. Please vote for plan K2. The other district map makes zero sense, and was clearly jammed
out hastily. Patrick Levy
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Natalie Lockard
Sent from my iPhone
*Re:Draft Plan L District H*
Greetings Commissioners-The undersigned leaders in North Leimert Park,
firmly support the retention of Crenshaw Manor to remain in Council
District Ten.
Regards,
Lynetta McElroy,
Captain, Grayburn Avenue Block Club
Lead, Western Quadrant of North Leimert Park
Rico Cabrara
Lead, 3600-3700 Norton Avenue
Lawana Hughes,
Lead, 3600-3800 Edgehill Drive
Deborah Manson
Lead, 3900 Edgehill Drive
Teri McQueen
Captain, Norton Avenue Block Club (3800-3900)
-- *Lynetta McElroy, Captain*
*Grayburn Avenue Block Club*
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I'm a resident of LA in Mid-City and I don't understand why District 4
would be shrunk in such a weird and drastic fashion as suggested in map K2.
This stinks of gerrymandering. I voted for the people important to me for
my district, I don't want to see those votes suddenly become marginalized
or obsolete.
I do NOT support map K2, which removes my neighborhood entirely from the
district and cuts it off from my local establishments and communities of
interest.
Please work off Map L.
I actually think that this map is a very good idea. The existing power structures are so entrenched that no progress can be made towards changing the very needed density in this area. I say this as a property
owner 2000 block Bentley.
Don Wood
3102660545
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Hi - I do not support the K2 map. I want a district that protects the
voices of tenants in LA. Balancing various interests is healthy and will
lead to a stronger city. Please don’t segregate out lower income tenants.
As a homeowner, I feel we already sway LA City politics too much.
Thank you,
Ana
-- Ana K. Davis
(805) 570-7300
Sophia Li
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I'm horrified by the rushed and shady process playing out, and I’m writing
to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district
numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This
is important for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is
unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for
them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which
district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
Sincerely,
Sophia Li
Francesca Dutra Africano To Whom It May Concern:
I’m a resident of District 12 and I just learned of the initiative to use a new district map, K2, that excludes key communities of District 4. This is completely unacceptable. Now more than ever we need districts
that protect the voices of LA tenants and residents. I while heartedly support diversify and equity, which is what is represented in Map L. Please use Map L to develop an equitable set of districts for the entire
city. Thank you,
Francesca Dutra Africano
Marianna Elliott
Hi,
My 16 year old and I are 16 year residents of one side of a large duplex on the south side of Barton Avenue, on the corner of Barton and Las Palmas. The elderly lady who has owned the property since the
early 1970’s, lives in the other side and she maintains the property beautifully .
I beg you not to redistrict and not to split South Hollywood. Please keep our block on Barton, the south side, as part of South Hollywood and the GWNC. On that small block, there are no fewer than six
children under 17, at least three of whom are under three years old. We are a close knit block who looks out for each other in ways no other neighborhood I have ever lived in any state do.
There are residents of all ages who grew up there.
The block is so pretty that many people who live in large apartment complexes and have dogs literally drive to our block to walk their dog. It is one of the very rare places in Hollywood where kids can actually
safely play basketball and skate board in the street. Please respond to me.
My cell phone is 323-823-8648.
Thank you,
Marianna Elliott 6626 Barton Ave.
Lis Angeles, CA 90038
Sent from my iPhone
Charlie Brogdon Tent
Hi there,
I am a resident of Los Feliz and I am writing in support of Redistricting plan K2. It is my understanding that the commission has worked very hard on this plan and that it reflects the most logical iteration of
how Los Feliz should fit into Los Angeles as a whole. However, I am also very concerned that Griffith Park is not included in the same district as Los Feliz. As someone who grew up in the Los Feliz estates
and lived through COVID lockdown on Vermont, I understand how important the park is to the community. It was one of the most important parts of my childhood as someone growing up in Los Feliz and I
know I am not alone in that regard. I believe the entire Los Feliz community has a greater vested interest in the park and it’s facilities (and it’s wildlife) than anywhere else in LA. Additionally, because many of
the homes most threatened by fires in Griffith park are homes in Los Feliz, it feels irresponsible not to make us stakeholders in the park. Finally, because the only residents of Griffith Park are zoo animals
(and one mountain lion) I don’t believe there would be any change to the resident calculation if Griffith Park was kept in District G. Thank you for your hard work in designing fair districts, you are performing
an invaluable service for our city and our country - I hope you take my thoughts into account.
All the best,
Charlie Tent
Sent from my phone; please excuse any typos
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KEEP GRIFFITH PARK IN DISTRICT G!
*Griffith Park must be part of District G with Los Feliz*. As there is no
residential population in Griffith Park, adding the Griffith Park lands to
District G would not impact the demographic statistics of the overall
redistricting plan.
The Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year history of association with
the land that comprises Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and the
Los Feliz district made up the Rancho Los Feliz holding, and the care and
welfare of Griffith Park lands have been the responsibility of the Los
Feliz neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose
Antonio Feliz in 1800. This relationship has been recognized since Los
Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910. Thus, the
council district that contained the Los Feliz neighborhood has always
included the land that comprised Griffith Park after this former Los Feliz
Ranch property was gifted to the City of Los Angeles as a city park in
1896. This historic association is embedded into the voluntary historic
responsibilities accepted by the Los Feliz residents and their supporting
local organizations. To sever that association at this time, more than 100
years after it was honored by the city council boundaries, would be opposed
by the neighborhood's residents who have been active in all of the Griffith
Park associated support organizations for over 100 years. It is ME, the Los
Feliz resident, who would be most directly impacted by any resolution made
through the Council Office concerning Griffith Park, so MY well-being
demands a role in these decisions.
My vote is to keep Griffith Park in District G, along with Los Feliz.
Thank you.
Mary P. Yoel
My name is Karen Swerdlow. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in the Olympic Park Neighborhood Council. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member
be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also
understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission
for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan
K2, where we belong and will be best served. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone
Hello,
I'm a resident of Sherman Oaks in Council District 4. Although I very
proudly supported Nithya Raman's campaign and love her as my rep, I do not
support the proposed map K2, which removes a lot of communities of interest
from the district. Councilmember Raman overwhelmingly won much of the
district which is being proposed for cut and this is unacceptable.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.
I am a valley resident, but it's time to listen to the voices of tenants in
LA. Support diversity and equity. Do not put the voice of homeowners at the
top of the priority list - they are a minority of those of us in the city.
Thank you for your time.
Best,
Jessica O'Malley
Sherman Oaks resident
LA City Redistricting Commission.
We are Westside NC Stakeholders.
We are longtime members of West of Westwood HOA in Rancho Park.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Ian Schorvitz
2670 Kelton Ave
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I, Peter Lorber, am a multi-decades resident of Hancock Park in Greater
Wilshire.
I wish to thank the Commission for *Plan K2. *I wholeheartedly support *Plan
K2. *It preserves representation for a neighborhood of historic homes and
long-time neighbors sharing common interests. It is important also for the
needs of the Orthodox Jewish community.
Reject Plan L which will render apart communities of common interests.
I strongly urge you to consider the above and vote for *Plan K2.*
Thank you,
Peter Lorber, MD
Michael SCHLESINGER We live in Franklin Canyon, which is a neighborhood of homes just west of Coldwater Canyon, north of Sunset Boulevard, and is surrounded by the City of Beverly Hills. Our zip code is 90210, the same as
the northern section of Beverly Hills, and Beverly Hills is our postal address. Our main streets are North Beverly Drive and Franklin Canyon Drive. As such, we request that you extend District J on Map K2 to
include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood
Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding member of the Bel Air- Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been included in this
Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Because of the challenge of dealing with fire danger, fire prevention and fire preparedness in this hillside area, we continue to work with our Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect
the hillside community, and we must be able to continue to do so. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And, like our
Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. We wish to remain with these services. District O, which extends west and into the San Fernando
Valley, is many miles from our location and therefore, it makes no sense for our us to be placed in District O. Our problems and interests are not the same as District O, but they are completely allied with
District J. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in an area that is not confronting the same issues as our neighborhood community. Importantly much of District O, includes
businesses focusing on the entertainment industry, while we, a neighborhood of canyon dwellers, must focus on fire and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District J on Map K2 and Council
District 5 so we can continue with our current emergency services and as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council as we address the many issues we face together. To do otherwise makes little
sense and would create a dangerous situation for our neighborhood in terms of fire and police response.
Michael and Deanna Schlesinger
1445 North Beverly Drive
IRWIN RUBEN
I am writing to ask you to support the K2 plan. I have reviewed the available information and it would seem that if the intent is to match communities of similar interest that would be the plan for our area. We
would have a fair voice in our future rathe than being disenfranchised because of our smaller size.
Irwin Ruben M. D. Resident of Hancock Park
Sarah Dooley
Hello,
I am a resident of Mid-Wilshire in CD4 and I do not support map K2. I feel
this option, which cuts out 70% of the current district, highlights
affluent homeowners and removes lower income voices from the district.
I want the council to keep Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together
with Mid City in District 4. I support map L as the best way forward
towards equitable representation in our city.
Thank you,
Sarah Dooley
90036
Steve Addeo
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Steve Addeo

Name
Kelsey Redding

Public Testimony
Hi there,
I am deeply concerned at the proposed map2 for CD4. It wipes put 70% of the district and removes the diverse resident base that would massively impact strategy and policy for the next 10 years. We don’t
need a wealthy district of homeowners. This would only further emphasize the inequality that is facing this city, country, and world today. We need one that has a diverse mix that makes this city great and
helps to unite neighbors across demographics.
While it is not perfect, I support Map L.
Thank you.
Sent with a Spark

Name
rc4ties@aol.com

Public Testimony
PLEASE SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE BABC NC.
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Lucy Fisher

Zach Sherwin

Lois DeArmond

Kay Camphuis

Nicole Lauria

Matt Spicer

Public Testimony
To whomever decides about redistricting,
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is terrifying and unacceptable. I hope you will Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. I do not support map K2,
and hope you will decide to uphold the last election , and respect our votes to elect nithya Raman to represent us . . Please support our choices and our votes .
Thank you
Lucy fisher
Sent from my iPad
Hi! My name is Zach Sherwin, I live in the epicenter of Los Feliz in CD4,
and I'm really, really opposed to map K2 and imploring you to *adopt Map L*
.
I consider the K2 redistricting to be a dangerous attempt to take away
much-needed political representation from diverse, lower-income
neighborhoods. The resulting district would be in thrall to conservative
homeowners, and would remove my neighborhood from the district and separate
us from Griffith Park. I don't want any of it! Please work off of Map L and
develop an equitable set of districts for EVERYONE in Los Angeles.
Thank you! -Zach
I am writing in SUPPORT of the K2 redistricting plan.
Please vote YES on K2.
Thank you.
Lois DeArmond
3706 Country Club Dr
Los Angeles, 90019
Country Club Park
Dear Commission Members: Thank you for Plan K2. As a long time resident of Franklin Hills, I am in full support for Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2 (rather than District O, per Plan L) but I also want to
stress that Griffith Park must also be part of District G with Los Feliz. As there is no residential population in Griffith Park, adding the Griffith Park lands to District G would not impact the demographic statistics
of the overall redistricting plan whatsoever. Furthermore, The Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year history of association with the land that comprises Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and the Los
Feliz district made up the Rancho Los Feliz holding, and the care and welfare of Griffith Park lands have been the responsibility of the Los Feliz neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to
Jose Antonio Feliz in 1800. This relationship has been recognized since Los Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910. To sever that association at this time, more than 100 years after it was
honored by the city council boundaries, would be opposed by the neighborhood's residents who have been active in all of the Griffith Park associated support organizations for decades. It is the Los Feliz
resident who would be most directly impacted by any resolution made through the Council Office concerning Griffith Park, so their very well-being demands a role in these decisions.
Please hear our voices and consider this during the hearing tomorrow.
Kay and Doug Camphuis
Los Feliz residents since 2010
Community Volunteers Walkers in Griffith Park
Hello,
I'm a resident of Beachwood Canyon in Council District 4, and I do not
support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it
off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70%
of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of
Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Please do not cut us off from Los Feliz. We want a district that supports
the voices of tenants in LA. We as a community must support diversity and
equity. This attempt to wipe out our current District 4 is completely
intolerable.
Thank you for your time, and I hope the right decision is made for our
community.
-Nicole Lauria
Hi,
I live in Los Feliz in Council District 4 and I do not support map K2, which would remove my neighborhood from the district and cut it off from other nearby communities of interest, like Griffith Park. The
attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable and makes no sense. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Matt Spicer
Resident of CD4
Sent from my iPad
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Keith Adams

Nick Saucedo

heidiford4@gmail.com

brendaraye1@aol.com

LINDA COWAN
Veronica Shirley

Thomas Glick

Bruce Block

Public Testimony
I’m a resident of Los Feliz and I do not support map K2, which removes my
neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my
communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District
4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an
equitable set of districts for the entire city.
-- Keith Adams
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. Please work
off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire
city.
Hello! First, I want to thank the Commission for Plan K2. I fully support Los Feliz being in District G and I want to emphasize that Griffith Park be part of District G with Los Feliz! Adding Griffith Park lands to
District G would not impact the demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan. Thank you for your time!
Sincerely,
Heidi F ( Silver Lake/Los Feliz resident) Sent from my iPhone
My name is Brenda Rodman, I live in Country Club Park, which is located in the Olympic Park Neighborhood Council. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member
be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services and for all the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also
understand and be responsive to the special diversity of our neighborhood, which has been a cohesive community for almost 120 years. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K2 which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Olympic Park Neighborhood Council in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of interest
neighbors in District H for Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Thank you for your consideration and vote for Plan K2.
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Veronica ( a CD4 constituent, renter and a Nithya Raman campaign volunteer who worked tirelessly to get her to represent me and my neighbors)
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commission:
I live in Sherman Oaks and have reviewed the Plans and have the following comments:
Support of and recommendation for Map Plan K2 as the Commission’s Approved Draft Map for final approval. This Plan K2 is the best and most unifying plan and includes all of Sherman Oaks in District A,
including POSO – a 100% Valley district with four adjacent Communities of Interest that share a broad range of common challenges along the Mulholland Corridor. Map Plan K2 gives the Valley its
fairest population balance to the rest of the City – better than any other map from Plan A1 through Plan L. K2 joins Tarzana, Encino, and Sherman Oaks together as many public comments requested and
Commission Regional Group 3 recommended. Thank you for your consideration and all your hard work.
—Tom Glick
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Dear Commissioners,
I have been a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood for over 40 years. It
is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City
Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all
of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile *cannot* be separated from the boulevard that gave it its name
and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the *same district *as our surrounding
communities, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La
Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South
Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2.
*I request that you not divide our neighborhood. *
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Bruce Block
832 S. Ogden Dr.
90036

Name
EDMON RODMAN

Public Testimony
My name is Edmon Rodman, I live in Country Club Park, which is located in the Olympic Park Neighborhood Council. I support Plan K2. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City
Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services and for all the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member
must also understand and be responsive to the special diversity of our neighborhood, which has been a cohesive community for almost 120 years. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for Plan K2 which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Olympic Park Neighborhood Council in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded
Community of interest neighbors in District H for Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Do not divide our neighborhood.
Thank you for your consideration and vote for Plan K2.
Mark N
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important
to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represents our
diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Mark
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
JOHN COVENY
As we try to unify in divided times, endorsing a map that separates a long standing diverse neighborhood like Los Feliz is not the answer voters are looking for.
The Draft Plan K2 clearly makes the most sense of any of the maps. My hope ( as well as other residents here) is that Griffith Park will remain part of Los Feliz. I echo my neighbors above and below Los
Feliz Blvd, and ask you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2 (with Griffith Park added to District G). It is progress, recognizing the present but preserving some of our collective past that
make this city and this district so unique. With that in mind, Map L is a step in the wrong direction, a map that was thrown in at the last minute and does not represent the many wishes of thousands of
residents who have weighed in thus far. This plan divides Los Feliz in 2. North of Los Feliz Blvd another district. South of Los Feliz Blvd is another district. Division Is not the answer. Draft Plan K 2 is.
Thank you, John & Amelia Coveny
Proud and Long time resident of CD4 & Los Feliz
WARREN TENHOUTEN Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
We strongly prefer *Map L* aka draft *Map ID #**54277*
for
the proposed city redistricting program.
Thank you in advance.
Sincerely,
Warren D. TenHouten
Maria Gritsch TenHouten
8854 Lookout Mountain Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90046
323-650-0663
Anna Cera Sones
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process
and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L
ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected - NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Anna Sones
asones@getty.edu
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Lyndsey Bonomolo

Caleb Crowder

mark fattibene

CAROLE MAGNUSON

Ellen Ceaser

Public Testimony
To The Redistricting Commission,
My name is Lyndsey Bonomolo. I am a resident of the 400 block of N Sierra
Bonita Ave, which is currently considered City Council District 5. In
addition to being a resident, I serve my community as a Non-Profit
Representative and the Chair of the Arts and Recreation Committee on Mid
City West Neighborhood Council.
As elected officials, the Mid City West board has had lengthy conversations
with each other about how redistricting will impact our ability to serve
our neighborhood. As a resident, I have had lengthy conversations with my
neighbors about how redistricting will impact the community we share.
The nearly unanimous consensus is that Mid City West needs to be unified
under one city council district, not irresponsibly parceled up amongst
three council districts. I’ve attached a community impact statement
ratified by the Mid City West Neighborhood Council attesting to this.
So in writing to you today in a personal capacity, I ask that you *please
discard the current K2 draft of a map that places a small sliver of Mid
City West into Council Zone G* - see below image for reference. *In the
next draft, please end District G at La Brea. *
*I also ask that you make an effort to place Mid City West into a single
council district, not the two into which it is currently divided. *
Thank you,
Lyndsey Bonomolo
424 N. Sierra Bonita Ave
Screen Shot 2021-09-29 at 1.44.37 PM.png
MCWNC CIS regarding redistricting.docx.pdf
I am writing to oppose the attempts to redistrict CD4, which would silence the voices of voters. I want a district that protects the voices of tenants—and everyone in this city deserves a district that protects the
voices of tenants. This new map would have measurable negative impacts in the equity and diversity of CD4. We cannot wipe out the current map because a loud minority of individuals is pressuring officials
to eliminate 70% of voters from this district. It’s a blatant and egregious attempt to consolidate the power of wealth homeowners, and ought to be vehemently opposed. Please work off of Map L, which will
preserve the true richness and diversity of this district. Thank you for your time. Have a great day! Sent from my iPhone
Hello,
My name is Mark Fattibene. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Olympic Park Neighborhood. It is extremely important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be
responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also
understand and be responsive to our special diversity. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I fully support. We are grateful for the opportunity
that you have given Olympic Park in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Thank you for the continued support,
Mark Fattibene
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process
and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L
ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Respectfully
Carole Magnuson
Past President
Westwood Hills Property Owners Association
Sent from my iPad
Dear Sir/Madame:
Please approve Map K-2 which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of
interest as one cohesive area (section J) in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines. During your entire process Mulholland and the 405
freeway have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different
issues and interests of the Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected.
Please VOTE YES on Map K-2.
Thank you
Ellen Ceaser
ejceaser@gmail.com
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Jesus Rodriguez

Richard Herman

Neil Williamson

Spencer Quong

Public Testimony
Good morning. My name is Jesus M Rodriguez and I have been living in Country Club Park for more than 7 years. My address is 1109 S Gramercy Dr Los Angeles, CA, 90019.
We love our neighborhood and our community is one strong group of people who love each other.
Please vote for plan K2 to keep our neighborhood together. Dividing it in two would be terribly sad, and absolutely unnecessary. With my deepest gratitude for listening to us, the people who live and love Los
Angeles.
Regards,
Jesus Rodriguez
Dear Commissioners,
It is extremely troubling that maneuverings and negotiations among city council members to preserve a voter base would ever be weighed more heavily than the social continuity of the neighborhoods affected
be redistricting.
I urge you as strongly as I can to establish Plan K2 and its District J map.
Thank you.
RICHARD HERMAN
HERMAN ARCHITECTS
T: 323.465.7066
C: 323.573.1611
E: rh@rsharch.com
www.rsharch.com
Dear Commission on Redistricting,
We SUPPORT Draft Map K2 and no other. K2 is the only draft map that keeps our Hollywood Hills West/Laurel Cyn communities intact. Kindly adopt Draft Map K2.
Sincerely,
Neil Williamson and Bernard Leger
7939 Lulu Glen Drive, Los Angeles, CA 90046
323-650-0967 or 323-650-0964
-- This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
[url=https://www.avast.com/antivirus]https://www.avast.com/antivirus[/url]
Hello,
I am writing you regarding the City of Los Angeles re-districting maps. I am opposed to Map L because: - Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Westside Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations including Westwood South of SM Blvd. HOA.
I support Map K2 because: - Map K2 keeps our Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations;
- Map K2 respects the boundaries of our WSSM HOA; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you
Spencer Quongsquong@yahoo.com2336 Overland Ave.

Name
Dan Kegel

Public Testimony
Well, it's that time again. As I did nine years ago, I plead with you to
not divide
neighborhood councils. Splitting neighborhood councils across multiple
city council districts
makes things worse for everybody; not only do neighborhood councils have
to sit through two or three times as many presentations from council staff,
council staff have to make two or three times as many presentations.
Of LA's 100-odd neighborhood councils, fully half of them are divided across
multiple council districts. This is a problem, and a new council district
map should
make it better, not worse.
I particularly care about GWNC and UNNC, where I own houses, but the
problem is not confined to those two.
Here is a table of the current neighborhood councils and their city council
districts, showing the magnitude of the problem currently.
Thank you,
Dan Kegel
NC CDs
Arleta cd6
Arroyo Seco cd14,
cd1
Atwater Village cd4,
cd13
Bel Air-Beverly Crest
cd4,cd5
Boyle Heights cd14
brentwood (non nc) cd11
CANNDU cd9
Canoga Park cd3
Central Alameda cd9
Central Hollywood cd4,cd13
Central San Pedro
cd15
Chatsworth cd12
Coastal San Pedro
cd15
Del Rey cd11
Downtown Los Angeles
cd1, cd9, cd14
Eagle Rock cd14,
cd1
East Hollywood cd13
Echo Park cd1,cd13
Elysian Valley Riverside
cd13
EC Central cd8
EC North cd1, cd8, cd9
EC Southeast cd8, cd9, cd15
EC Southwest cd8
EC West cd8, cd10
Encino cd3, cd5,
cd6
Foothill Trails District cd2, cd6, cd7
Glassell Park cd14,
cd1, cd13
Granada Hills North
cd12
Granada Hills South
cd12
Greater Cypress Park
cd1
Greater Toluca Lake
cd4
Greater Valley Glen
cd2
Greater Wilshire cd4,cd5
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Elias Higham

Schlosser, Carissa

Daniel Curry

Sarah McMurray

Shaun Gray

Public Testimony
Hello,
I am a resident of CD4. I do not support Map K2, which continues to
bifurcate the city in ways designed to support the wealthy and entrenched
powers and suppress the type of grassroots movement that led to the
election of my current councilmember. Gerrymandering the city at the behest
of the wealthy is detrimental to public trust in our institutions, harmful
to the democratic process, and frankly immoral.
We are seeing across the country right now the result of eroding democracy
and lack of trust in those supposedly looking out for our best interests.
You have the option to use this redistributing to make our city a better
place, or you could further it’s legacy as a place where your humanity is
directly proportionate to the amount of money you have. The choice is
yours. Make the right one.
Best,
Elias Higham
Dear Ladies & Gents:
Please approve Map K-2 which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process
and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405-Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L
ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected - NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Carissa and Jack Schlosser
carissa.schlosser@ms.com; jschlosser88@gmail.com
________________________________
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I am a resident of Los Feliz (North of Los Feliz blvd) in CD4, and I do not
support map K2 which divides my community of interest. K2 would separate
myself and other Los Feliz residents north of Los Feliz blvd from the rest
of Los Feliz.
I am a renter, so is my entire block. We do not share a community of
interest with homeowners in the valley, let alone rural ranches in Shadow
Valley(!!). We share a community of interest with Central Los Angeles: Los
Feliz, East Hollywood, Koreatown, Silverlake. Please use map L, which keeps
my community of interest together.
Another note - redistricting should not be used to sow disruption and
division! You should strive to adjust the boundaries so as few residents
and businesses as possible are shifted to new districts, and certainly not
seek to shift neighborhoods that strongly supported their current
representative in last year’s election.
What you are currently proposing to do will only lead to accusations of
political gamesmanship. LA must be above even the appearance of such
accusations.
Sincerely,
Daniel Curry
4545 Los Feliz blvd Apt 306
Hello,
I strongly prefer Draft Map K2.
Sarah McMurray
323.828.5060 mobile
sarah.mcmurray@me.com
As a Los Angeles resident, I strongly urge the rejection of Map K2 for redistricting. Los Angeles thrives when it's inclusive and lifts up marginalized voices. It is reprehensible that a district may be redrawn to
exclude lower income and traditionally non-white neighborhoods from any district, yet that's exactly what map K2 attempts to achieve. Map K2 represents the kind of racist, classist, & bigoted gerrymandering
one expects to find in Texas, where rigging the maps has created a government actively repressing BIPOC, LGBTQ and women's rights. That is the antithesis of what Los Angeles should strive to be. Reject
map K2, keep CD4 and Los Angeles inclusive.
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Eduardo Subelman

Andrea Siegel Silenzi

Brian Kang
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Dear Mr. Cardenas and L.A. City Redistricting staff,
My wife and I have been homeowners in West L.A. for over 40 years — on Selby, Homedale, Parkwood and now Century City. We have invested time and energy in our Homeowner's Association,
Neighborhood Council and in the community groups.
In other words, my wife and I have deep, strong ties to this community, and that’s why we strongly support Map K2 and oppose Map L.
We oppose Map L because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
• Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations and community groups. Specifically, our community is cut right in half.
We support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and community groups; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
We ask you to please help us in the fight to protect our community that so many — including our family and friends — have worked so hard to build.
Sincerely,
-- *Eduardo Subelman, PhD.*
subelman@markmatrix.com
310-271-7630
310-560-3997 (Mobile)
Hi there,
I live in Silver Lake, where I love being a part of Council District 4. As
a proud CD4 resident, I want to strongly speak out against map K2.
I've always been a renter, which can come with its challenges. If my
councilperson is representing a disproportionate swath of homeowners, then
their needs will set CD4's priorities and agenda. Map K2 risks robbing me
and other CD4 tenants of our voice on council.
Map K2 would completely change the nature of my district. I want my current
councilperson, and all future CD4 representatives, to meet the needs of a
diverse swath of Los Angeles. A big part of that is making sure CD4 has
income diversity. Map K2 clusters around homeowners, and doesn't ensure CD4
will be fairly representing the voices of tenants in LA.
Also, by cutting out 70% of my district, you're completely changing the
character of the community my council member will serve. CD4 would lose its
diversity and equity. It's an extreme measure, and unacceptable to have
your entire district wiped out.
*Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.*
Thank you!
Andrea Silenzi
2519 1/2 Griffith Park Blvd
CD4
Dear LA City Redistricting Commissioners:
My name is Brian Kang and I would like to urge the commission to support
Map L during Thursday's final deliberations for the draft map.
Map L keeps Koreatown whole in a single district and maintains the cohesion
of surrounding areas which strengthens the diversity of the Central/Metro
LA.
I respectfully ask that the commission adopt Map L.
Thank you very much.
Sincerely,
Brian Kang
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Judy Reidel

Tracey Joffe
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Good morning,
I am a resident of CD13 and I want to comment on this redistricting plan. I
do not support map K2. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4
is completely unacceptable. I want CD4, to protect the voices of the
tenants in LA. I think this redistricting is frankly racist and does not
support diversity and equity. Please work off of Map L in developing an
equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Sincerely,
Claire Downs
-- Claire Downs
Writer & Director
www.clairedowns.com
312-203-5338
I oppose Map L because:
* Map L ignores historical boundaries;
* Map L divides the Westside Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
* Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations including Westwood South of SM Blvd. HOA.
I support Map K2 because:
* Map K2 keeps our Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
* Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations;
* Map K2 respects the boundaries of our WSSM HOA; and
* Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
I have lived in Cheviot Hills for 18 years and am writing to urge you to
support Map K2.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. I do not support Map L because it ignores
historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts, and splits up our
homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address
Westside issues. Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single
District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the Westside
Neighborhood Council, and continues the historical working relationships of
the Westside communities.
Again, please support Map K2.
Sincerely, Kelly Halligan
310-722-9500
I’m in Country Club Park HPOZ n Olympic Park neighborhood association. Only K2 plan in area H keeps us whole with other mid city historic areas n HPOZs. Hancock Park n Greater Wilshire MC agree. The
K2 plan is very good. The L plan is very bad. K2 keeps CCP intact and keeps CD10 looking much like it does now. Plan L cuts CCP in two and makes no sense at all. Plan L also slices up the OPNC. Plan L
would kill us. In both plans, our district is District H; District H will become CD10.
The Hancock Park call to action to support K2 is appropriate and we in Counry Club Park agree with it.
xxx judy reidel
323-731-4200
Sent from my iPhone
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a
multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in
the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council
district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage
makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will
consider over the next decade and more will weigh the interests of
landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore
crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea
and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have clear representation on
City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such
clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea
and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps under consideration
might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council
district. Thank you for your consideration.
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Riley Adamson

Polly Blitzer

maria gritsch

Alfred Twu

Public Testimony
Hello,
I am writing to voice my objection to Map K2 for CD4. Choosing that map
would be a massive blow to the diverse tenants who have worked to unite
their communities over the last 10 years. Choosing K2 would be a gift to
wealthy landowners who would benefit from the fracturing of poor peoples’
existing organization.
Please use Map L to keep these communities united and develop a set of
equitable districts for our city.
Thank you
Riley Adamson
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and long time residents of Rancho
Park—Cheviot Hills.
We have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. Map L ignores historical boundaries,
divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner
associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside
issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects
the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities.
We urge you to support Map K2
Respectfully,
Polly Blitzer
Dear Los Angeles Mayor, Controller, and Los Angeles City Council Members, Redistricting Committee,
Please tell council member Nithya Raman to stop interfering in the city's redistricting plan.
Nithya Ramam "represents" our District 4, but we are extremely alarmed over her proposals and agenda.
Raman's agenda does not align with the interests of residents of District 4 or the city as a whole.
We deeply regret that Nithya Raman somehow got elected instead of our erstwhile excellent Council MemberDavid Ryu.
How does someone "parachute in" from out of state and suddenly start introducing a radicallydisruptive agenda?
For starters, residents of District 4 have worked for over a decade to strengthen localzoning ordinances---ordinances which Raman wants to toss out.
Please tell your colleague Nithya Raman to stop interfering and to listen to residents of her District.
Thank you in advance.
Sincerely,
Maria Gritsch TenHouten
Warren D. TenHouten
8854 Lookout Mountain AveLos Angeles, CA 90046323-650-0663
Hi Arianna
I am still in the Bay Area, however the issue of finally having Koreatown
in one district has been a big one for Asian American politics statewide.
Congrats on the new job by the way!
Alfred
On Thu, Sep 30, 2021, 12:21 AM Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission wrote:
Hey Alfred!
This is Arianna Bankler-Jukes, I use to work in Skinner's office/ very
active in Berkeley! It is nice to see your name! Did you move down to LA?
I appreciate you writing in regardless.
Take care,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall,
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275,
Los Angeles, CA 90012 (213) 263-5765
On Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 11:22 PM Alfred Twu wrote:
Please use Map L for the 2020 redistricting. It keeps Koreatown and
other communities together in one district.
Thanks
Alfred
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JUDITH ANN STEIN

Macklen Makhloghi

Cameron Trowbridge

Public Testimony
Dear Sirs and Madam:
Please approve Map K-2 which does a good job of maintaining and
representing the interests of our community. Our interests do not always
match up with the interests of the Valley-side community. Mulholland
appears to be a natural barrier which should be respected. We believe it
would be fair to approve Map K-2.
Thank you,
Dr. Judith Stein
jastein@ucla.edu
Hello,
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. To champion
diversity and equity, I reject Map K2 and support Map L. Please don't wipe
out the current District 4.
With grave concern,
Macklen Makhloghi
Van Nuys
----------------Macklen Makhloghi
he/him
818.441.4189
My name is Cameron Trowbridge. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Olympic Park Neighborhood Council. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member
be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also
understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant African American and Korean American population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest
neighbors in District H of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Thanks for your attention and your help.
Cameron Trowbridgecamtrowbridge@yahoo.com
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Dan Kegel
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Oh, and in case it wasn't clear, that means
I greatly prefer Draft Plan K2 over Draft Plan L.
Please drop plan L and focus on K2.
Thanks,
Dan
On Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 7:53 AM Dan Kegel wrote:
Well, it's that time again. As I did nine years ago, I plead with you to
not divide
neighborhood councils. Splitting neighborhood councils across multiple
city council districts
makes things worse for everybody; not only do neighborhood councils have
to sit through two or three times as many presentations from council staff,
council staff have to make two or three times as many presentations.
Of LA's 100-odd neighborhood councils, fully half of them are divided
across
multiple council districts. This is a problem, and a new council district
map should
make it better, not worse.
I particularly care about GWNC and UNNC, where I own houses, but the
problem is not confined to those two.
Here is a table of the current neighborhood councils and their city
council districts, showing the magnitude of the problem currently.
Thank you,
Dan Kegel
NC CDs
Arleta cd6
Arroyo Seco cd14,
cd1
Atwater Village cd4,
cd13
Bel Air-Beverly Crest
cd4,cd5
Boyle Heights cd14
brentwood (non nc) cd11
CANNDU cd9
Canoga Park cd3
Central Alameda cd9
Central Hollywood cd4,cd13
Central San Pedro
cd15
Chatsworth cd12
Coastal San Pedro
cd15
Del Rey cd11
Downtown Los Angeles
cd1, cd9, cd14
Eagle Rock cd14,
cd1
East Hollywood cd13
Echo Park cd1,cd13
Elysian Valley Riverside
cd13
EC Central cd8
EC North cd1, cd8, cd9
EC Southeast cd8, cd9, cd15
EC Southwest cd8
EC West cd8, cd10
Encino cd3, cd5,
cd6
Foothill Trails District cd2, cd6, cd7
Glassell Park cd14,
cd1, cd13
Granada Hills North
cd12
Granada Hills South
cd12
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Sam Wolkstein

Victoria Longwell

Dylan Visvikis

Cece Chikhale

Tupper Lienke

Winston Salins

Public Testimony
I am a Westside NC Stakeholder and long time resident of Rancho
Park—Cheviot Hills.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. Map L ignores historical boundaries,
divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner
associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside
issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects
the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities.
I urge you to support Map K2
Thank you,
Samuel V. Wolkstein
10619 Bradbury Road
Los Angeles, CA 90064
Good Morning,
I’m a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I’m writing to say I
do not support map K2. Map K2 removes my neighborhood from the district and
cuts it off from several of my communities of interest, Griffith Park being
one of them. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is
completely unacceptable. I’m asking that you please use Map L in developing
an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you for your time!
Victoria
To whom it may concern,
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 in Map K2 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. I want a district that protects the
voices of tenants in LA.
Support diversity and equity!
Support Map L.
—Dylan Visvikis
Morning Frank,
I'm opposed to Map L because:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
Rather I support Map K2 because:
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
I'm a part of the West Of Westwood HOA ("WOW") and am a Westside NC
stakeholder. WOW is my voice for my community and communicates the Westside
stakeholder's concerns to our Councilman.
-- Thanks,
Caroline "Cece" Chikhale
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire
Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and
all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely, Tupper Lienke1101 S. Ridgeley DriveLos Angeles, CA 90019Tel: 323-939-7200
Dear Sir/Madam,
I, Winston Salins, a resident of Westwood Gardens Civic Association, support
The Map K2 would keep us within Council District 5 and also within our own Westside Neighborhood Council. If you agree, email the Commission, to urge them to support Map K2. If the other Map L gains
support, it would divide our local Neighborhood Council into 3 City Council Districts, dilute our input and voice on local city issues.
Best Regards,Winston Salins
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Justin Michael

Todd Warner

Amy Brothers

scott crawford

Andrea Taylor

Public Testimony
Hi, I live in Council District 4 (and have lived here for over a decade).
I’m writing because I absolutely *do not *support map K2 - it removes my
own neighborhood in Los Feliz from the district and undermines the
interests of myself and the people who live here.
70% of the district would be cut using map K2! That's completely
unacceptable to me. Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park.
*Please work from Map L *to develop an equitable set of districts for the
entire city.
Thank you,
Justin
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of
all Angelinos, I urge you to *adopt Map L* which is more equitable, fair
and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Todd Warner
*Tailwaggers Pet food and supplies*
Todd Warner | Owner & Founder
Email: todd@tailwaggerspets.com
Tailwaggers & Tailwashers
Hollywood
1929 N Bronson Ave
Hollywood, CA 90068 Tailwaggers & Tailwashers
Larchmont Village
147 N Larchmont Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90004
and
Tailwaggers
West Hollywood
801 N Fairfax Ave
West Hollywood CA 90046
323.464.9600
www.tailwaggerspets.com
The Tailwaggers Foundation Provides funding to 501c nonprofit organizations who supply life-saving treatment to sick and injured animals.
To whom it may concern:
I am an 18 year homeowner in the 2300 block of Overland Avenue. I wanted to urgeyou to adopt Map K2 and reject Map L.
As you may know, Map L divides our Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. neighborhoodinto at least two districts. Specifically homes on one side of Overland Avenue will bein one district and homes on
the other side of Overland Avenue will be in another.
Our community is historically a close and neighborly one sharing common interests. Thisincludes homeowners associations, community groups, even business associations. Our closeties would be
supported by Map K2.
Please vote to keep the Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. neighborhood together in the way it has been for as long as I have lived here and, no doubt, much longer.
Amy Brothers
K2 is my choice.
Scott Crawford
1123 n Benton Way
L.A 90026
To whom it may concern:
I am a long time constituent of Lake Balboa I worked to get the LBNC off the ground an change the name of my area to Lake Balboa We are so named because of the lake that exists in the Sepulveda Basin I
want Sepulveda Basin to stay in the same district as Lake Balboa Since we are so close to the basin and the lake Furthermore we need to stay connect to the basin as the last great open space in the SFV
Others who do not live here do not understand Also there is a large Latino population whose leaders need to speak fluent Spanish Our leader Nury Martinez does a great job of this Do not change this district
I love Lake Balboa and have lived in this area for almost 40 years The park /basin and lake should stay with us and not with people who do not live here are understand I would like to also request that the zip
for Lake Balboa be changed to reflect the area and not Van Nuys Thank you kindly Mrs Andrea B. Taylor
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Kyle Parulski
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Please do not wipe out the current district 4 map. As a resident of
neighboring council district 13 (so close that many of my immediate
neighbors are CD4), I feel that it would be unwise and unrepresentative of
the will of the people to so dramatically alter the makeup of our fourth
council district. There is certainly a conversation to be had about
reconsidering our council districts in order to increase seats on the
council and reduce the acreage that each councilperson is responsible for
representing, but we are not currently having that conversation, and this
proposed measure would be a terrible thing for the city of Los Angeles,
indeed. Thank you for your time.
Williamson, JoEllen
City Redistricting Commission:
My name is JoEllen Williamson and I have lived in Country Club Park for over 20 years, which is located in Olympic Park Neighborhood. I bought this historic home to preserve the history and legacy of this
neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member supports Plan K2. We count on our City Council member for our City services, and for all of the unique
services that come with living in historic homes. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you
have given Olympic Park Neighborhood in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest for neighbors in District H of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Respectfully,
JoEllen Williamson
1229 3rd Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90019
cathylynnmccann@gmail Hello - I'm writing as a resident of CD4 to give my input for redistricting:
.com
*I support Map K2 but would like Griffith Park added to District G *I DO NOT support Map L
Thank you,
Cathy McCann
1800 N. New Hampshire Avenue
John Ma
Hello Redistricting Commission,
I'm a housing equity & tenants advocate in LA and *I do not support map K2*,
which removes several high-tenancy neighborhoods from CD4, along with 70%
of the current district. This is completely unacceptable! Please work off
of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city,
and do more outreach to communities of color!
See this community-produced map - I like
the diversity it represents in CD4 and CD13.
Thank you,
-*John Ma, M.A.*
POWER / Ground Game LA West Adams Neighborhood Council , At-Large
Representative
408-605-3176 | LinkedIn | Facebook
Doug Campbell
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Doug Campbell RLA ASLA Campbell & Campbell
Architects, Landscape Architects, Planners www.campbellcampbell.com
doug@campbellcampbell.com
c +310 795 8234
frances hoge
Please hear us!! We support you and Plan K2!
My name is Frances Hoge and I live in Larchmont Village, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I have served as a Block Captain for over a decade and have been an active member of our community
currently serving on the local Charter School Board, AYSO Board and Baseball program at Pan Pacific. I believe in community, now more than ever and it is vitally important to my family and to my
neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us and respect the micro-communities that allow us to call Los Angeles, a city large enough to be recognized all across the globe; home. I want
to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest
neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Best,Frances Hoge
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I write to inform you of my whole hearted support of Draft Map K2 and my opposition to Draft Map L for the following reasons:
Map K2 is the staff recommendation based on community input and Executive Director Frank Cardenas' vision to create a bridge district to the valley, thus leaving the valley whole, and to respect the
Mulholland Corridor and the Hillsides as communities of interest. His K2 draft also tries to use NC's boundaries as guidelines where possible, based on the assumption they outline communities of interest (an
exception would be Laurel Canyon and Bel Air.)
Map L divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon Blvd. Divides Larchmont and Hancock Park. It hacks up West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights and bisects UNNC. It divides Sunset Blvd.
Spaulding Square. Century City somehow lands in District 10. It cuts Beverly Wood, Carthay and Pico Robertson off from their Communities of Interest. But it unites all of K-Town (pop. 120k, primarily
renters), Park LaBrea (pop. 12k, renters), claws Los Feliz and Silverlake back in, and makes a full retreat from the Valley. Please reject Draft Map L for the good of our communities.
Yours most sincerely
Sharman F Hyde
Resident,
8019 Woodrow Wilson Drive
LA 90046
Good Morning,
My name is Katherine Yeom, Executive Director at Korean American Family Services, KFAM. I would like to express to keep Koreatown whole as one region. I would like to support Map L created by the
Commissioners.
Thank you,
Katherine Yeom
Executive Director
[Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: cid:image005.png@01CE70E4.EC6A31C0]
Korean American Family Services | 한인가정상담소
Dir: 213-235-4845 | Tel: 213-389-6755, Ext. 107
Web: www.KFAMLA.org | Email: kyeom@KFAMLA.org
Stay in touch with KFAM! [Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: facebook logo
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Dear Redistricting Commission,
Thank you for all your hard work on redistricting. I know it can’t be an easy job.
I am a long time resident of Los Feliz (and Silverlake) and am happy that Plan K2 has kept us within our surrounding neighborhoods of Atwater Village, Silver Lake and East Hollywood. This new District G
makes sense, is logical and isn’t overly gerrymandered.
However, I would strongly urge the commission to keep Griffith Park within the confines of District G. Los Feliz and Griffith Park are physically connected and their relationship runs deep. The neighborhood of
Los Feliz has been a great steward of the park for over 100 years. It’s main protector in fact. One of the reasons the park is such a success is because of the hard work and dedication of the residence of Los
Feliz. For those reasons alone (and there are many more) the park should be included in District G. Please include the park in Plan K2.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
best,
Kevin Tent
September 30, 2021
My name is Peter V. Schulberg and I live in Country Club Park, which is
located in Mid-City LA. and is part of the Olympic Park Neighborhood
Council. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that
our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council
for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that
come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also
understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs
of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so
much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which
I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Country
Club Park K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest
neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I know the city redistricting council will hold its final vote today on the
above matter. *Please do not bifurcate our community. Please adopt plan
K2. *
Peter V Schulberg
S. Gramery Place, LA, CA
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My name is Judith Wyle Goldman. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Mid City in the Olympic Park Neighborhood Council District. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that
our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council
member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Country Club Park and the larger district of Olympic Park in Plan K2 to remain together with our
like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Sincerely
Judith Wyle Goldman
1201 Westchester Place, LA 90019
Sent from my iPad
Hello City Redistricting Commissioners:
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 2069 Kerwood Avenue and am directly impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I very much SUPPORT the J boundary of Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and*Map K2 continues the
historical relationship of the Westside communities.*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because: *Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a
major thoroughfare. Thus disrupting our neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.*Map L ignores historical boundaries.*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!*Map L splits up
long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity.
Respectfully,Patt and Alan Hoffen2069 Kerwood Ave WLA 90025CD5- CENTURY GLEN HOA
Dear Council Members,
As a fifty-four year resident of the
Los Feliz Oaks, I urge you to vote to
to continue to keep Griffith Park and the Los Feliz area together as planned in Map K2, District G. Our area was part of the original
land grant 200 years ago. The only
residents living in Griffith Park are the wildlife. As Los Feliz residents,
we consider our duty to watch over
and to enjoy the park as it is part of
our community.
We will look forward to seeing
Map K2, District G approved by the
Los Angeles City Council members.
A Puzzled Los Feliz resident,
Nicole W. Ruskey
Cc:
Sent from my iPhone
Hi. I am a Los Frliz resident. I do not want to be cut off from Griffith
park. This redistricting makes no sense. Please get rid of it.
Justin Halpern
CD-4 resident
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lauren Lexton
Board of Directors
Friends of the Hollywood Central Park
6464 Sunset Blvd, Suite 535
Los Angeles, CA 90028
my name is Lynda Levin. I have lived in Hancock Park most of my 82 years.There have been subtle changes during these many decades but all of them have been with our families and neighbors best
interest at heart. We count o our City Council member for out services that come with living in these historic homes. I want to thank the Council for Plan K2; it is where we belong with common interests.
I do not support Plan L which will throw much of the City into chaos. It is also not the vision of the Council.
Thanking you in advance, Sincerely, Lynda Levin
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Hello,
I am resident of Council District 10, however that may change with the
upcoming redistricting. Some plans put forward by the commission or other
parties favor unifying Koreatown under a single council district rather
than leaving it fractured into several by the current status quo. I support
having a single council district for the neighborhood and I support the
plans that establish it under CD4.
I support this for several reasons: Koreatown is a community of renters and
one of the most dense neighborhoods in the United States. We are a diverse
neighborhood featuring a predominantly Latino population with many
residents from Mexico, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, and elsewhere in
Latin America. Additionally, Koreatown features the largest Korean diaspora
outside of Korea. Diluting the organizing power of these groups by
scattering them across districts is a disservice and, frankly,
disenfranchisement. Make CD4 reflect a diversity of race, income, and
housing status.
As someone who also spends time in Los Feliz and Echo Park, those should
remain in CD4 and 13 respectively.
Thank you,
Alexander Mullenix
Good morning. My name is Christopher Kinder and I have been living in Country Club Park for more than 7 years. My address is 1109 S Gramercy Dr Los Angeles, CA, 90019.
We love our neighborhood and our community is one strong group of people who love each other.
Please vote for plan K2 to keep our neighborhood together. Dividing it in two would be terribly sad, and absolutely unnecessary. With my deepest gratitude for listening to us, the people who live and love Los
Angeles.
Regards,
Christopher Kinder
As a 60-year resident of Windsor Square, I strongly support Draft Map K2.
Thank you,
Donna Sent from my iPhone
Hello,
Can you all please disclose the district numbers before Thursday? I'm a CD4
resident and I'm tired of guessing about what's going on here. How can I
properly weigh in without all of the information in what is supposed to be
a transparent process, the results of which stand for TEN years? It's
already wild that the district will be changing so much just a year after
Nithya won. This is the saltiest shit I've ever seen. K2 is absurd and
racist gerrymandering. Y'all need to advance modified versions of both Maps
L & K2.
Thank you,
Brittani Nichols
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Austen Rachlis
90042

Name
Laura Ricci

Public Testimony
Hello,As a contented, property-owning resident of district G/13/O'Farrell, I am in support of the Draft Map K2. The other map cuts out all of Los Feliz and Silver Lake, both important neighborhoods that
logically belong alongside Atwater, Echo Park, Hollywood and Glassell Park.Sincerely,Laura Ricci
A. Wolfe
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I, like many others, am writing to request the Redistricting Commission
immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being
considered at Thursday’s meeting. It's not right to have both
representatives and constituents of CD4 and CD2 wondering where they fall,
and it seems like the simplest solution is to disclose the district
numbers. How can someone weigh in on the maps without knowing which
district is which?
Either way, I think it pertinent to point out that CD4 is somehow up for
the most radical altering, which makes no sense, considering Councilmember
Raman just won that district with a whopping 2–10 times as many votes as
her colleagues when they entered office—a significant threshold. The fact
that Raman has spent her first year in service advocating for the needs of
her diverse constituents makes this proposed change more than suspicious to
everyone even remotely aware of LA politics. But I'm not sure how aware the
Redistricting Commision is of exactly how many Angelenos are focused on
these maps. The only answer that won't end up in outright revolt is
preserving CD4 as much as possible in transparent fairness.
Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
April Wolfe
-- April Wolfe
Linda Arnette Rosen
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main
street" for 100 years. Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore
Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Linda Arnette
Michelle Baron
My name is Michelle Baron and I live in Larchmont Village, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us.
We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be
responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I
support. We are grateful for the opportunity that with Plan K2 you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we
belong and will be best served.
laurielgoldman@earthlink Dear LACCRC:
.net
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of
all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and
consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Laurie Goldman
Friends of the Hollywood Central Park
Laurie L. Goldman, President|Founding Board Member
6464 Sunset Blvd., Suite 535
Los Angeles, CA 90028
(T) 310.274.8682 | (F) 310.274.8627
(E) laurie.goldman@hfcp.org or
laurielgoldman@earthlink.net
https://hollywoodcentralpark.org Facebook Twitter
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Emily Skehan

Barbara Hearn

Kessler, Fred W.

ml09tennis@gmail.com

Deborah Pratt

Public Testimony
To whom it may concern,
My name is Emily Skehan and I am a resident of CD 4 (Sherman oaks). I
reject the proposed map K2 which drastically alters our current district.
We are a coherent community that represents a diverse set of voices and
deserves a say, not to be swallowed by other districts that will dilute
renter power.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Emily Skehan
14537 Addison St, Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Commissioners, and City Redistricting Staff:
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. Commissioner Suh's idea of splitting Laurel Canyon down the
middle is utterly perplexing. This historic canyon has completely different concerns than KTown, or the homeless, which the councilmember seems to be entirely focused on, to the detriment of her tax-paying
constituents.
I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation Draft K2 (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole with a emphasis on public/fire safety.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest.
We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant
histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong emphasis on fire safety), emergency
communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area.
This community has serious fire safety concerns that are unique to the hillside, and the in-fighting that could result from two different "ruling" powers can slow results. It's already impossible to get Laurel
Canyon swept for flammable debris with one council office - imagine two? That risk was clearly documented in Sunday's 60 Minutes piece on the NorCal wildfire infighting between CalFire and US
Forestry. in addition, we have a huge development starting construction at Sunset & Laurel Canyon that needs focused attention on it, not divided attention wiht finger-pointing.
We need to be united in our response as we are united in our concerns.
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety;
we must advocate for our Canyon and its historic corridors, open space, wildlife and cultural history with one voice.
We Are Laurel Canyon.
Respectfully,
Barbara Hearn
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Fred Kessler
724 Muskingum Avenue
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
Sent from my iPhone
As an 80 resident of Hancock Park I heartily support District J Plan K2. It will maintain our district with its historical homes and will include our neighbors to the West who share our values. I am grateful for all
the work that has gone on in this endeavor and congratulate the wisdom of our advocates in the Redistricting Commission of the City. Please count my vote as a strong supporter of District J Plan K2.
Sincerely, Mahlon Lawton
200 S. June St.
LA 90004
I demand that you keep CCP intact. This is about people. Please VOTE FOR
K2 today.
Deborah Pratt -Country Club Park resident and Voter.
Thank you.
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Janis Yue

Greg Irwin

Maureen Lombardo
James Fritz

Megan Mostyn-Brown

Public Testimony
Hi there,
My name is Janis Yue, and I am writing as a Chinatown community member. I
do not support Map K2 and how it splits Chinatown in District L. I support
keeping Chinatown together. As a BIPOC working class community being
threatened by multiple market-rate developments and predatory real estate
developers, keeping Chinatown together is essential in being able to
advocate for resources with a united front.
Chinatown is a community of interest: many generations of working class
BIPOC people have come to live in Chinatown because of economic and social
reasons. In the 19th century, many Asian Americans were forced to live in
Chinatown because they were unable to live elsewhere due to the threat of
violence and redlining. Please do not divide the community even further
with unreasonable redistricting.
Thank you,
Janis
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Gregory Irwin
Please do not ruin my beautiful park!
This is so shady. Don't gerrymander our cty even more.
Number One: Stop rigging the district maps to serve those in power.
Oppose K2’s regressive gerrymander of CD 4.
Advance modified versions of both Maps L & K2 for the public to review in
October
Number Two: Immediately disclose district numbers for the two maps under
consideration so the public and commissioners can understand these maps in
advance of Thursday’s meeting.
We see what you're trying to.
Please do the right thing for once,
James
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received
when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same
voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,Megan Mostyn-Brown

Name
Daniel Stein

Chase Winton

Public Testimony
HelloAs a Los Angeles resident, *the proposed K2 map for CD4 should be summarily*
*rejected*.
This map would reduce the voice of renters, who comprise a majority of this
city and provide much of the economic activity, while at the same time
reducing diversity and equity on the city council. I can't think,
personally, of a worse plan given the current DIRE circumstances facing our
city, most of which have been arrived at due to policy-making based on
property values rather than livability for the common citizen of this city
that is great in promise but not in reality.
There are currently several maps proposed by community-members that better
reflect the city at large and the wants and needs of the people in CD4,
such as the one below.
-Dan Stein
- My name is Chase Winton I live in Windsor Square on Plymouth Blvd,
which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family
and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We
count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for
all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes.
- Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our
special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish
population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for
the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together
with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan
K2, where we belong and will be best served. I have followed the
redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan
L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L,
which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your
months of work and public testimony. It divides and redistributes
neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It
divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square
from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights,
Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century
City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of
Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater
Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching
from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los
Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice,
but surely Plan L is also not the vision of my community!
Sincerely,
Chase Winton
141 South Plymouth Blvd
LA CA 90004
-- Sent from Gmail Mobile
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Aaron Wimmer

Christopher Gibson

Jacob Combs
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Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Aaron Wimmer
Good Morning Commissioners,
I’m writing because the redistricting commission needs to immediately
disclose district numbers in the two draft maps being considered in today’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to make decisions on these maps without
knowing which district is which.
Regardless of the decisions on CD 4 these maps will be dramatically
changing so soon after Councilmember Raman won her election 2-10x times the
votes as other CMs when they entered office. CM Raman would now be forced
into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters
that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on
Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings.
Please do these things to ensure a good outcome from this process. It is
hard not to see the bizarre choices around these two issues as
intentionally manipulating the districts for an undisclosed purpose and we
would be stuck with these maps for a long time.
Thank you,
Chris Gibson
Hello,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2. It would remove my neighborhood from the district and cut it off from
several of my communities of interest--especially Griffith Park, one of the
crown jewels of Los Angeles and a treasure of my community that I
frequently enjoy with friends and family. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Jacob Combs

Name
Doug Stern

Public Testimony
Dear Commissioners,
I am asking the redistricting commission to immediately disclose district
numbers for the draft maps being considered at today's meeting. I can think
of no reason why these maps must remain secret from the public. Why are CD2
and CD4 residents, and their representatives, being kept in the dark?
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won there. Is she being punished?
CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse
district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different
district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year
ago. Please fully discuss both in today's meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Douglas Stern
-Doug Stern
douglas.stern@gmail.com
Los Feliz, CA
Anita Saunders
My name is Anita Saunders and I have lived in Country Club Park since 1998. It is very important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City
Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in some of LA’s most historic homes. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I
support. I am grateful for the opportunity that you have given Olympic Park Neighborhood Council in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District H of Plan K2,
where we belong and will be best served.
Thank you for your consideration.
Anita Saunders
piero_ballroom@hotmail. To Whom It May Concern,
com
I’m writing to you today to emphasize the importance of the Draft K2 Plan being implemented. I’ve been a resident of Los Feliz all my life and have never seen it in such disarray as I do now under the
negligence and incompetence of Nithya Raman. Los Feliz SHOULD NOT be divided under any circumstance. Map L should be tossed out and Griffith Park in District G needs to be part of the K2 map. It’s
time Los Feliz residents take back control of what once was a clean and safe neighborhood. I thank you all for the work you have already started to get things on the right track and encourage you to continue
doing so by opposing Map L and supporting K2.
Best,
Piero Gonzalez
Mark Campbell
My name is Mark Campbell. I live in Windsor Square, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We
count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive
to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We
are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone
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Stacy Payne

Christine

Geoff Tock
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Dear CIty Redistricting Commission Members,
I am a long-time resident of Country Club Park. I grew up in this
neighborhood where my parents still reside and purchased my own home
literally one block from my childhood home 12 years ago. I have followed
the redistricting process and am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour
Plan L is also before you. Olympic Park Neighborhood Council and I do not
support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a
deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It divides Olympic
Park by severing Larchmont and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It
ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down
Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly
removes the West Adams Heights-Sugar Hill and Harvard Heights neighborhoods
from their longtime home in CD 10, and bisects both the Harvard
Heights-Western Heights HPOZ and the United Neighborhoods Neighborhood
Council area, including my longtime neighborhood of Country Club Park,
Angelus Vista, and Western Heights neighborhoods. And it cuts off Century
City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of
Interest. But Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for the remainder
Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters,
stretching from Park La Brea through us to Koreatown and up a narrow
isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake.
I object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also
not the vision of the Commission.
Stacy Payne
-- *Stacy Payne, M.S., CCC-SLP, CLE *
*Certified Lactation Educator*
*ADHD-Certified Rehabilitation Services Provider*
*Executive Director*
*Bright Beginnings Pediatric Services*
*Feeding, Speech, and Therapeutic Learning Center*
*5657 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 280*
*Los Angeles, California 90036*
www.brightbeginningsla.com
*323-525-0247*
Hello, I am a Los Angeles County resident writing to urge the rejection of
Map K2 in favor of Map L. Please work in the best interests of the
diversity and equity of the district and protect the tenants. Thanks for
your time.
Christine Hodinh
Please work from Map L to develop an equitable set of districts for the
entire city.
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA.
Thank you for your hand work for our city.
Geoff Tock
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Katie Christian

Mike Murphy

Runjan Dhar
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Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important
to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our
diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Peter Veverka
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
As a Los Angeles resident, I was very concerned seeing the two draft maps
to be discussed at Thursday’s meeting aren’t labeled with district numbers.
I’m writing to ask the commission to immediately disclose the district
numbers, not only for the benefit of the commissioners, but also the
public. This feels like an intentional obfuscation, and it’s impossible to
form informed opinions without knowing the current district numbers.
Even without knowing the current district numbers, the term
“gerrymandering” echoes in mind when seeing the maps, especially in regards
to CD4, where Councilmember Raman won with an unprecedented number of
votes. As a champion of renter’s rights, it’s very concerning that her
district will include so few (or none?) of the voters who elected her less
than a year ago.
It’s imperative that the public’s concerns about this redistricting is
addressed, and that new versions of these maps are available for the
October public hearings.
Best,
Katie Christian
To the commission,
A residents of Hancock Park we wanted to express our strong support for city Council redistricting plan K2. It is the only proposed solution that we have seen for redistricting that keeps our community intact.
The other proposals and frankly alarm the community aThe other proposals and frankly alarm the community and created united support for plan K2. We strongly support it’s adoption. Thank you,
Mike Murphy and Tiffany Daniel
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Manu Runjan Dhar-Sent from Gmail Mobile (please excuse typos)
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Valerie Ho
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Matthew Eskander

Janet McKinnon

Public Testimony
Commissioners,
I urge the commission to disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. Representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 need to understand which district is
which.
Further I find the gerrymandering of CD 4 thrown on Councilmember Raman to be absolutely unbelievable. Raman roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office,
and will now have to meet the needs of an entirely new district demographic, why is this not being done to other councilmembers? Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Azad Amir-Ghassemi
As a 15 year resident of the Valley, I am relieved to finally feel like my voice might be heard and my interests addressed in our city council elections. For too long our neighborhoods have been tossed in with
others that geographically make no sense, as our issues and needs have been ignored by candidates and our representatives. This is why I am supporting map K2. It is the fairest representation of the large
population that makes up the Valley, giving us a 100% Valley district that links us with our neighbors in Tarzana and Encino. Sincerely,
Mary Rafferty
Sherman Oaks
Hello!
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2, which removes my part of the neighborhood from the district and cuts it
off from several of my communities of interest. Don't divide us and cut us
off from Griffith Park. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District
4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an
equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you!
Jonathan Szalay
My name is Valerie. I live in Windsor Square, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on
our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our
special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are
grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I'm a proud former resident of CD4 and I do not support K2. As a renter, I
support the rights of tenants and I want a district that protects those
rights. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current map is completely
arbitrary and not acceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing a set
of fair and equitable districts for the city.
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
I am writing on behalf of 10 family members who's roots go back over 75 years in Los Feliz.
As a family, we strongly encourage you to fully approve Draft Plan K2 and forward to the City Council for final approval.
Additionally, we strongly oppose Map L which was introduced last minute. This plan suspiciously represents the sole interests of our current councilwoman Nithya Raman and not of our neighborhood. Our
family is spread out in multiple districts in Los Feliz. Map L divides Los Feliz in half through Los Feliz Blvd. This makes no sense!
Our neighborhood is currently in despair, unsafe and most importantly unhappy. This has never been the case before. All we want is a safe and happy neighborhood once again. Please do what is right for
the community. Not a last minute power grab by Nithya Raman to consolidate what she thinks is her political base.
Thank you for your time and efforts,
BestMatt Eskander
Los Feliz Stakeholder
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to
San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name
and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map. Sincerely, Janet Mckinnon
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Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
My name is Gerardo Barrientos, My wife and I live in the recognized community of Shadow Hills which is in the northeast section of the San Fernando Valley. Shadow Hills has approximately 2,400
residences. We are opposed to the maps (K, K2, L) currently under consideration for adoption for the redistricting of the City of Los Angeles.
FACTS:
* Shadow Hills is an equestrian community with a long historical heritage of horse and animal keeping. * We are also located in a Mountain Fire District in a high fire zone.
* Shadow Hill shares in its common interests and goals with its neighboring communities of Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, and La Tuna Canyon - all of which are in high fire zones and are equestrian and animal
keeping communities.
WHY AM I OPPOSED TO THE CURRENT REDISTRICTING PROPOSALS?
* I am opposed to the splitting up of the community of Shadow Hills. We need to remain as ONE unified community in order to advocate for the preservation of our very unique lifestyle.
* Our communities of LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon MUST remain in one district to better defend and protect our Mountain Fire Districts.
* Our communities of LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon MUST remain in one district (as we currently are in CD 7) in order to preserve and promote our cultural and historical heritage of
equestrian living.
* Our Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) must NOT be split up into different districts. Our FTDNC has effectively advocated for all of our communities - LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La
Tuna Canyon - in fire and equestrian issues. The FTDNC must remain intact in order to continue to represent our communities with one single voice.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Peace.
Gerardo Barrientos gerardosart@earthlink.net and
Catherine Bangs flyingpencil@earthlink.net
9861 Shadow Way
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
818 951-2565
Please keep the k2 zoning in the 10 year rezoning process. Our neighborhood has been decimated by the pandemic. We need the east side and west side of the wssm to remain together in order to keep our
community together. Please do not split the zoning at overland. Thank you,
Lauren Thomas 2337 greenfield avenue Sent from my iPhone
Dear Los Angeles Redistricting Commission Members,
Asa longtime resident of Van Nuys, I write to oppose Plan K2. Plan K2 will prevent our community fromeffectively addressing Van Nuys issues effectively. Under Plan K2 – my neighborhood inVan Nuys
would be in the proposed District N.
Plan K2 would break our neighborhood, it would affect our ability to addressVan Nuys issues effectively as we would be lumped with competing interests in CanogaPark, Winnetka, and Reseda. 1.Rather
than addressing our issues as one district, we would be split into twowith different issues than the West-San Fernando Valley.
2.Sepulveda's human trafficking issues would be less pressing to Canoga Park,Winnetka, and Reseda residents. 3.As a community, we would have to split our efforts into two separate districts.
4.The construction of the Sepulveda Pass Corridor won't affect Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda. Only Plan L would allow us (VanNuys Residents) to deal with these big issues effectively, as one district,
which is of utmost importance. I encourage the Redistricting Commission to supportPlan L. Plan L allows Van Nuys to deal with Van Nuysissues. All the best,
Enrique

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Please stop rigging the maps in favor of the people in power. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jerry Pyle
323-327-2658
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Dear Redistricting Commission,
I’m writing as a current resident of CD4 to request that the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at today’s meeting. This is important for not
only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just one year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received
when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same
voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at today's meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Amelie Cherlin
Los Angeles 90027
Good morning,
We received an email this morning from Councilmember Mitch O'Farrell
regarding the LA City Redistricting options.
I am contacting you on behalf of the Board of our neighborhood association.
The Franklin / Hollywood West Residents Association was founded in November
1987 as a means of communicating with our city government regarding our
neighborhood issues and concerns. The Association boundaries extend from La
Brea Ave on the east to Lauren Canyon on the west and from Hollywood Blvd on
the south to the mountain ridge on the north.
Our neighborhood association is strongly in favor of Map K2 which keeps our
neighborhood in tact in a single Council District O. Map L splits our
neighborhood between District G and District O, and therefore is a bad
choice for us. If you are in favor of Map L, then we request that you
modify it to consolidate our neighborhood in a single district, District O.
Our neighborhood seems to align more with the neighborhoods in District O.
Thank you for your attention in this matter -- stay healthy and well,
Don
Don Andres, President
Franklin/Hollywood West Residents Association
Andres2007@sbcglobal.net 323-333-7445 (cell)
Note: The Franklin/Hollywood West Residents Association consists of more
than 250 residents. If copied on this email, their respective email
addresses do not appear due to privacy reasons.
The attempt to cut low-income neighborhoods out of CD4 is a brazen move to since the voices of working people in Los Angeles. Don’t let it happen. Unify Koreatown in the new District 4!
- Jacob Dietzman, former resident of Koreatown, current resident of DTLA
______
www.jacobsidney.com
bit.ly/DaddyDrinksBook
Commission,
As a director on the Board of the Country Club Park Neighborhood Association, I and my household ask that you vote for and send redistricting Plan K2 to the city council for its approval.
Country Club Park has been a viable, honored, and intact Los Angeles neighborhood for over 120 years. Our Country Club Park Neighborhood Association has been a recognized California corporation for
over 36 years. We are one of the most diverse and active neighborhoods in the city.
Plan K2 would keep us intact; Plan L would cut us and our neighborhood council in two.
Please support Plan K2.
Respectfully submitted,
Patricia Daniels
213-309-0220
Pacdaniels@aol.com
3525 Country Club Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90019
Sent from my iPad
Good afternoon,
My name is Marty
Shelton, I provided public comment at a prior public hearing before the maps were distributed and/or fully explained. I am writing today to inform you that I still respectively OPPOSE
the redistricting of CD 13 and it seems map "L" aligns with my position on keeping CD13 together. Basically, keeping the Hollywood historic core / Walk of Fame / regional
center / business district COMPLETELY in tact - IN CD13.
I thank you for all your hard work on this and
urge you to please oppose the redistricting of CD 13!
Thank you for your time.
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Jeanie Yang
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Public Testimony
This is Jeanie yang and I own a business in Koreatown.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in
“O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may
thrive.
Hello,
My name is Janet Burt and I am 1.5 generation Korean American who enjoy the
businesses of Koreatown.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a
single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed
our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thanks,
Janet Burt
My name is Seungmin Yoo and I have lived or have been doing a business in
the Koreatown for 15 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
Sincerely,
Seungmin Yoo
Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city
Into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly
affect the area in which I have lived for the past 30+ years.
As a long time former board member of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council,
I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues,
which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further
complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both
principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area
north of Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Thanks,
Keith
KEITH NAKATA
keithnakata@mac.com
323.791.1770 cell
City of Los Angeles Redistricting
Frank Cardenas
Fred Ali
Paul / Redistricting Partners
30 September 2021
Dear Redistricting Committee,
I am writing to show my support for the Los Feliz neighborhood being added to District G in Plan K2 rather than District O in Plan L. Los Feliz is integrally connected to the development of the core of
Hollywood and should maintain its council district connection. I also support adding the Griffith Park lands into District G of Plan K2 to maintain its historic association with the Los Feliz neighborhood.
I do not support Plan L. Sincerely,
Donna Williams
6234 Afton Place
Los Angeles, CA 90028
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CMac

Public Testimony
As a former resident, teacher and continued community member through
volunteering in Chinatown, I do not support Map K2 and how it splits
Chinatown in two.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
Keep Chinatown together!
Tiffany Do,
Community member
Hello,
I am a constituent from CD4 in Hollywood. I do not support the K2 map model
for redistricting. It looks like a piece of swiss cheese. I am proud of the
diversity of my district and don't want to lose 70% of it. Please refer to
map L in designing equitable districts for the city.
Thank you for your time,
Elizabeth Thompson
To the Commission,
Thank you for Plan K. I own a home in the Windsor Square area of Los Angeles. I emphatically support Plan K2 with the intact Greater Wilshire located in District J with our “Community of Interest” neighbors
to the West.
Thank you,
Romaine Orthwein
My name is Mijeong Kim and I have lived or have been doing a business in
the Koreatown for 8 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
To whom it may concern:
The proposed redistricting maps as a result of the 2020 census are untenable. Shadow Hills and the surrounding areas of Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, La Tuna Canyon have worked together for decades to
advocate for land conservancy, fire relief, animal rights etc. The new districting lines would split up this long standing community of locally involved advocates. During the wildfires over the last several years,
community members in the current district banded together to evacuate neighbors’ horses and provide shelter. Why split this community up? Not only do Shadow Hills, La Tuna Canyon, Sylmar and Lake
View Terrace have similar voting interests, they are geographically linked as these communities make up the Foothills over several miles. Voting districts should represent communities that have similar voting
interests and geographic alignment. Again, the proposed redistricting map actively splits up those two key attributes. Please reconsider the maps. Worried community members,
Caitlin and Maclyn McRae
Sent from my iPhone
My name is Johnnie R. Gooch. I live in Country Club Park, which is located
in Olympic Park. I want to thank the Commission for Plan K2 and its
District J, which I support. District J keeps Olympic Park together, for
which I am grateful. By contrast to the cynical Plan L, which is also
before you tonight, Plan K2 places the historic homes of Olympic Park with
our Community of Interest neighborhoods to the west. We share schools,
churches, synagogues, parks, local newspapers, and sports leagues with our
western neighbors. Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City
Council services to Country Club Park.
-- Johnnie R. Gooch
09/30/2021
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main
street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore
Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2
District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Ceola McClendon3236878625 1064 S. Sierra Bonita AveLos
Angeles, Ca 90019
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My name is Albert Jang and I have CPA practice in Koreatown for last thirty years. I also serve as board member for 3 different non profit organization which serves the Koreatown. I fully support unification of
Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for the final submission of draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in "O" in a
single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.
ALBERT J. JANG, CPA, CGMA, RFC
ajj@kimleecpas.com
Direct: 213.637.3085 / Cell: 213.703.4646 / Main: 213.387.6000 / Fax: 213.387.2473
[cid:image001.jpg@01D7B5ED.A6598440]
www.kimleecpas.com
KIM & LEE, LLP
2305 W. 190th Street, Torrance, CA 90504
3701 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 506, Los Angeles, CA 90010
SERVING BUSINESS COMMUNITY SINCE 1972
CONFIDENTIALITY: This e-mail and any attachments are confidential. If you are not the named recipient, please notify the sender immediately and do not disclose the contents to another person, use it for
any purpose, or store or copy the information in any medium. Thank you.
CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: Pursuant to U.S. Treasury Department Regulations, we are required to advise you that, unless otherwise expressly indicated, any federal tax advice contained in this
communication, including any attachments, is not intended or written to be used, and may not be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding tax-related penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting,
marketing or recommending to another party any tax-related matters addressed herein.
Dear Actual Community Leaders,
Tonight in our testimony and in our emails we need to make sure to let the
Commissioners know that members of political organizations are not basing
opinions on facts - Census data, protected voting rights , established
communities of interest,NC’s and published commission guidelines- they are
basing opinions on pure political preferences.. and
that’s gerrymandering. Let’s not let Ground Game LA or DSLA distract us or
the Commissioners.
Cindy Chvatal-Keane
COI Koreatown (Support for draft map L)
My name is Julie Yoon and I have lived or have been doing a business in the Koreatown for 31years. I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the
Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the
census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
Sent from my iPhone
My name is Courtney Walker and I am currently working at a marketing and advertising agency in Koreatown.
I am writing this email to state that I am in full support of the unification of Koreatown into one district, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for
draft map L which I believe keeps Koreatown unified in "O" as a single district while respecting neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data to keep our diverse community
whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you.
Courtney Walker
I am writing to express my concern about the proposed Draft Map K2 which
would separate Mid City West into three different City Council Districts. I
have lived in the MCW area for 10 years and even before moving here found
the neighborhood to have a very specific cohesion and natural boundaries. I
strongly oppose the current plan and would like to see a future draft where
District G ends at La Brea and keeps Mid City West in a single City Council
District.
Thank you,
Dahlia Metchis
90048
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District
G. Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other
neighborhoods.
-- Jon Owyang
President
Laughlin Park Association
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To whom it concerns:
I am reaching out to you today to express the importance of keeping Sherman Oaks in CD4. We need that community representation and if we get moved, it will be to a council member who does not
represent us. As you know, Sherman Oaks has been the place of many daily protests and initiatives (such as the Valley of Change) standing up for social justice, standing against police brutality, and offering
a space to create change for our unhoused neighbors with their “Feed Our Friends” events every month. As someone who pays rent in this town, I want to know that I have someone who represents ALL
people: not just the richest people who can get into the council’s pockets. So, please, do the right thing and keep Sherman Oaks in CD4. Best,
Rebecca
All,
Please do not eliminate the current Westside Neighborhood Council for the
following reasons:
- I oppose Map L because:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
- I support Map K2 because:
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single
District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’ associations; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
Thank you,
Cynthia Friedman
10379 Dunleer Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90064
310-562-9983
Current Treasurer of the Marshall P Riddick Youth Center
Former President of Overland Ave. Elementary School PTA
Former President of Palms Middle School PTA
Former Cub Scout Master of Pack 5
I do not support map K2, which discriminates against renters and allows the
wealthy to create different standards of living for themselves. I want a
district that protects equity in LA.The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.
Thank you
Angela
To whom it may concern,
My name is John Scoles and I live in Windsor Square which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is extremely important to my family and my neighborhood that our City Council member be interested in and
responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services and for all the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand
and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so many more, I want to thank the Redistricting Committee for Plan K2,
which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and
will be best served.
I particularly object to the last minute Plan L which would disrupt Greater Wilshire and shred our communities.
Sincerely,
John Scoles
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main
street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore
Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2
District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
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B. Tilden Kim
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I reside at 1201 3rd Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90019, and am a proud resident within Country Club Park.
The City Redistricting Commission is voting this afternoon on the final redistricting plan that will be submitted to the Los Angeles City Council. Two plans (Plan K2 and Plan L) are under consideration that will
redraw the boundaries of the City Council Districts. Country Club Park (CCP) is currently wholly in Council District 10, as is the entirety of our neighborhood council, the Olympic Park Neighborhood Council.
Plan K2 keeps CCP intact. In sharp contrast, Plan L cuts CCP in two in a way that makes no sense at all. Plan L also slices up the OPNC. Plan L would hurt CCP and the local community we have worked so
hard to build dividing it between two different city councilmembers, when trying to get the attention of even one councilmember can be a challenge.
Country Club Park has been an intact cohesive community for almost 120 years. Dividing us would be a confusing mess, and create a significant harm to the local community and its environs. Thus, I am
urging the adoption of Plan K2.
Thank you so much for your consideration.
B. Tilden Kim
Shareholder
[RWG Law Logo]
RICHARDS WATSON GERSHON
350 South Grand Avenue, 37th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071
T: 213.626.8484
D: 213.253.0210
E: tkim@rwglaw.com
W: rwglaw.com
NOTICE: This communication may contain privileged or other confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this
communication to the intended recipient, please advise the sender by reply email and immediately delete the message and any attachments without copying or disclosing the contents. Thank you.
Hi: My name is Diana Beardsley. My address is 1525 Portia Street, LA. I am in CD 13. I am writing in support of keeping Echo Park in tact in CD 13, and maintaining the communities currently in CD 13
together. There are cultural relationships in CD 13 that have existed for decades and that need to be protected. We have worked hard on these relationships and Mitch O’Farrel has worked diligently for CD
13. The following communities should remain together in CD 13:
Glassell Park
Atwater Village
Elysian Valley
Echo ParkElysian Park
Angelino Heights
Silverlake
Historic Filipino Town
East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia
Hollywood
Please do not divide Echo Park as is now being suggested. Protecting Elysian Park: Historically Elysian park has been divided between two districts, currently CD 1 and 13, and this has protected the park
from encroaching development and encourage maintenance of this important park. If anything, CD 1 should acquire a larger percentage of Elysian Park, which should be easy enough as it does not involve a
population. Protecting Echo Park Lake: Mitch O’Farrell has worked hard to maintain the lake for the use of all Angelenos and protect it from destruction. By comparison, McArthur Park currently in CD1,
Cedillo’s district, has been badly neglected. I think putting Echo Park Lake in CD1 territory with a councilperson who has shown himself to not be interested in maintaining and protecting parks is NOT a good
idea. Millions was spent on Echo Park Lake, and it should be protected and maintained and left in CD 13 and managed by Mitch O’Farrell
Thank you,
Diana Beardsley
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Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which. And maps are very important--it's hard
to often find them for stuff like school districts, and this is no
different.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings. This is really gross, and shouldn't be done at all. Also
keep Koreatown in one district.
Sincerely,
--Andy Perrine
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
This is an urgent message asking the redistricting commission to
immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being
considered at today's meeting. It is unfair to both the representatives and
constituents of CD4 and CD2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps
without clarity on which district is which.
It seems that CD 4 will be dramatically changing barely one year after
Councilmember Raman won a historic election with roughly 2-10x times as
many votes as her colleagues when they entered office. Raman has spent her
first year in office championing the needs of a diverse district of renters
and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or
none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully
discuss *both* maps in Thursday’s meeting and send revised versions of both
maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Walle
CD5
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues
received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the
same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Los Angeles resident,
Josephine Lindsey
Hi, my name is Paul Sutton Dewey and I am a resident of Los Angeles CD4,
living in Beachwood Canyon. *I do not support map K2*. The attempt to
remove 70% of the current District 4 is completely ridiculous.
*Please work off of Map L* as that is the more equitable choice for our
district -- and it will support diversity and equity for all residents.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
-Paul Sutton Dewey
CD4 Resident
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As a resident of this city I do not support the map K2 when redrawing the
lines for CD4.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is unacceptable,
people have a voice in the community and don’t deserve to be shut out of
their own district. These are lower income communities that have high
concentrations of renters who historically don’t have as loud of a voice in
the city as home owners, and they deserve to be represented in the
district. Last year these same communities were integral in the election of
council member Nithya Raman, and now will be shut out of her district in
favor of wealthy homeowners.
Please work off of Map L in developing a new set of districts that
represent the vast diversity of Los Angeles.
Sincerely,
Mal Smith
WE DON'T WANT ECHO PARK TAKEN AWAY FROM OUR DISTRICT!
After all Garcetti and O'Farrell have done to revitalize and return Echo Park to the community, we don't want it taken away from us! It will turn into MacArthur park in no time.
Bad enough we have sidewalk vendors still taking up the surrounding area of the park. We don't want to be little MacArthur Park!
As a community we are barely enjoying the park again and handing it over to a Council Member who has not taken care of their own constituents, who have plead and begged to clean up (MacArthur Park)
and the surrounding area, would be a disaster for this community and set up back 20+ years!
LEAVE OUR DISTRICT AND OUR COUNCIL MEMBER ALONE!
ARLENE HERNANDEZ-LEE
WOLF COMMERCIAL BROKERAGE 10475 Tennessee Avenue Los Angeles, CA 90064 CA DRE Lic.#01990371 Tel: 310.475.5664 Fax: 310.474.3570 This email message is intended only for the addressee
(s)and contains information that may be confidential and/or copyright. If you are not the intended recipient please notify the sender by reply email and immediately delete this email. Use, disclosure or
reproduction of this email by anyone other than the intended recipient(s) is strictly prohibited. No representation is made that this email or any attachments are free of viruses. Virus scanning is recommended
and is the responsibility of the recipient. If you wish to be removed from our e-mail list, please put an "X" mark on the box [ ] and return to us.
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main
street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and
all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Tracey Landworth
threegrooms@gmail.com
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main
street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore
Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2
District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,Melodie Williams
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood for over 25 years. I love this neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our
diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and
its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and
all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Christina Jokanovich
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SUBJ: Support Map L
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of
all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and
consistent for all communities and reject Map K2. The last redistricting in 2010 divorced my business and home address from
our natural downtown, Hollywood Blvd., 3 blocks away. Map K2 puts the
majority of our CD4 District all the way out into the northeast San Fernando
Valley. There is no linkage between our needs and K2 doesn't make sense.
Without the street names, I'm still unclear about what we are losing or
gaining with Map L, but it is by far the better choice.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Susan Polifronio
Business Owner: Counterpoint Records & Books: 5911 Franklin Ave.
Home: 2207 Holly Dr., 90068
Hello, I'm a resident of Los Feliz, and I do not support map K2, which
removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from similar
communities with similar interests.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.
Hi,
I was born and raised in Los Angeles to immigrant parents from low income
backgrounds. I am TIRED of living in a city that continues to only care
about its wealthy residents and refuses to give people like myself, and my
family, a chance to be a voice in what happens to the city that is part of
our culture.
Let me be clear: the city belongs to the marginalized communities that
became "essential" to keep this city running. Rich people have done nothing
and home owners are less than half the population here yet this unelected
board wants to give them whatever they want and push out the people that
can't afford it simply because those wealthy residents have gentrified and
pushed out the marginalized communities that once were able to own homes
until the rich bought homes and out priced them.
LA likes to pretend it's inclusive and diverse but then allows rich whites
to do whatever they want. No more. Please work off of Map L in developing
an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA because I
support diversity and equity. Don't wipe out the current District 4.
Thank you.
- Yolanda Machado
Thank you.
Philip S. Hart, PhD
5548 Green Oak Drive
Los Feliz Oaks 90068
323-461-0695
Sent from my iPhone
I do not support map K2. Map L makes much more sense for CD 4 and CD 5.
Please work off Map L in developing the future districts of our city.
Thank you.
- Steve
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Please read message below Thank you. Stella Balesh Los Feliz ResidentSent from my Galaxy
-------- Original message --------From: Amy Gustincic Date: 9/30/21 8:36 AM (GMT-08:00) To: sbalesh Subject: Re: URGENT—Call to Action on Redistricting! Hi StellaPlease forward your comments to the
Redistricting Commissions at redistricting.lacity@lacity.orgThank you.
-- Amy GustincicPresident, LFIAAdvocacy and Action for Los Felizlfia.org415.999.1026
On Sep 29, 2021, at 9:54 PM, sbalesh wrote:This is not the time for redistricting. It's an important move which requires community involvement in an open setting, not a Zoom Meeting. The maps are not
totally clear and demand clarity. This should be tabled to take place after the current Pandemic situation ends, and we are able to meet in person.Respectfully, Stella Balesh Los Feliz Resident Sent from my
Galaxy-------- Original message --------From: LFIA Date: 9/29/21 1:00 PM (GMT-08:00) To: sbalesh@sbcglobal.net Subject: URGENT—Call to Action on Redistricting! View this email in your browser
CALLING LOS FELIZ TO ACTION!
Dear Neighbors,
We need five minutes of your time today to read and act on this important message.
The Short Story. The LA City Council Redistricting Commission will vote on its final City Council redistricting plan on Thursday and their plan will be sent to City Council for adoption. The Commission is still
considering two plans. Plan K2 has been exhaustively vetted and debated. Plan K2 is good for Los Feliz as it keeps us together in a fairly compact and logical District G with our neighbor communities of
Atwater Village, Silver Lake and East Hollywood. However, this plan does not include Griffith Park in the district.
In addition, an eleventh-hour Plan L will also be on the table Thursday night. This plan was recently introduced and throws the entire process, the weeks of public input, and most City Council districts into
chaos. Plan L puts Los Feliz into a wide-ranging and oddly shaped District O, which appears almost as gerrymandered as the current CD4.
The Task for Los Feliz. It's important that the commission hears your voices on redistricting before Thursday at noon. Even if you have already commented, it's time to comment again on these current maps.
We also need your fresh testimony at their public hearing on Thursday at 5 pm. Refer to the instructions below for your emails and your testimony.
Our central messages should be to thank the Commission for Plan K2, show support for Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2 (rather than District O in Plan L) but stress that Griffith Park must also be part
of District G with Los Feliz (see below for some historical context). As there is no residential population in Griffith Park, adding the Griffith Park lands to District G would not impact the demographic statistics of
the overall redistricting plan.
A Brief History of Los Feliz and Griffith Park
The Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year history of association with the land that comprises Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and the Los Feliz district made up the Rancho Los Feliz holding, and
the care and welfare of Griffith Park lands have been the responsibility of the Los Feliz neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose Antonio Feliz in 1800. This relationship has been
recognized since Los Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910. Thus, the council district that contained the Los Feliz neighborhood has always included the land that comprised Griffith Park
after this former Los Feliz Ranch property was gifted to the City of Los Angeles as a city park in 1896. This historic association is embedded into the voluntary historic responsibilities accepted by the Los Feliz
residents and their supporting local organizations. To sever that association at this time, more than 100 years after it was honored by the city council boundaries, would be opposed by the neighborhood's
residents who have been active in all of the Griffith Park associated support organizations for over 100 years. It is the Los Feliz resident who would be most directly impacted by any resolution made through
the Council Office concerning Griffith Park, so their very well-being demands a role in these decisions.
INSTRUCTIONS
1. Email. Send an email to the Commission. We need an outpouring of emails. Do this now. Emails go to: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org.
2. Live Testimony - Thursday, September 30, 4:50 pm.
Before the meeting, write down and rehearse your testimony in advance. You will only have one minute to speak.
On Thursday, log on EARLY to the 5 PM Zoom meeting. Here is the agenda and this is the link for the zoom meeting.
As soon you join the Zoom, raise your Zoom hand. This puts you into the speaker queue, which fills up immediately. If you join late or raise your hand late, you will not make it into the queue and they cap the
amount of time for public comment at around one hour.
When they call your name, follow their instructions to unmute yourself. You will have one minute to speak.
For your reference: click this link to read the most recent correspondence from the commission.
Thank you!
LFIA
LFIA is your neighborhood association. Click here to renew your membership for 2021!
Copyright © 2021 Los Feliz Improvement Association, All rights reserved.
You are receiving this email because you are a member of the LFIA or because you asked to receive Los Feliz neighborhood news.
Our mailing address is:
Los Feliz Improvement AssociationPost Office Box 29395Los Angeles, CA 90029Add us to your address book
Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood.
It is vitally important to me and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La
Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and
all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely, Perry Ewell839 1/2 Alandele AvenueLos Angeles, CA 90036
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My name is Eli Kirschner. My wife and I live in Country Club Park. It is
vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council
member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our
traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come
with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand
and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our
significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more,
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support.
We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Country Club Park
in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest
neighbors in District H of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best
served. We wholeheartedly reject Plan L.
Thank You,
Eli Kirschner
Dear Redistricting Commission,
We at the Avatar Meher Baba Center of Southern California (AMBCSC) at 1214 S. Van Ness Avenue, LA, CA 90019, request that you select Redistricting Plan K2.
We have been part of this community for 25 years.
This is the best plan for the Country Club Park Neighborhood Association.
Sincerely,
B. Lois Jones
AMBCSC Board of Directors President Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners,
This redistricting is an attempt to oust one of the few progressive members
of our city council. It is blatant gerrymandering and serves only to
consolidate power of the wealthy white homeowners.
This process has not been transparent, which is insulting to all Angelenos
who care about fair representation in our city.
Respectfully,
Candice Tobin of Cypress Park
CD 1
I do not support proposed Map L. It splits Los Feliz into two proposed
districts.
I would support proposed Map K2 if Griffith Park is added to District G
which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year
association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G.
Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics would
not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects
neighborhoods with common issues.
Thank you.
Daniel Green
Los Feliz resident
Dear Commission,
Please see attached. Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Robert Kang
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Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
*Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office.* CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Jessica Eason
90036
My name is Sally Kimand I have worked at a Koreatown non-profit for about 10 years and having been serving the Koreatown community in various roles for 16 years (Please include if you reside in
Koreatown or serve on a board or own a business).
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in
“O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may
thrive.
=====================================
SALLY KIM, CPA
SALLY H. KIM & ASSOCIATES, APC.
2221 W. OLYMPIC BLVD.
LOS ANGELES, CA 90006
OFFICE) 323-931-9656
FAX) 323-931-9753
CELL) 310-740-3965
-=====================================
My name is Joohyun Kim I have lived or have been doing a business in the
Koreatown for 13 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force.
Thanks,
Joohyun Kim
Dear Redistricting Commission While I am board member of the Melrose Business Improvement District as well as the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, I am writing in a personal capacity as a stakeholder in the Melrose area.
Mid City West's borders are La Brea to the East and West Hollywood to the North. I STRONGLY OPPOSE this tiny sliver of Mid City West being part of what will likely be CD13. Not only does this visually
look absurd, but North of Melrose and West of La Brea has similar needs to residents south of Melrose; we should not be in a separate council district. Please do not alter and bifurcate the area that will only
be a disservice to the stakeholders in this area. It would hinder the unity that has been formed between stakeholders to the north of Melrose with those to the south of Melrose.
I ask that in the next draft of this map, you end District G at La Brea, so Mid City West is not further divided into yet another council district.
Thank you,
Isack Fadlon
?
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Thank you!
On Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 11:37 AM Robert Kang wrote:
Dear Commission,
Please see attached. Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Robert Kang
-Best,
Eunice Hur Song, Esq.
Executive Director
Korean American Coalition
3727 W. 6th Street, Suite 305
Los Angeles, CA 90020
T: 213.365.5999
www.kacla.org
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most
impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural
tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice,
recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz
remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Louise H. Hamaguchi
I absolutely don't support having CD1 take over Echo Park. Judging by the abysmal performance Cedillo has provided McArthur Park, Echo Park will not fare any better. Additionally, since CD1 does not
support Elysian Park, I foresee further encroachment by developers into Elysian Park.
Please reconsider this choice you have made.
Hi,
My name is Kris Rehl, and I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District
4. I vehemently oppose map K2, which cuts my neighborhood and areas that I
consider my direct community (including Griffith Park and Silverlake) out
of this district. This attempt to remove the overwhelming majority of my
district as it exists is unacceptable and would do great harm to me and my
neighbors as largely a community of renters. I urge you to use Map L as the
basis for developing CD4.
Additionally, I do not live in Koreatown, but I urge you to allow that
neighborhood a unified voice and keep it in one district.
best,
Kris Rehl
To whom it may concern,
I currently work in Koreatown and support keeping Koreatown as one district. Also, I support Map L drawn by commissioners.
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Thank you,
Shana Lee
Development Manager
Korean American Family Services
[Image]
Korean American Family Services | 한인가정상담소
Dir: 213-235-4869| Tel: 213-389-6755, Ext. 134
Fax: 213-394-3022
Web: www.KFAMLA.org | Email: sslee@kfamla.org
Stay in touch with KFAM! [Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: facebook logo email]
[Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: twitter logo email] [Image] [Image]
Disclaimer
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This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast Ltd, an innovator in Software as a Service (SaaS) for business. Providing a safer and more
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I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. Support
diversity and equity. Don't wipe out the current District 4.
Sincerely,
Jem Unger Hicks
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Executive Director Cardenas, Chair Ali and Commissioners,
On behalf of the Upper Nichols Canyon Neighborhood Association, I want to say thank you for your hard work and dedication to the Redistricting process.
We are in CD4 in the Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council.
Although we live in the Hollywood Hills and work closely with our Hillside Neighbors on issues specific to our area, we care a lot about our whole City. In this remapping process, we hoped that making more
cohesive sense of the districts would improve overall governance and serve the diversity of our City better.
We are in strong support of Map K2 and our new District O! We appreciated Executive Director Cardenas’ thoughtful and well explained approach to how he worked on this map.
And we are looking forward to working with our neighbors in our new District. And we support our neighbors and friends around the City who are supporting K2.
We do have a few concerns though. We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of
the Councilmember and NOT for what provides the best governance, support, and consideration of the interests of the various communities.
As some of the Commissioners pointed out, how many more maps are going to be introduced for consideration? We all thought we were working and commenting on K Corrected and we were blindsided by
the new submission.
We are also concerned at the recent social media posts and news media articles that attempt to pit renters against what they are calling wealthy homeowners. This is not helpful. I can tell you that we care
and fight for renters rights and will continue to do so. I can tell you that many of my neighbors are not wealthy homeowners. Please do not fall prey to this sneaky and untrue rallying call. And the truth is, there
are many renters in Map O which would be CD4.
Again, on behalf of Upper Nichols Canyon, we ask you to support K2.
Thank you for your time,
Stacy Sillins
on behalf of the Upper Nichols Canyon Neighborhood Association
Hi!! I want to thank you for all your hard work! Todays vote has come to my attention. I strongly support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park
has had an approximate 200 year association with Los Feliz and should really be included in District G. Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this
amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other
neighborhoods.
Thank you, Hanna Assad Los Feliz Neighbor
Sent from my iPhone
As a member of Council District 4 in the hills, I DO NOT support map K2. I
live by Griffith Park and Los Feliz deals with the same issues we do. We
need to be in unison and we need to be represented together! The fire
danger is constant and this will hurt our community efforts to protect the
park and our homes from the increasing threat of wild fires.
Thank you,
Hilary Winston
To the Members of the Commission:
I’ve been following the redistricting process and am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into
chaos. Most crucially, it divides Greater Wilshire by severing Larchmont. It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel
Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City,
Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for the remainder of Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of
renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice. NO to Plan L!
That said, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. With Plan K2 you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in
District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Sincerely, Brad
Brad Listi
310.403.8098
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I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G
which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year
association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G.
Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics would
not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects
neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz
(District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the
issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
-- -- Valerie Milano, Editor
PO Box 2989
Los Angeles, CA 90078-2989
2016 Cummings Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90027-1729
213-507-0669
https://thehollywoodtimes.today/ Insta: TheHollywood.Times
Twitter: @hwoodtimes
Youtube: thehollywoodtimes.today
Click to *View My Articles
*
Honorable Redistricting Commissioners I am writing to voice support for the Draft Map #K2 over the far inferior version of #L.
Map #K2 appropriately and effectively maintains the integrity all prominent Homeowners Associations on the Westside as well as the boundaries of the Westside Neighborhood Council by keeping them all
within one potential district.
Doing it this way recognizes the commonalities and interconnectivity of the Westside and its member communities.
However, Map #L does the opposite; it splits every single major homeowner association among 2-3 council districts, splits the Neighborhood Council boundaries among three potential districts and ignores the
natural borders that have existed for decades since the area was developed as part of the UCLA support network
Thank you very much for your hard work on this redistricting effort on behalf of the citizens of L.A.
But, please APPROVE DRAFT MAP #K2 and REJECT DRAFT MAP #L.
I appreciate your consideration and time,
Attn: Commissioners for Redistricting
It has come to our attention that our district is being considered to be divided into 3 parts. The only sensible solution is provided in the K2 mapping proposal. The alts are unacceptable.
Please give this request all due consideration.
Sincerely,
Robert H. and Nancy E. Goodman
2148 Greenfield Avenue
LA 90025
To Whom It May Concern:
My name is Dana Peterson, and I live in Brookside, a Los Angeles neighborhood located within the Greater Wilshire NC. I am writing in support of Redistricting Plan K2.
Los Angeles is a wonderfully diverse city. Brookside and the other neighborhoods that comprise Greater Wilshire reflect that diversity. We have a melange of race, ethnicity, income level, religion, age, sexual
orientation, gender identity, and more - much of what makes L.A. such a vibrant and great place to live. Yet within this diversity, we share common interests with each other, and any new district configuration
under consideration by the City Council should reflect those common interests and needs, and support them to ensure our community's continued vibrance and contribution to the rich fabric of the city overall.
I strongly endorse Redistricting Plan K2, which places Brookside and all of Greater Wilshire in District J. Our community interests and needs are much more consistent with those of the other neighborhoods
being proposed within District J than the other redistricting plan under consideration, Plan L.
Plan L appears to divide and redistribute neighborhoods at random. It splits West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, and the United Neighborhoods Council. It divides the hillsides down
Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from those areas with which they have the most in common. It ignores the
Mulholland Corridor Mandate. Plan L's convoluted physical shape of District O alone clearly demonstrates the absurd political and demographic gymnastics that were required to draft this deficient plan. From
a Greater Wilshire perspective, Plan L's greatest deficiency is that the proposed new District O is dominated by rental properties that stretch from Park LaBrea, through to Koreatown and up a narrow little
finger to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. Obviously there is nothing inherently wrong with rental properties. Greater Wilshire has areas where rental properties are in abundance. However, Greater Wilshire is also
home to many special neighborhoods of historical significance where single family residences predominate. These historic homes and neighborhoods have unique service needs. As such, our needs are very
different from those of the other neighborhoods being shoehorned together under Plan L, District O.
In a city as dynamic and evolving as Los Angeles, it's vitally important these new districts are drawn in a way that lends itself to providing representation that is in the best interests of the residents within its
boundaries and the City of Los Angeles as a whole. Plan K2 does this best and is the redistricting plan the City Council should adopt.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Dana PetersonBrookside
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To Whom It May Concern,
As a stakeholder in CD4, I want a district that protects the voices of my neighbors in LA. I do not support map K2, which removes quintessential neighborhoods from the district and cuts it off from several of
my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. PLEASE work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Support diversity and equity.
Sincerely,
Phillip Kim
Country Club Park Admin Commission,
I am writing on behalf of the Country Club Park Neighborhood Association. As a director on the Board, I and my household ask that you vote for and send redistricting Plan K2 to the city council for its
approval.
Country Club Park has been a viable, honored, and intact Los Angeles neighborhood for over 120 years. Our Country Club Park Neighborhood Association has been a recognized California corporation for
over 36 years. We are one of the most diverse and active neighborhoods in the city.
Plan K2 would keep us intact; Plan L would cut us and our neighborhood council in two.
Please support Plan K2.
Respectfully submitted,
Guy Toley
Board President
Country Club Park Neighborhood Association
Brad Lee
Dear redistricting committee:
Thank you for your service.
My name is Brad Lee and I practice law in Koreatown. I fully support the
unification of Koreatown into one district, as reflected in the proposed
map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I support the
draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district
and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices, the
census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council
district, so our community may thrive and voice can be heard.
Have a great day!
Sincerely,
Brad
-- Brad Lee, Esq.
Brad Lee, A Professional Law Corporation
3600 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 2210
Los Angeles, California 90010
Tel: (213) 384-2448
Fax: (213) 384-7477
*Licensed Real Estate Broker BRE 975409*
DISCLAIMER:
This email message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the
intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and legally privileged
information. No confidentiality or privilege is waived if sent or received
in error. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, copying or distribution
is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the
sender immediately by reply email and destroy all copies of the original
message and any attachments.
Thank you.
Hannah Song
My name is Hannah Song and I am a member and volunteer of a non profit in
Koreatown. I have also resided in Koreatown for over a decade and have
attended church in Koreatown.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a
single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed
our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you,
Hannah Song
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I live in Park Labrea and have served on multiple nearby resident
association boards as well as serving as rep for the Miracle Mile/Park
Labrea on the Mid City West NC board from 2019-2021.
I urge you to keep both sides of Fairfax Avenue near the Purple Line
(Beverly Grove to the west and Miracle Mile and Park Labrea on the eastern
side) under one council rep as is proposed n Plan K2.
For too long Fairfax Avenue has been split between CD4 and CD5. With the
subway and a tsunami of development projects and traffic coming, this needs
to be managed in an equitable and meaningful manner for the surrounding
community’s quality of life and infrastructure. Unless we unify the
neighborhoods straddling Fairfax we will have a a confusing patchwork of
decisionmaking as each council rep passes the buck to the other.
Keep Beverly Grove and Park Labrea / Miracle Mile TOGETHER and it makes
most sense to go with K-2.
That said I do support the MMRA’s request to include the southeastern
portion of the MM HPOZ together with plan K-2.
The new Plan L is terrible for the Miracle Mile and Park Labrea
communities, and the individuals who claim to represent Park Labrea
residents in favor of the new Plan “L” seem to many of us to be mainly
concerned with a political alliance with the current councilmember.
Please keep Park Labrea and Miracle Mile with Beverly Grove in K-2 and add
in the missing southeastern section of the Miracle Mile HPOZ to keep it
together under the same council rep.
Thank you.
Barbara Gallen
502 S Orange Grove Avenue
LA 90036
310 490 0715
My name is Nina Hyun and I am a member of a non profit in Koreatown. Also second generation Korean American that grew up in Koreatown. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected
in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council
boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
Sincerely,
Nina Hyun
nina.hyun@yahoo.com
310.720.9055
My name is Mijeong Kim and I have lived or have been doing a business in
the Koreatown for 8 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
Sincerely,
Mijeong Kim
I live in Windsor Square, which is located in Greater Wiltshire. It is vitally important to my family and my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member
for our traditional City services, and all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the
needs of our significant Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K, which I support.We are grateful for the opportunity that you have
given Greater Wiltshire to remain together with out like minded Community of Interest neighbors.
Mark C. Rohman
Do not divide Bel Air into two city council districts. We are an established community with constituents that have similar concerns. I have lived in Bel Air for over 20 years and have worked with the Bel Air
community on important issues that concern the whole community. It will be harder to work on such issues if the community is broken up.
Thank you,
April Tausik
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Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Corentin Leydis
I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in
the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can
remove Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Meg LeFauve
4156 Bellingham Ave
Studio City, CA. 91604
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Woo-Jin Shim, a member of a Koreatown nonprofit organization. I am writing to you today to voice my full support of the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. Draft
Plan L best reflects the results of the census data and the identity of the Korean American community in Los Angeles because it keeps Koreatown unified as a single district and respects neighborhood
council boundaries. Consolidating all Koreantown neighborhoods into one district also enhances our ability to work more cohesively on future community and land use planning projects while giving our
community a greater voice on citywide matters. I truly believe this proposed map gives our community the best chance to thrive in the future and respectfully request your support for Draft Plan L.
Thank you so much for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Woo-Jin Shim
My name is Jay Won and I currently serve as Executive Director of Korean
American United Foundation. In addition, I have served in various roles,
such as board member, within the Koreatown community.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a
single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed
our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Jay Won
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To the LA Redistricting Commission,
I have attached a letter on behalf of Ground Game LA. We are a local
organization dedicated to civic engagement and issue advocacy for Los
Angeles' most critical crises. Our members are city wide and believe in a
fair and equitable city for all. Thank you for considering our input and
concerns.
The text is also included below for your convenience.
Thank you
----Dear Honorable Commissioners,
This past 2020 election cycle an unprecedented number of residents of
council district 4 and Angelenos city wide participated, volunteered, and
voted for Councilmember Raman to represent district 4 as a progressive
leader, homelessness expert, and renter advocate. This historic effort was
a victory for the long-overdue transition to a more equitable and
desperately needed expanded electorate.
Vastly underrepresented demographics such as renters, low-income residents,
and young voters, democratically exercised their voice for representation
and it is critical that their votes and effort be honored. Radically
dividing a district that demonstrated enormous political will to be
represented by CM Raman (with roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her
colleagues) would be a disservice to the communities of CD4 and the
dedication and hard work of countless organizations who supported her
platform.
To that end, we are writing to request the redistricting commission
immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being
considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the
public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives
and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on
these maps without clarity on which district is which.
We also request that the commission reject map "K2" which most egregiously
carves up council district 4 and instead work off map "L" and further
incorporate public input across different districts.
CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse
district of renters and should not be packed into a dramatically different
district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year
ago.
Please take these requests into consideration so we can continue to see a
more engaged and equitable Los Angeles.
Sincerely,
Ground Game LA
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To the Commissioners: I am writing you as the co-chair of the Woodstock Road Homeowners Coalition – a Community of Interest within the Mulholland Scenic Corridor on the east side of Laurel Canyon
comprised of longtime and activist homeowners on Woodstock Road.
Our community whole-heartedly supports Plan K2 and specifically District O - the newly configured hillside “bridge” district which keeps Laurel Canyon intact within a single council district and as the center of
the city’s largest hillside community which is sympathetically united by geography, the entertainment industry and our mutual concerns unique to the city’s older hillside neighborhoods, including fire
prevention, traffic and overdevelopment. Plan K2 is the staff recommendation based on census data, state and federal voting rights protection acts, months of community input and Executive Director Frank
Cardenas' vision to create a bridge district to the valley. When introducing District O, he specifically mentioned that he wanted the district to respect the Mulholland Corridor and the hillsides as communities of
interest. Most importantly, K2’s District O is a very intentional reconfiguration of CD4 which was gerrymandered into the current, highly contorted district comprised of dissimilar communities with little or no
common interests.
Now, Plan L - an 11th hour allowance by Commission Chair, Fred Ali, made for CD4's appointed Commissioner Alexandra Suh – demands that the entire Commission ignore that census data, state and
federal voting rights protections, months of public testimony and the commission guidelines and instead draws gerrymandered district lines that favor the current CD4 council member’s political base. It
appears premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of the Councilmember and NOT for what provides the best governance, support, and consideration of the interests of the
various communities.
How Chair, Fred Ali allowed Plan L – a map which no one reviewed - to make it to the adoption phase of the redistricting process is deeply concerning. Because the damage is not limited to CD4. Plan L
wreaks havoc on the entire city. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon Boulevard, disenfranchising our Laurel Canyon community, Los Angeles’ historic - and internationally renowned - canyon
neighborhood that is primary and crucial link to the Valley. Plan L divides Larchmont and Hancock Park. It hacks up West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights and bisects UNNC. It divides
Sunset Blvd. Sunset Square and Spaulding Square. Century City somehow lands in District 10. It cuts Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico Robertson off from their Communities of Interest. But Plan L unites all of
Park La Brea and Koreatown in CD4 – which the council member has publicly stated as one of her goals - claws Los Feliz and Silverlake back into the district, and makes a full retreat from the Valley - a
traditional CD4 stronghold. As an article in today’s Los Angeles Times puts it: "Raman, who has touted her tenant advocacy work as an elected official, said last week that she welcomed the idea of taking on
a greater share of Koreatown, which has a high concentration of renters." Commissioner Suh’s Plan L fulfills the council member’s wish for a custom-made district that ensures her political self-interest – and
re-election. I’m including a map below which shows the primary source of votes (in orange) for the council member came from those neighborhoods which have been expanded in Plan L’s redrawn CD4. Plan
L it represents gerrymandering – political self-interest at the expense of the community - at its most obvious. Our Community of Interest is adamantly opposed to Plan L. We ask that the Commission reject
Plan L, stop the regressive gerrymandering of the city, and forward to the City Council only Plan K2 which draws the district lines based on census data, voting rights, commission stated guidelines,
neighborhood council boundaries and months of public and written testimony.
Thank you.
Hilary de Vries
2717 Woodstock Road
Los Angeles, CA
I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment
can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the
far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving
Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills
from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community
that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the
Southeast Valley issues. Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Steinberg Family
4118 Kraft Ave
Studio City CA 91064
Hi,
I strongly DO NOT support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the
district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The
attempt to cut out 70% of District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please
work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the
entire city. The CD4 K2 map attempts to consolidate power of wealthy
homeowners. We need diversity of race, income, and more tenant
representation in CD4!
Thanks,
Tenant of CD4
The City Redistricting Council’s Plan L proposal is nothing short of a historic “Salami Slicing”, divide and conquer tactic used by the 1940’s Hungarian Communist Party and Soviet collaborator Matyas Rakosi
to systematically slice and divide cohesive organizations, institutions and political parties into weakened, manageable and eventually subsumed pieces of a new political order. Plan L is a cynical proposal to
fracture historic cohesive single family neighborhoods and weaken their representation by casting them into separate, and potentially competing City Council Districts, while enhancing the influence and
development potential of rental properties in those same districts.
Eric Wickland
Country Club Park
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Hello, my name is Andrew Oh
My business and I support koreatown and frequent the Koreatown community businesses, churches and community events. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed
map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed
our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you so much. Best,
Andrew Oh
CEO
Unit5Films
I do not support proposed map L
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to district G which includes Los Feliz.
Irma Fitzgibbons
Los feliz resident
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Al Higgins. I live in the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I am an active member of the Ridgewood Wilton Neighborhood Association and my house is in the
federally designated Wilton Historic District. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. I am grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together
with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. On another note, the presentation of Plan L is extremely troubling. It is concerning that
maneuverings and negotiations among city council members to preserve a voter base might be weighed more heavily than the social continuity of the neighborhoods affected by redistricting. I object to Plan L
and ask you to reject it.
Sincerely,
Al Higgins
My name is Reverend John Song and I have resided in Koreatown for over a decade and have had my church in Koreatown for nearly 20 years. I currently volunteer for a non profit in Koreatown.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in
“O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may
thrive.
Thank you,
Reverend John Song
Dear members of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commision —
I am writing on be half of myself and our family, all 6 Langs — and I suspect most of the other people who call our neighborhood home. We live in a 108-year-old house, more or less in the center of Country
Club Park at the intersection of Arlington and Country Club Drive. We (of course!) count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in a
truly remarkable historic home (and a city landmark!). Our City Council member has to have a special understanding of, and be responsive to, our special diversity, including the needs of all of the diverse
groups who live in our neighborhood. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for figuring out Plan K2, which I support unequivocally. We are grateful for the
opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I also want to add my voice to the many I bet you’ve received against Plan L — splitting us up (as well as Hancock Park and others) will not be good for these many neighborhoods — or the city!
Thank you! Hoping K2 survives!
Peter Lang
Cell: 323-868-1555
Home: 323-766-8100
Office: 323-957-5400
My name is Howard Min, and I have been an active supporter of Koreatown community events and political issues for my whole life.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in
“O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries.
Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.
Howard Min
Studio Art Director
TACORI
www.tacori.com
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
UNAUTHORIZED INTERCEPTION IS PROHIBITED BY FEDERAL LAW
[Electronic Communications Privacy Act of 1986, 18 U.S.C. 2701(a) and 2702(a)]
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have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by e-mail and delete all copies of the message. This message is protected by Constitutional Rights and applicable legal privileges. It
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Dear Commissioners,
My name is Daphne Titus. I live in the West Adams neighborhood, and have
family and friends in the Greater Wilshire neighborhood. It is of vital
importance to me, my family, friends and neighborhood that our City Council
members be responsive to us. We count on our City Council members for our
traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come
with living in historic homes. Our City Council members must also
understand and be responsive to the unique diversity of our neighborhoods,
including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish neighbors in Greater
Wilshire. For these reasons and much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for crafting Draft Plan K2, specifically
District J, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you
have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with its like-minded
Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where they belong
and will be best served.
As you know, I have intently followed the redistricting process. I am
disheartened to see that the eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you.
Greater Wilshire does not support Plan L, which throws much of the City
into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public
testimony. It appears gerrymandered on its face, dividing and
redistributing neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor
mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates
Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill,
Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts
off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their
Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect
for Greater Wilshire, throwing them into a newly engineered district of
special interests, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown
and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L
in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of
the Commission.
Please adopt Draft Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council
services to the residents of Los Angeles my family and friends in the
Community of Interest in Wilshire Park and Greater Wilshire.
Thank you.
Daphne Titus
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from
several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
As an active Los Feliz community member, I am urging you to not divide us
and cut us off from Griffith Park. I am a also very concerned with the
effect map K2 will have on tenant representation in the district. This map
will shut out renter voices and give richer homeowning constituents a leg
up electorally.
This is not the way to a more equitable city. This is a step in the exact
wrong direction.
Sincerely,
Lane McFaddin
-- -Lane McFaddin
(518)-879-8919
My name is Phillip Levin MD. I have lived in Hancock Park most of my life. I attended Third Street School, John Burroughs and Los Angeles High. My grown children and grandchildren also live in this
neighborhood. We all strongly endorse plan K2 which will preserve the beautiful neighborhood in the center of Los Angeles. Plan L will completely alter the character and ambience of our lovely and friendly
neighborhood. It will increase crime and homelessness deflating home values. Our culture is aligned with Larchmont Blvd. And Museum Row, Farmers Market to the west not with the high rise and strip malls
to the east. I strongly request that you vote for plan K2.
Sent from my iPad
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Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 200 N.Spring Street
Los Angeles, Ca.90012
To whom it may concern,
Dear Sirs,
My name is Regina Yuzefpolsky and I am a resident of Larchmont Village
located in Greater Wilshire area.
It is very important to me ,my family and our neighborhood that our City
Council member be responsive to us, as we count on our City Council member.
Our City Council member must understand the needs of the population in the
area living in these historic homes.
Because of all this I would like to Thank the Redistributing Commission for
Plan K2,which we support and are very grateful that you have given the
Greater Wilshire area the opportunity to remain together with our
Like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2 ,where
we belong and will be best served .
Thank you very much for your attention to my letter and to this very
important for us issue.
Sincerely,
Regina Yuzefpolsky
Dear members of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commision —
I am writing on be half of myself and our family, all 6 Langs — and I suspect most of the other people who call our neighborhood home. We live in a 108-year-old house, more or less in the center of Country
Club Park at the intersection of Arlington and Country Club Drive. We (of course!) count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in a
truly remarkable historic home (and a city landmark!). Our City Council member has to have a special understanding of, and be responsive to, our special diversity, including the needs of all of the diverse
groups who live in our neighborhood. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for figuring out Plan K2, which I support unequivocally. We are grateful for the
opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I also want to add my voice to the many I bet you’ve received against Plan L — splitting us up (as well as Hancock Park and others) will not be good for these many neighborhoods — or the city!
Thank you! Hoping K2 survives!
Electra Lang
323-868-0521
My name is Susan Park. I am a resident of Koreatown and I also work in
Koreatown. I have lived in Los Angeles for 47 years. I am a child of
Koreatown and Los Angeles.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a
single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed
our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district, so our community may thrive.
I remember all too well when Herb Wesson carved up Koreatown into multiple
districts. This issue is a thorn that will not go away with the Korean
American community in Koreatown and Los Angeles. Koreatown has been drained
of resources for parks, affordable housing, and other improvements. There
are approximately 700-900 homeless Korean Americans and Asian Americans in
Koreatown alone. Yet, we don't have a single shelter that offers
in-language, culturally competent support for unhoused Asian Americans.
Enough is enough, we want our unified voice back.
Hello,My name is Jessica Lee and I have lived or have been doing a business in the Koreatown for 15 years.I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the
Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the
census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.Thank you,Jessica LeeSent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
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My name is Jeff Joseph. I live in Windsor Square, which is located in
Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my
neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We
count on our City Council member for our traditional City services,
and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic
homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive
to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant
Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want
to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We
are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire
to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest
neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best
served. I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see
that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and
I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos.
Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony.
It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the
Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel
Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly
divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the
United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood,
Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But,
Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire,
throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from
Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los
Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible
voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
Greetings,
My name is Yonah Hong and I have been a volunteer with the Unification of
Disabled Latin Americans (UDLA), a nonprofit organization located in the
heart of Koreatown for over 40 years. I have also been a resident of
Koreatown for over 20 years and I truly love my community and neighborhood.
I am writing this email to fully support the unification of Koreatown into
one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown
Redistricting Task Force. I fully support draft map L because it keeps
Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood
council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our
diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may
thrive.
Thank you for your consideration and I sincerely hope that the proposed map
will get approved.
Sincerely,
Yonah Hong :)
Koreatown Resident
*"Pray continually!"*
*(1 Thessalonians 5:17)*
Awesome Eunice Hur Song, Esq. Executive Director Korean American Coalition 3727 W. 6th St. Suite #305
Los Angeles, CA 90020
P:(213)365-5999
www.kacla.org
Sent from my iPhone
On Sep 30, 2021, at 11:57 AM, Woo-Jin Shim wrote:
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Woo-Jin Shim, a member of a Koreatown nonprofit organization. I am writing to you today to voice my full support of the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. Draft
Plan L best reflects the results of the census data and the identity of the Korean American community in Los Angeles because it keeps Koreatown unified as a single district and respects neighborhood
council boundaries. Consolidating all Koreantown neighborhoods into one district also enhances our ability to work more cohesively on future community and land use planning projects while giving our
community a greater voice on citywide matters. I truly believe this proposed map gives our community the best chance to thrive in the future and respectfully request your support for Draft Plan L. Thank you
so much for your time and consideration. Sincerely, Woo-Jin Shim
Sent from my iPhone by a French Canadian that might make some spelling mistakes
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My name is Nancy Yoon and I am the Founder of Asians in LA and I have been serving the Koreatown community for over 30 years. I grew up in Ktown coming in the 1970’s with my entire family and have
continued to help support work with and deeply care about our Koreatown community. Below is some info on our Asians in LA community group as well. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as
reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council
boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive. Asians in LA statement to Council and Commission:
Asians in LA is network of over 7000 Asian American influencers and advocates from politics, entertainment, nonprofit and community leader. We are mostly based in LA and have a deep connection with our
Koreatown as many members have grown up in Ktown, have businesses there and deeply care about the Ktown local community. We have active AAPI political leaders in our group as well, we push for
diversity, help with civic engagement and AAPI matters that affect our local communities. We have a strong social media presence to keep our members informed and activated. Asians in LA believes that
Ktown should unified and be redistricted into a single district! The districting in numerous council zones is completely unfair and unjust and does not accurately represent or portray our Koreatown district it’s
members, businesses or citizens. We are asking City Council to reconsider and change the area to one single zone to fairly and better represent the citizens who live and work in Ktown they should not be
disenfranchised or split up or be voiceless or powerless when it comes to their community. Many are senior citizens, underserved and underrepresented due to language or financial limitations and they
deserve to be represented fairly as ONE UNIFIED VOICE. We ask for this over a decade later that this injustice due to political power be changed immediately. Asians in LA is very active in helping and
supporting our local AAPI Community here in LA we work with many AAPI nonprofits and recently helped with Mayor’s Garcetti and Councilmember John Lee’s APAHM event and numerous other AAPI
community events and initiatives on a city, state and federal level. We have many active Asians in LA members that live or work in Koreatown so strongly ask that our community request be considered.
Thank you for your consideration and the opportunity to be heard. We hope City Council will do the right thing now and not act on the political interests that have adversely affected our community for so many
years. -- Thank you! Nancy Yoon
Asians in LA
Join us on:
https://m.facebook.com/groups/asiansinla
www.meetup.com/Asians-in-LA/
Instagram: @AsiansinLA
Twitter: @AsiansinLA
YouTube: AsiansinLA Snapchat: @AsiansinLA “Helping Our Community Help Others”
Hello My name is Sally Campbell. I live in Country Club Park, near the Olympic Park Neighborhood. It is of extreme importance to my family and neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to
us.
We count on our City Council member for our traditional services that comes with living in Historic Homes.
Presently we have incredible contract because our council person is very aware of our neighborhood and houses and their historic value.
Our city council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity in our community.
For these reasons, and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support.
We are very grateful for the opportunity you have given Olympic Park Neighborhood in Plan K2 to remain together with our like minded Community of Interest, neighbors in District H of Plan K2, where we
belong and will be best served.
Best wishes
Sally Campbell
Howdy city council,
I'm writing to let you know that I think it would be great if y'all would
stop gerrymandering the city's districts in such a way that right-leaning
voters have an unfair advantage. It's sort of a total sabotage of the most
basic tenets of democracy and makes me and many others doubt your sincerity
as leaders of the community.
I recommend making the districts simple shapes that are comparable in size,
like squares or rectangles or maybe a trapezoid or two. Instead of
meticulously mapping out districts that are the shape of vomit splattered
on a wall. The latter approach is a painfully obvious scam and an insult
to/crime against the people of Los Angeles.
Just my two cents!
K.C. Katsaros
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Public Testimony
I *support Map K2 because*:
- Map K2 keeps our Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within 1
District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries current thriving homeowners associations;
- Map K2 respects the boundaries of my WSSM HOA
- Map K2 allows for the continuation of existing relationships of the
Westside communities.
*I oppose Map L because*:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries
- Map L divides the Westside Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts
- Map L splits up longstanding homeowners associations including
Westwood South of SM Blvd. HOA.
Regards
Dr Judy Sachter
President of 1933 Selby HOA
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
-----------------------------------------Claire J Savage
*(they/them/theirs)*
I do not support Map K2 and how it splits Chinatown in District L. I
support keeping Chinatown together. As a BIPOC working class community
being threatened by multiple market-rate developments and predatory real
estate developers, keeping Chinatown together is essential in being able
to advocate for resources. Chinatown is a community of interest: many
generations of working class BIPOC people have come to live in Chinatown
because of economic and social reasons. In the 19th century, many Asian
Americans were forced to live in Chinatown because they were unable to
live elsewhere due to the threat of violence and redlining. Keeping
Chinatown in one district allows policies that affect the entire
neighborhood to be made more easily.
My name is MIKE Sikowitz and I am a resident home and business owner in the Sunset Square HPOZ neighborhood of Hollywood. I AM WRITING TO URGE YOU TO STOP A CYNICAL PROPOSAL THAT
WOULD DIVIDE OUR NEIGHBORHOOD AND COI in half, for no reason. Our neighborhood (see below map in blue) is a single family pedestrian neighborhood and recently gained HPOZ status. I AM
WRITING TO OPPOSE COUNCILWOMAN RAMAN’S proposal to divide our neighborhood at Sierra Bonita (see yellow line). It makes no sense. it separates stakeholders with common interests in a cynical
attempt for the councilwoman to add more renters to her district. It would draw a line right through our elementary school and isolate single family home owners to the west and south.
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main
street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle,
Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and
all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Sent from Mail for Windows
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Stacey Yoon
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My name is stacey yoon and I have lived or have been doing a business in the Koreatown for ______ years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in
a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
Sincerely,
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Mark Goldwert
1926 N. Kenmore Avenue
Los Angeles
-----------------------------Chair Ali, Redistricting Commissioners and Paul Mitchell, September, 30, 2021
Help! Map L completely carves up our area and literally separates intact neighborhoods and our small businesses.
See two (2) attached maps for your reference.
We are the area along Sunset Bl, west of La Brea and “Area 7” of the Hollywood Hills West NC (HHWNC).
Draft Plan “L”, District map “O”, literally divides our community. The plan splits our small businesses by dividing Sunset Blvd down the middle, separates the HPOZ in half at Sierra Bonita, separates the
elementary school and drops thousands of our renters. Plan L even carves off the Will & Arial Durant library (our community meeting place) into a different council districts. Our community (Area 7-HHWNC),
is two Historic Preservation Overlay Zones (HPOZ), both neighborhoods over 100 years, Spaulding Square directly adjacent to and the south side of Sunset Bl and Sunset Square adjacent to and north side
of Sunset Bl. We have small local businesses and wonderful multi-family who all attend Gardner Elementary, located just north of Sunset Bl.
We oppose any plan or map that carves up and separates our common area and diverse community. Sunset Bl runs east-west though this neighborhood area. Not to be confused with the “Sunset Strip”
which is the City of West Hollywood, not LA.
We have natural boundaries with the City of West Hollywood and a natural dividing line at La Brea Ave with the Hollywood regional center. We do not cut off at Fairfax Ave as LA Times map shows. We are
one community with common interests and goals that has worked together for over 30 years.
Our boundaries are:
South Boundary: Fountain Ave
North Boundary: Hollywood Bl
East Boundary: La Brea Ave
West Boundary: City of Los Angeles / City of West Hollywood boundary line, at about Marmont Dr.
We already navigate between the City of LA and the City of West Hollywood. Splitting us up between two council districts would create further challenges for this community.
Keep our community whole and together from La Brea Ave to the City Border. Splitting along Sunset Bl make zero sense with the City boundary 2 blocks south at Fountain Ave.
Draft Plan L, District map “O" completely carves up and divides our community. This is not good.
Keep our community and NC area together.
Please see Attached maps for your reference.
I thank you for your time and hard work on this difficult endeavor. Valorie Keegan

Name
Lawrence Heller

David Wingo

Nicholas Mandernach

Public Testimony
Dear Redistricting Committee,
I support redistricting Map K2.
Redistricting is how communities with similar social, cultural, and economic
issues keep themselves intact and are thus able to elect leaders who
represent and legislate their interests politically. The Westside
Neighborhood Council represents such a community in West Los Angeles.
The strength of our community and our local institutions has been nurtured
by the commitment and stability of the Westside Neighborhood Council and its
leadership. WNC committees and board members have given voice and
opportunity to the residents, businesses, first responders, religious
institutions, and the public spaces within our borders. In doing so, WNC has
become a reliable partner to our neighboring NCs as well. West Los Angeles is a place. The WNC neighborhoods knit within it are each
part of an historic, geographic, political, and cultural fabric.
Redistricting Map K2 keeps the WNC community intact within one district, and
respects the boundaries of essential, decades-old homeowners associations
and community groups. To fragment the WNC neighborhoods into three separate
districts (per draft Map L) would negatively impact our public schools,
religious institutions, economic community, and essentially erase our
political voice and meaningful participation.
I urge you all to support Redistricting Map K2.
Please honor the integrity of our intact, cohesive WNC community as you seek
to lift all.
Sincerely,
Lawrence Heller
Lawrence E. Heller
Heller & Edwards
21650 Oxnard Street
Suite 1580
Woodland Hills CA 91367
(818) 564-4470-phone
(818) 564-4481-fax
(310) 995-1580-cell
As a resident of Los Angeles I urge the committee to please reject Map K2. I
want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA and feel that
this serves the opposite purpose. We need to Support diversity and equity,
please don't wipe out the current District 4. We Don’t need to consolidate
the power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of tenants...Map L makes
much more of an effort to keep the current map intact and I urge you to
consider it instead.
Thank you
David Wingo
I am a resident of CD4 and am AGAINST the map K2 Redistricting. I am tired of low income residents being silenced by home owners. Please work off Map L!
Nicholas Mandernach
Sent from my iPhone
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Courtney Small

Denise Colla
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Dear Redistricting Partners,
I live at 1600 Courtney Avenue in the Sunset Square HPOZ.
Our neighborhood is an amazing group of homes and neighbors who have worked for years to become a community.
It would be bizarre to break this community in half. Map L does just that. You can see a map of the HPOZ below and how the proposed division splits us into two.
[cid:58CE9FDD-AE77-4984-886E-DB527A72F0E6]
We want to not only keep the HPOZ unified, but our larger community together as defined in map below:
[cid:BF5D2774-3DE0-4EBB-A711-2CA9BD59F0AE]
We are fine with this cohesive community - COI - being added to District G or District J as you see fit, but it must stay together as a community of interest.
We are all part of Area 7 HHWNC. It makes sense that we stay together with our sister HPOZ Spaulding Square. We are a solely residential neighborhood on the west side of Hollywood. For so many
reasons, we absolutely should be considered a solid unit.
Thanks for not dividing our Neighborhood.
Cheers,
Courtney Small
Courtney Carol Small
CS&FS Interiors
6715 Hollywood Blvd., Suite #220
Los Angeles, CA 90028
(323) 850-0866
cs@csandfs.com
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your
consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and
request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in
the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed
within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area
extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding member of the Bel
Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been included in this
Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of
fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood
Council, is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area,
fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the
hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire
station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air.
And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles
Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the
opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and
into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in
an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community
faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses
focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers
confronting fire and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to
District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can continue, as effective
partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face
together. Thank you. Denise and Richard Colla

Name
Brian Folb

Jeannette Bronson

Sunghee Chun

Public Testimony
SUBJ: Support Map L
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Brian Folb/ Multi Commercial Property Owner in District 13, BOD Hollywood Chamber, BOD Hollywood Partnership BID, BOD Friends of Hollywood Central Park, BOD of Hollywood Police Activities League
and Hollywood Police Support Association.
Brian Folb
---PARAMOUNT CONTRACTORS & DEVELOPERS, INC.
6464 Sunset Blvd., Suite 700
Hollywood, CA 90028
p. 323.462.6727
f. 323.462.0863
www.hollywoodoffices.com
www.facebook.com/hollywoodoffices
My name is Jeannette Bronson and I live in the area called "Ladera" within
90056.
I understand the current plans will move us from what has been CD11 to
what has been CD 8.
My concern is that we are removing us from our community of interest.
Our area is one that does not require a high level of services, however,
when we were previously part of CD8, we were always on a back burner due to
the needs of the rest of the community.
One plan that I reviewed would separate us from Westchester, which is the
community that we participate in politically... our neighborhood work with
the Westchester community has grown over the years and we have mutual
interests. Our neighbors are directors on the Westchester/Playa
Neighborhood council.
Our local LAPD and LAFC coverage are in CD 11, and we would be separated
from them in these plans.
Please reconsider removing us from the communities that we have become
integral members in.
Please let me know if you have any questions, or I can explain it more
completely.
Thank you ,
Jeannette Bronson
My name is sunghee chun and I have lived or have been doing a business in
the Koreatown for 20 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
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To the LA City Redistricting Commission:
My name is Sharon Hayashi and I work at a marketing and advertising agency in Koreatown.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in
"O" in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may
thrive.
Sincerely,
Sharon Hayashi
Sharon Hayashi
ACCOUNT DIRECTOR
AAAZA, Inc. | STRATEGIC. CREATIVE.
3250 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1901
Los Angeles, CA 90010
t (213) 674-2552
m (310) 880-5900
f (213) 380-5333
e sharon.hayashi@aaaza.com
My name is Charles Han and I am a member of a nonprofit in Koreatown, Los
Angeles.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown, Los Angeles into one, as
reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task
Force. I advocate for the drafted map because it will help keep Koreatown
unified in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries.
I ask that you listen to our voices and the census data and keep our
diverse community whole, in one city council district. This will help our
community thrive.
Thank you for your consideration.
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.
Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Anne Freiermuth
Good afternoon, My name is Leslie Blumberg and I am writing today to inform you that I respectively OPPOSE the redistricting of CD 13! I believe that the business district of Hollywood should be kept
together in CD 13, which has been in CD 13 for more than 30 years and should remain there.Keep the Hollywood historic core / Walk of Fame / regional center / business district COMPLETELY in tact - in
CD13!!! The commission must support Map L. It is much more equitable, fair, and consistent for all communities. Map K2 radically alters the makeup of several Council districts, and this would disenfranchise
voters in the middle of a pandemic.After the devastation most strongly felt by hotels, restaurants, bars, theaters, and music venues because of the pandemic, it is necessary more than ever to have a single
voice advocating our way back to revitalization. This will allow these businesses to work with the same councilmember to revitalize the business district. It will also give the community a platform to have their
interests ranging from housing, jobs, community, and transportation infrastructure be kept within one council district, so they are able to advocate together for their needs with one council member.I thank you
for all your hard work on this and urge you to please oppose the redistricting of CD 13!Thank you for your time.
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Hello my name is Connie Ku and I have been volunteering and working at a
nonprofit in Koreatown for nearly 3 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for your consideration.
Best regards,
Connie Ku
We are longtime residents of Beachwood Canyon, and I in NO WAY support map K2, which will remove my neighborhood from the district and cuts us off from several of the communities we are a part of. We
don’t want to be cut off of Los Feliz. The attempt to cut 70% of our district off is completely unacceptable to me. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable and sane set of districts for the entire city.
Best
Dante Harper & Patrick Scott Ratcliff
2501 Verbena Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90068
Honorable Commissioners,
I'm writing with concern about the Commission's recent Map K2
,
which immensely imbalances representation in the communities of Los Feliz,
Hollywood, Studio City, North Hollywood, Hollywood, and Koreatown.
Additionally, this map would greatly unmoor established representation for
Council Districts 2 and 4.
Moving forward and for the purpose of transparency and communication with
the public, it is critical that the Commission disclose the proposed
district numbers for all draft maps being considered. Established
relationships between communities and their council offices have been a
consistent consideration in the drawing of maps; no reasonable argument can
be made that district designations are not a relevant piece of information
for the public to consider.
Finally, I want to highlight the Los Angeles Times article published this
morning (
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-09-30/los-angeles-city-redistricting-plan-nithya-raman-paul-krekorian-districts)
that lays clear the political gerrymandering implied by Map K2.
Councilmember Raman won a historic election just one year ago to represent
the communities of Council District 4. Map K2 would undo the voters' choice
by forcing diverse renter communities to lose a representative who has
focused on championing their needs. Councilmember Raman, previously a
political outsider, was elected with over 70,000 votes: the largest vote
count for a City Council office in Los Angeles history. Neither district
"O" or "A" have any resemblance to the district for which Councilmember
Raman was elected. To strip Council District 4 voters of the right to
select their representation will not go unnoticed.
*Los Angeles voters deserve fair maps. Do not allow the political
gerrymander of Map K2 to proceed.*
Thank you,
Michael MacDonald
Los Angeles, CA
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September 27, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission,
The Hollywood Partnership (The HP) is the non-profitmanaging entity of the Hollywood Entertainment District Property-Based Improvement District (HED). The HP has enjoyed a relationship with the City of
Los Angeles for more than 20 years as the administrator of Business Improvement Districts in the Hollywood area. We have leveraged tens of millions of dollars in assessments from property owners within
the BIDs to provide services that benefit the community, from maintaining the safety and cleanliness of the area to transforming the public realm with art, lighting, and other enhancements. The HP is
governed by a volunteer Board of Directors who are property owners from within the HED who collectivelyrepresent a significant portion of Hollywood.
The HED covers a geographic area that is bounded by Yucca St. to Santa Monica Boulevard, and La Brea Blvd. to the Hollywood Freeway. This area includes 15,000high-density residential units, 290 acres
of non-rights of way land and over one- thousand private parcels – all of which are located within Council District 13 (CD13).The HP qualifies as a Community of Interest as we have a defined geographic
district on file with the City Clerk’s office, are guided by a shared mission & vision, and areprofoundly impacted by decisions made by the City of Los Angeles as our work is dedicated to managing and
improving the City’s public rights-of-way.
As the Commission develops recommendations through the redistricting process, as a Board Member of The HP, I respectfully request that the HED and the Hollywood core remain within CD13. Over many
years, The HP has built a strong working relationship with CD13 and weregularly collaborate and partner on solutions to some ofthe greatest challenges that affect Hollywood and Los Angeles. These
partnerships help maintain and improvearea infrastructure, protect public safety, enhance thevisitor experience, and provide outreach and assistance to the most vulnerable in our community. Additionally,
thedemographics of our community, its built form, density, mix of land uses and industrial composition are mostcomparable to other nodes within CD13 such as SilverLake, East Hollywood, Echo Park,
Atwater Village and the Sunset Corridor. As such, CD13 is best positioned to understand and appreciate the dimensions and character of the HED and serve the citizens that live and work in our district.
I appreciate your serious consideration of this request to remain within CD13.
Respectfully, Leslie Blumberg
My name is Bonnie Sikowitz and I am a resident home and business owner in the Sunset Square HPOZ neighborhood of Hollywood. I AM WRITING TO URGE YOU TO STOP A CYNICAL PROPOSAL
THAT WOULD DIVIDE OUR NEIGHBORHOOD AND COI in half, for no reason. Our neighborhood (see below map in blue) is a single family pedestrian neighborhood and recently gained HPOZ status. I AM
WRITING TO OPPOSE COUNCILWOMAN RAMAN’S proposal to divide our neighborhood at Sierra Bonita (see yellow line). It makes no sense. it separates stakeholders with common interests in a cynical
attempt for the councilwoman to add more renters to her district. It would draw a line right through our elementary school and isolate single family home owners to the west and south. Bonnie
Bonnie Sikowitz
Redistricting commission:
I reside in Mid-City and work in Koreatown in CD4. I do not support
map K2, which
clusters wealthy homeowners, and amplifies their already-amplified
political power.
Koreatown is a vibrant and diverse neighborhood with specific needs and
community interests, and it deserves to be unified under a single district.
I and the many others who live and work there should not have to squint at
street signs and guess which council jurisdiction we fall under on a
block-by-block basis. The attempt to slice off 70% of the current District
4 and paste it onto the back of Sun Valley is unacceptable and egregious.
The voices of renters, workers, immigrants, and communities of color are
what make LA a world-class city. Do not let us be gerrymandered into
silence.
I ask that you work off of Map L in developing an more equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
Thank you.
Meredith Alden Lewis
My name is Rachel Kramer. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Olympic Park. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We
count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive
to our special diversity. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Olympic Park
in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Thank you.Respectfully,Rachel J. Kramer, MDCountry Club Park
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Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I am writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 13 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps.
Assuming District G in both Plans K2 and L represents CD 13, our district
will be negatively impacted should Plan K2 be adopted. When CD 13 was drawn
in 2011, Latinx and Asian voters comprised 38% and 17% of eligible voters,
respectively. Under Plan L’s District G, Latinx and Asian voters would
comprise 34% and 17%, respectively. Under Plan K2’s District G, those
concentrations would drop to 31% and 15% respectively. Plan K2 will
unfairly reduce the diversity that currently exists in CD 13 today by
further diluting the Latinx vote and the Asian vote.
Further, assuming District O in both Plans K2 and L represent CD 4, there
seems to be an effort to move CD 4 deeper into the Valley under Plan K2.
This would deeply dilute Asian voter concentration. When CD 4 was drawn in
2011, Latinx and Asian voters comprised 13% and 11% of eligible voters,
respectively. District O under Plan K2 increases Latinx concentration to
24%; Plan L to 16%. However, under Plan K2, Asian concentration falls to a
paltry 6% of eligible voters. Plan L would increase it to 19%. This
dilution of the Asian vote under Plan K2 is unacceptable and for this
reason, Plan L should be the starting point for this decade’s new map.
We CD 13 constitutents share our concerns with those of CD 4 constituents:
this plan seems to be an attempt to gerrymander CM Nithya Raman out of a
more diverse district. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the
needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a
dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that
elected her just one year ago. This effort would also negatively impact CD
13 by further diluting its diversity.
Please fully discuss both maps L and K2 on Thursday’s meeting and advance
revised versions of both maps for further discussion and consideration in
the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Arturo Gómez
*J.D., Class of 2021 | Southwestern Law School*
(323) 317-1379
Sept 30th..
To Whom It May Concern:
My name is Joanne Flaster and live in Hollywood/CD13 on Bronson Ave and 1/2 block from Franklin Ave and above (hills) that is part of Nithya Raman's CD4. Can't attend tonight's zoom meeting but would
like to weigh in on this matter... I do NOT want to be absorbed into her district as she voted against the ordinance. And residents who wanted her recalled did so because she's indifferent to their concerns of
homeless/crime/drugs, etc. plaguing them on a regular basis. While I am not happy with the conditions where I live in CD13 at least Mitch O'Farrell voted FOR the ordinance..And I was able to have on going
communication with Sean Starkey former Deputy Director of Field Operations. And his replacement Hannah Cho about the homeless outside and all around here.
MY WORLD: 1. I live next to the BRONSON encampment on overpass the city council knows is a BIG problem: trash/rats/drugs/theft etc.2..I live TWO blocks from CARLOS encampment the city council
knows has the same set of issues..3. I am 3 to 4 blocks from GOWER encampment. 4 Down the block on Bronson/Hollywood Blvd in front of Tommy's burgers is a smaller yet visible encampment in front of
eatery.5. Then on off ramp next to that on Caltrans property are more tents..
FYI: Seems this part of Hollywood is the destination for homeless because the neighborhood has a myriad of services they need.
Food/showers/vouchers for metro/laundry/mobile medical units/shelter and more provided by: Saban Clinic/Churches/The Salvation Army/The Greater West Hollywood Food Coalition that OTHER areas of
Hollywood and greater LA do NOT have or if they do is VERY limited in comparison to this location. And is the reason why we have a HUGE concentration of homeless/mentally ill because services are NOT
being spread out to other communities...
I am SURROUNDED by filth/garbage and blocked sidewalks..And I have not seen any improvement. Sanitation services even before the pandemic was not reliable. And during the pandemic NON EXISTENT
for weeks.. And that gave rise to the rat population that has spread to our bldg..(neighbors in back with yard have an infestation)..
I do hope CHANGES ARE COMING...And SOON..Because these disease ridden encampments MUST be removed..Our streets MUST be cleared/cleaned and made usable again..NOT continue to be Motel
8 sidewalk living because TWO of the council members want it that way..Raman/Bonin along with the progressive activists who profit off the misery of these folks..
Many call this: HOLLYWOOD/SKID ROW...Not good.. Thanks. Look forward to hearing more about this issue going forward..
JF
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Please retract my letter altogether. I would like to submit no comment.
Sorry about this. On Sep 30, 2021, at 10:54 AM, maryamnow wrote:
I would like to retract my letter. Instead I support Map L
On Sep 29, 2021, at 6:30 PM, maryamnow wrote:
Hello City Redistricting Commissioners:
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 10329 Keswick Ave and am directly impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I SUPPORT the J boundary of Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because: *Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a
major thoroughfare. Thus disrupting our neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries.
*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity. Thank you,
Maryam Nowakhtar 10329 Keswick Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
Dear all,
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process
and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L
ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Caroline Lee
Stephen Raucher
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I don’t support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. This attempt to cut out
70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Best,
Kashana
Hi! I'm Glenn, a long-time Los Feliz-ian in District 4, and I'm e-mailing
to say I do NOT support map K2, which cuts off my district from several
communities of interest. I don't want my neighborhood to be cut off from
Griffith Park!
Map L provides an equitable set of districts for the city. Please work off
that model!
Thank you for your time-Glenn Boozan
Hello,
Although I am currently a resident of CD13, I wanted to write and state
that I do not support map K2, because I support diversity and equity and
want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. The attempt to
cut out 70% of the current District 4 is unacceptable. Please work off of
Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Sherin Bennett
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. Support
diversity and equity. Don't wipe out the current District 4.
Shilpi Roy
Resident of Silverlake
-- 704-779-8401
www.youtube.com/c/shilpiroy
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I am a member of the Studio City Residents Association, and strongly
support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish
moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove
Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an
equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to
Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues.
In Summary:
Support Map L with adjustments:
Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Thank you,
Nora Doyle
3838 Vantage Ave
Studio City, CA 91604
Hello, I love and care for Ktown. It is my heart home in which I have worked and played in for almost 30 years. I support Map L. Would you too?Thank youCaroline Sim
I live in CD 4. I am opposed to splitting or moving the district.
Draft map K2 is an attempt to silence our voices. Keep the current CD 4 map.
King Cheung
Hi
My family and I live in Ladera.
Our address is 5010 W 63rd St Los Angeles Ca 90056
We also have a rental property down the street at 4866 W 63rds St , Los
Angeles CA 90056
So we are doubly invested in this area of town.
*We adamantly oppose the redistricting proposal to change us to South LA.*
This will be completely unfair to our community.
Sincerely
Scott and Colette Moore
Dear Redistricting Committee and Decisionmakers,
I support redistricting Map K2.
In simplest terms, redistricting is how communities with similar social, cultural, and economic issues keep themselves intact and are thus able to elect leaders who represent and legislate their interests
politically. The Westside Neighborhood Council represents such a community.
As a resident of West Los Angeles for more than 46 years, I have spent endless volunteer hours working on behalf of our local community. I have served in our public schools; as a homeowner association
board member; as an AYSO girls commissioner and director, and as a 14 year member of the Board of Governors of the Westside Neighborhood Council. But I am only one of many thousands of my
neighbors who have historically stepped up to define our community and support its growth and quality of life, and worked with our Los Angeles political leaders to achieve common goals. The strength of our
community and our local institutions has been nurtured by the commitment and stability of the Westside Neighborhood Council and its leadership. WNC committees and board members have given voice and
opportunity to the residents, businesses, first responders, religious institutions, and the public spaces within our borders. In doing so, WNC has become a reliable partner to our neighboring NCs as well. West
Los Angeles is a place. The WNC neighborhoods knit within it are each part of an historic, geographic, political, and cultural fabric. Redistricting Map K2 keeps the WNC community intact within one district,
and respects the boundaries of essential, decades-old homeowners associations and community groups. To fragment the WNC neighborhoods into three separate districts (per draft Map L) would negatively
impact our public schools, religious institutions, economic community, and essentially erase our political voice and meaningful participation.
I urge you all to support Redistricting Map K2.
Thank you for the work you do on behalf of Los Angeles. Please honor the integrity of our intact, cohesive WNC community as you seek to lift all.
Sincerely,Colleen Mason Heller
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Dear Commissioners,
Please include my attached letter in “the file.” I’ve copied its contents below my signature.
Many thanks.
Conrad Starr
September 30, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
By email to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Support for Draft Map K2 – Keep Sycamore Square Together
Dear Commissioners:
As a 25-year renter resident of Sycamore Square (Wilshire south to Olympic, La Brea east to Citrus), I support keeping Sycamore Square together in one Council District, which Draft Map K2 would
accomplish.
I also support K2 for keeping Sycamore Square with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC), with which we have a long connection. Prior to being elected GWNC President, I was on the
Sycamore Square Neighborhood Association (SSNA) board since 2016, where I got my start as a neighborhood leader. SSNA co-founder, Liz Fuller, served on the GWNC; she later became co-editor at the
Larchmont Buzz, an online news resource which serves the Greater Wilshire community (and which has done tremendous reporting on redistricting!).
I’m also supportive of K2 for keeping Sycamore Square together with the Miracle Mile. The burgeoning nighttime hotspot of 8th/La Brea should not be severed along 8th St., as Draft Map L proposes.
Sycamore Square and the Miracle Mile are carefully watching this new business district, while keeping our Council Office apprised of any issues, just as we do LAPD Wilshire.
For three years, Sycamore Square and Miracle Mile have collaborated extensively on emergency preparedness, putting on trainings and holding a monthly walkie-talkie emergency radio net to prepare our
neighbors to communicate after a disaster.
Thank you for the opportunity to share my testimony, and for the hard work you have undertaken.
[cid:image001.png@01D7B5F7.C9325EB0]
Conrad Starr
700 Block of S. Mansfield Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036
September 30, 2021
via Email
City of Los Angeles Redistricting Commission
Re: Support of Map L with adjustments to District N
Commissioners,
The Studio City Residents Association Board strongly supports Map L with the
following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District J and into District N. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can
remove Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an
equestrian community which is not economically and ethnically connected to
Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Alan Dymond, President
Studio City Residents Association P.O. Box 1374
Studio City, CA 91614
818-980-7645
Cell 818-399-2343
cc: Karo Torossian -- This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
https://www.avast.com/antivirus
My name is__Gul Sam Kim_____ and I have lived or have been doing a business in the Koreatown for __14____ years. I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map
submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work. Sincerely
Gul Sam Kim
Sent from my iPhone
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Valeece Broadway-Smith Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Miracle Mile neighborhood and I have been an active member in our residential association since we moved here in 1994. The neighborhood has come a long way in almost 30 years.
When we first arrived, the empty lot on the corner of Wilshire and Hauser ( site of the old Broadway Dept. store) was a sad eyesore, there was no grocery store and retail activity had ground to a halt. Working
together with our council representatives, Tom LaBonge and Herb Wesson, the Chamber of Commerce and other stakeholders, Wilshire Boulevard and the entire Miracle Mile has become a more dense (
appropriately) vibrant community and it continues to be one of the most diverse neighborhoods in the city. There is still more work to do but we are well on our way to becoming an even more vibrant,
interesting, commercially appealing neighborhood. None of what happened these past 27 years has been accidental and certainly none of it happened without the oversight and stewardship of our city
representatives and this community. Please don't undo a successful partnership by redrawing the longstanding boundaries of The Miracle Mile. Wilshire has always been our anchor avenue and we have
advocated and cared for it's preservation, revitalization and beautification for many years. Our commitment to this neighbor is apparent and well documented. Please don't "undo" something that doesn't need
to be changed or "fixed". Please leave the existing boundaries which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea, as they are.
Please also note that the Miracle Mile has a long standing cooperative relationship with surrounding communities of interest in our district including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La
Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay. These relationships benefit the residents AND the city and we would very much like to remain in the same district.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for developing Plan K-2, which restores / keeps the boundaries of the Miracle Mile neighborhood as they are now. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with
the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Valeece Smith
1121 South Ridgeley Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90019
(323) 933-8540
lewismft@aol.com
We strongly support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can
remove Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues.
Thank you for your consideration,
Marsha and Andrew Lewis11622 Canton PlaceStudio City, CA 91604
PEACE...It does not mean to be in a place where there is no noise, trouble or hard work. It means to be in the midst of those things and still be calm in your heart. (author unknown)
Kevin Glynn
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
WE ARE A NEIGHBORHOOD AND NOT A POLITICAL FOOTBALL. PLEASE KEEP THE
MIRACLE MILE TOGETHER. DO NOT GERRYMANDER US!
Sincerely,
Helen and Kevin Glynn
933 S, Ridgeley Drive,
L.A. CA 90036
Cheryl Holland
Dear Redistricting Commission: I am president of Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Please be advised that the below in first diagram is our area or COI. It also coincides with our HHWNC Area 7. In this
area, we have 2 HPOZ’s. Sunset Square HPOZ is on the north side of Sunset, from Fairfax [both sides of Fairfax] to Vista, see diagrams 1 & 2 below. The other HPOZ is Spaulding Square which is on the
south side of Sunset from fairfax east to Spaulding, see 3rd diagram below. This area’s western border is at Chateau Marmont and its eastern is La Brea. [Our western border is NOT fairfax, fyi, as some
incorrect maps have indicated--I believe you are using an outdated LA Times map. The Weho border starts at Chateau Marmont reflected in the first diagram below.]
Map L with District O, as proposed, bifurcates our COI. It actually cuts Sunset Square, my neighborhood & HPOZ, in half. This is untenable for our communities. See approximation of this issue in 2nd
diagram of where our HPOZ is bifurcated. My suggestion, using Map K2, is to extend District G further west to the Weho border at Chateau Marmont to include OUR AREA you see below in first diagram OR
extend District J just a little further north to include OUR AREA/COI. Map L’s weird isthmus to get Raman her renters in Korea Town is completely ABSURD. It is my understanding that District G needs
approximately 13,000 new residents and we, in OUR AREA, wait for it, are 13,806. I mean…c'mon, what are we doing here? Tell Raman no, please. And, keep our area/COI together. Seems like going into
District G or J for our area is best way to keep us together. Thank you, Cheryl Holland
cheryl holland president | sunset square neighborhood org | sunsetsquarehollywood.org Diagram 1:Our COI—low scale, 100% residential, west side of hollywood, border on west is Weho/Chateau Marmont.
Diagram 2: As proposed in Map L cuts my HPOZ in half.
Diagram 3: Map of Spaulding Square in our Area.
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It is important to keep map k2 and reject map L. Map L breaks my small census tract, 7260, Into three council districts! K2 Is obviously the result of an original, objective analysis, as it also keeps the Westside
neighborhood Council together. I don’t know how the wholesale changes ended up in the drastically changed Map L, but overruling the Common sense boundaries of map K2 Does not pass the smell test.
Please keep K2.
Jay Gralla
Hello,
I have been a volunteer at a Koreatown non-profit and having resided in Koreatown for 10 years.I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the
Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the
census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you for your time.
Do-in Chung
Hello,
My name is Richard Kang and I am a longtime supporter of Koreatown. I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force.
I advocate for the final submission of draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and
keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.
Richard Kang
I'm a resident of St. Andrew's Square in Council District 4, and I do not
support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and
completely erases the representation of many communities in CD4 that I
value and respect. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is
completely unacceptable.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city. Our strength comes from our diversity in Los Angeles and I
find any map - like K2 - which has the effect of cordoning off sections the
city by economic status offensive as well as counterproductive towards
building a better and stronger Los Angeles for everyone.
Thank you,
Kathleen Murray
North Gramercy Pl
Hello,
I'm writing to you to request that you please not divide up our
HPOZ/Community of Interest as shown in the map I've attached here. We are
the Sunset Square HPOZ and our sister HPOZ is Spaulding Square. I humbly
ask that you please keep our community together. Together, our HPOZ and
it's citizens, we work together for the good of the surrounding community
with a diverse group of home owners committed to our great city.
We are a solely residential neighborhood on the west side of Hollywood, on
the WeHo border and we are all part of Area 7 HHWNC. The proposed
redistricting would divide our community and its efforts in half. I realize
we are going to be moved to District G or J and that's understandable but
my ask here is that you please keep our community together in the process.
Thank you for your service and for taking the time to consider our request.
Sincerely,
William Graper[image: image.jpeg]
-- *WILLIAM GRAPER*
LOS ANGELES / NEW YORK
917.723.3542
FOLLOW @WILLIAM_GRAPER
*CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE*: This e-mail communication and any attachments may
contain confidential and privileged information for the use of the
designated recipients named above. If you are not the intended recipient,
you are hereby notified that you have received this communication in error
and that any review, disclosure, dissemination, distribution or copying of
it or its contents is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify the sender by return e-mail and
delete and/or destroy all copies of this communication and any attachments.
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To The Members of the Commission for Redistricting Los Angeles,
Thank you for the time and energy you have committed to redistricting Los Angeles and hearing the voice of the people.Making San Fernando Valley communities, neighborhood councils, and districts whole
is a consideration that should be fundamental to redistricting Los Angeles City.
I am grateful you heard, understood, and respected the written and verbal comments and viewpoints of myself and the many residents of North Hills West and the physical borders of our community to place
North Hills West in area "L"Council District 12 where we have community interests, common alliances, and where we fit in and belong.
Again,Thank you.
Anita GoldbaumNorth Hills West Neighborhood CouncilPlanning and Land Use Committee MemberOutreach Committee Member
I live in what is currently CD2, and hope that after the redistricting, that
our community of Glencrest Hills/Sun Valley can remain in CD2 with Paul
Krekorian as our Council Member. We voted for him and do not want our
community to be redistricted to another Councilmember. I learned from the
CD2 office, that for the K2 map, that his new District would be CD4 (area N)
and across the valley. This makes no sense to me. There is no continuity
of services for our area, much less for our Sun Valley Area Neighborhood
Council which has worked hand in hand with Nury Martinez (CD6) and Paul
Krekkorian (CD2). I can imagine having all the council districts to
relocate their offices would be costly, and in this time of needing huge
budget cuts throughout the city, why is this even considered?
I also do NOT understand why you put letters on the district areas rather
than the numbers we need to see. This looks like an attempt to hide
information from us. I can see lawsuits would be filed due to this very
great lack of transparency in the process. Since the districts are not
numbered, I am unaware of what districts are what letters for Map L. Your
process is greatly flawed.
Regards,
Susan Lustig
Susan Lustig
9953 Milburn Dr.
Sun Valley, CA 91352
T: 818-768-2383
C: 818-636-1040
Susan@glencresthills.com
http://www.glencresthills.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
/Jessica G. Schairer, Ph.D.
4-46 Woodman Cyn Ave/
/Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
/
/Jessica@DrSchairer.com/
To Whom it may concern:
I really want to make sure that Griffith park is kept within the Los Feliz districting. Having been born in the area and continued to be a homeowner, I feel very strongly that this MUST be included given the impact of the park on Los Feliz.
Best, Patricia A. Dailey
Associate Professor of English and Comparative Literature
Columbia University
pd2132@columbia.edu
I am a member of the West of Westwood HOA(WOWHOA) and a Westside Neighborhood Council stakeholder (WNC).
We strongly support Map K.25 that keeps WOWHOA and WNC in ONE council district honoring the commission’s Core Purpose and Criteria.
Lines are not draw where a councilperson lives, especially when they probably will be termed out before the next census, they are drawn using the recent census results.
We strongly urge you to keep WOWHOA and WNC in one district.
Sincerely,
Jeffrey Klueger
2680 Greenfield Ave
Los Angeles 90064
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone
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Ilyanne Morden Kichaven

Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
This is great news! Ilyanne Morden Kichaven
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas and Commission,
Thanks again to the commission's tireless efforts in creating a plan for a
new set of council districts that reflects the wishes and interests of
diverse neighborhoods and interests citywide.
My name is Karen Gilman and I live in Larchmont, part of the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Have lived here for 34 years. I am on the
board of the Larchmont Village Neighborhood Assn.
I support the single draft plan map K 2.5.
With plan K 2.5, Larchmont Village remains with the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council and the entirety of the Greater Wilshire NC remains
intact in council district J/5. Thank you for keeping us together and
following census data and the voting rights act to draw district
boundaries. We are now all included in District 5 with neighbors who share
our concerns, interests and goals.
We appreciate the commission's commitment to transparency and the
commitment to including public comment in the deliberations.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Karen Gilman
4941 Elmwood Ave.
Los Angeles 90004
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Folks,
I want to voice my concerns about the proposed Shadow Hills redistricting this is a very bad idea. Keep Shadow Hills in CD7 for our physical safety.
I have been evacuated TWICE due to fire in the last 10 years. I am very
concerned that if our area is broken up into different council districts
that we will not have the leadership and understanding to keep our unique
community safe.
Specifically, our three(3) foothill communities (abutting the Verdugo
Mountains, the Angeles National Forest and the Big Tujunga Wash) of Lake
View Terrace, *Shadow* *Hills *and La Tuna Canyon must remain in one
district, as they currently are in CD7.
All three rural communities have an equestrian heritage and agrarian
lifestyles. All three communities are located in *Mountain Fire districts
and high fire zones.* Over the years, these three communities have
developed fire protection and evacuation plans which have helped save human
and animal lives and properties during our various wildfires (ie. La Tuna
Canyon and Creek fires).
During major floods of the Big Tujunga Wash, Lake View Terrace and Shadow
Hills have worked together to provide shelter to flood victims and protect
neighborhoods from flooding. There is a historical cooperation between
these three communities due to their common interests and goals.
*If they were to be separated into different communities, their unified
voice and actions would be muted.*
Thank you,
Karla Buhlman
Shadow Hills, CA
-- *Karla Buhlman*

Karen Gilman

vehret@earthlink.net

Julian Kivowitz

Helen Nefkens

Karla Buhlman
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Amerson, Jon @ Los Angeles

Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for your service. I am writing with specific comments on the proposed District boundaries and changes as set forth in the most recent K-2 map.
The changes and modifications to Council District 2 under the proposed Map K2 would move Councilman Krekorian out of a District where he has successfully and effectively represented the residents and businesses in his district for many years.
The K-2 Map moves incumbents out of their districts to represent areas that never voted for them, it divides long standing ethnic and cultural communities and at a time when retail and commercial businesses are most fragile, this map splits too
many commercial districts and corridors; to the maximum extent possible, we need one entity, one council office, to assist our community's recovery as we emerge from the impacts of Covid.
I strongly support Map L to ensure our elected officials continue to represent constituencies who elected them, we preserve the important relationships with the ethnic and cultural communities in each of the Districts and it keeps more
commercial districts intact where the Council office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments and I urge you to support Map Alternative L.
Best,
Jon
Jon Amerson | Senior Associate
Trammell Crow Company
C 760.637.9142
jamerson@trammellcrow.com
Please consider the environment before printing this email.
This message and any attachments may be privileged, confidential or proprietary. If you are not the intended recipient of this email or believe that you have received this correspondence in error, please contact the sender through the
information provided above and permanently delete this message.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks for 44 years I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under
one councilmember. Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population and common interests.
Thank you.
Lorna Boyd
15437 Camarillo St
S.O., CA 91403
Good morning,
Please include the area bounded by Fairfax to the west, La Brea to the
east, Wilshire to the north, and San Vicente to the south within the
boundaries of the same council district (CD 5 in the proposed k 2.5 map).
This is one community that cannot be split into two council districts. The
area currently is in CD 4 and CD and it causes many issues.
Thank you!
Shannon
As a 50 year resident of Sherman Oaks, I want to encourage you to support the proposed redistricting as shown in the Draft Redistricting Map. Your choices of keeping communities together are great and will increase community spirit and action.
Diana B. Daves14932 Greenleaf StSherman Oaks, CA 91403
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPad. Gregg Harrison
Dear Commissioners, thank you for your service. I am writing with specific
comments on the proposed District boundaries and changes as set forth in
the most recent K-2 map. As a lifelong Angeleno, I am deeply concerned
about the future of our City.
The changes and modifications to Council District 2 under the proposed Map
K2 would move Councilman Krekorian out of a District where he has
successfully and effectively represented the residents and businesses in
his district for many years. The K-2 Map moves incumbents out of their
districts to represent areas that never voted for them, it divides long
standing ethnic and cultural communities and at a time when retail and
commercial businesses are most fragile, this map splits too many commercial
districts and corridors; to the maximum extent possible, we need one
entity, one council office, to assist our community’s recovery as we emerge
from the impacts of Covid.
*I strongly support Map L* to ensure our elected officials continue to
represent constituencies who elected them, we preserve the important
relationships with the ethnic and cultural communities in each of the
Districts and it keeps more commercial districts intact where the Council
office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments and I urge you to *support
Map Alternative L.*
Best regards,
Gabe Hungerford
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Bob Anderson

Dear Redistricting Commissioners — I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Robert V Anderson
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Jane Anderson
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
- Priscilla Porianda
Dear Commissioners,
I was informed of this change by the Miracle Mile Residential Association.
As a a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood, it matters to my family and
to my neighborhood that our City Council represents our diverse and
historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to
San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2
District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our
Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Alene Latimer
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under
Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves
based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Thank you.
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Shannon Millard

Dear Commissioners,
*I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict
Canyon. *Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon
to Council District 5 on Map K2.5.
*Please extend Council District 5 / Area J on map K2.5 a little further
east to include Franklin Canyon. *This would allow our canyon to
remain in the same
district as* our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council *which embodies a *community of interest* related to *fire
risk,* *Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues,* *public services*
including *fire and police services* *shared with Bel Air*, and
cross-canyon traffic.
Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood
Council are *addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire
prevention and fire preparedness*. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our
Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities. Much of our canyon is *served
by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that
serves Bel Air.* And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are *served by the
West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405*. Both of these
stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it
extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley.
*Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact *as it connects Franklin
Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share little in common with issues
confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are
not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon
dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside issues.
*Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 *so
we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council,
addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Shannon Millard
2121 N Beverly Dr, Beverly Hills 90210
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Mike Kichaven
kichaven@mac.com
818.205.8575
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you,
Joël Badie
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Louis Giordano
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sandra Lucchesi
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks
in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves
based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Letitia A Peplau
14488 Glorietta Drive
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
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Joel Rosenthal

Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Joel Rosenthal
JRCobra427@aol.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Alan P. Sandler
I am in favor of making the restricting of CD4
permanent according to the latest map which makes Sherman Oaks part
of the Valley.
Thank you. Alice Metchikian
4904 Mammoth Ave
Sherman Oaks 91423
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Stephen Jacobsen (3331 Scadlock Lane, Sherman Oaks)
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Peggy Baily, LCSW
Peggy Baily, LCSW
pegbaily@gmail.com
818.632.2033
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Hilary Pickles
e: hilarydawn8@hotmail.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
As you probably realize by now, I am a life-long resident of Greater Wilshire. I support the Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. Your approved map ties Greater Wilshire with our long-time, similar communities of interest to the west. Greater
Wilshire and the other communities in the proposed CD5 share common interests north and south of Wilshire Boulevard, from Western Avenue to Beverly Hills and beyond. And equally important, Map Plan K2.5 generally honors neighborhoods
throughout the city, including finally uniting all (not just a part) of “Koreatown” within CD 10 and giving the San Fernando Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based upon the Valley’s 40% of the Los Angeles population. Thank you.
John H. Welborne
Windsor Square in
Greater Wilshire
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Michael Kramer
Sherman Oaks Homeowner
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone
Bruce Goldstein, Principal Nortrix Enterprises, Inc
818 464-5050
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Dena Waxman Executive Producer Denawaxman@me.com
Cell: 818-601-9550
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you! Mari Grimaud
ShO resident for 68 years.
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MARK LABOWE

Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks
in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob
Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share
common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map
Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves
based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Virus-free.
www.avast.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield.
Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common
interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5
gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on the
Valley's 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Ann O'Connor
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map
includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3
under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield.
Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common
interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan
K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population.
Thank you,
Gail Polevoi
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Melinda Liberatore
liberatore.mel@gmail.com
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Kenn Fuller CAS
kmfent@gmail.com
Production Sound Mixer 818-438-1771
https://pro.imdb.com/name/nm0298277?s=7cb836f0-bb61-cc0d-cfb1-a8d3d775fdc5&site_preference=normal
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPad
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Madelyn and Carlos Golliher
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Alan Taylor

Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
-Alan Taylor
Estates Director | Director Trust & Probate Division
Top 1% Nationwide
818.650.1603
Alan@ATRealEstateGroup.com
www.AlanTaylorRealEstate.com
DRE 01369255
NOTICE TO RECIPIENT - If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately by reply e-mail and permanently delete this e-mail and any attachments without reading, forwarding, or saving them. Thank you.
WIRE FRAUD - Please note that wiring instructions will never be sent from any agent in my office directly to you. If you receive wiring instructions, you are strongly advised to confirm the instructions verbally with your escrow officer.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley Council District 3 under
Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves
based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Raman and her progressive Marxist agenda do not belong in Sherman oaks she is destroying our housing, character, safety with her support of housing density and hands off policy
on homelessness and crime. Soon out stores will close from losses no lapd enforcement.
Redistricting is needed. We have been ignored for way too long.
Michele and Steven florman Jackie florman
Brian and Jodie Weiner Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Yea!
K Callan
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Ronya Waters
Homeowner, Sherman Oaks
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I
support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for
Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in
a single all-Valley Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield.
Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common
interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan
K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of districts that it deserves based on
the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sherry Rendel
4918 Ventura Cyn Ave
Sherman Oaks 91423
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Paula Jeppson
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Michael and Kristin Mattes
4264 Stern Ave.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
Sent from Mail for Windows
Support draft map K2.5- district 3
Karen Kirchner
Sherman Oaks.
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Karen Kirchner

I support Sherman Oaks all valley district map.
Karen Kirchner
Cody Road
Sherman Oaks
Dear Commissioners:
The Bel Air/Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council has asked that our
neighborhood, Coldwater to Briarcrest, be moved into District J out of
District O. As a representative of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition,
I wholeheartedly support that adjustment.
The current map, K2, creates a Frankenstein district call “O”. Its design
ignores the basic principles of redistricting that your commission has
articulated and that were expressed by Commissioner Katz in Los Angeles
Magazine and Commissioner Cardenas at the 9/27 meeting.
District O ignores the natural boundary of Mulholland and takes our
Coldwater to Briarcrest south of Mulholland and puts it in a district that
is designed to be a Valley district – District O.
It takes us away from our communities of interest to our immediate west in
District J.
We share communities of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon
traffic and public services. We share geographic, demographic, social and
religious communities with District J. We share critical life safety
services of Police and Fire.
If you can’t even assign a council district number to what you have
created, that should indicate it is an artificial and arbitrary construct.
In this map, you will be ignoring the voices of your constituents and
continuing the silencing of the last 10 years. Please join us with our
neighbors and communities of interest in District J.
Sincerely,
Amy Adelson
Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40%20of the LA City population. Thank you. Sent from AT&T Yahoo Mail on Android
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. Keith Miller Sherman Oaks, CA
Sent from my iPad
Hello,
I’m following up on my last message about website re-designing /Mobile App/
software development with SCMS.
I’d like to get some time on your calendar for a quick discussion,
When would be a good day for us to get together on call?
*Patrica *
*Disclaimer*: You are receiving this mail because your email address is in
our contact list. If you are not interested in further receiving it, kindly
write “*unsubscribe*”
Hi,
I'm currently in CD 11. The draft map isn't sufficiently detailed to see the streets, so there's no way to form an opinion on the boundaries.
Thank you,
Robert

Amy Adelson

CHRISTINE CALLAS

Zina Glodney

Patti Russo

Keith Miller

Patrica Sanchez

Robert Aronson
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Donald Seligman

It is inconceivable that Griffith Park, land that has been part of Los
Feliz for over 220 years, has been arbitrarily severed from the community
by your action, which is akin to rewriting history. You stated that your
main motive in the new boundaries was to preserve the individual
communities to the greatest extent possible. You have unilaterally and
without consultation with the residents, divided Los Feliz when there is no
rational reason to do so. There are no residents in the Griffith Park
lands, so there is no demographic reason to remove these original Rancho
Los Feliz acres from the rest of the land grant. I urgently request a
revision of this totally illogical division of the historical and
traditional Los Feliz neighborhood. Reattach Griffith Park to the rest of
Los Feliz!
Sincerely yours,
Donald Seligman
Author of “Los Feliz: An Illustrated Early History” (Published by the Los
Feliz Improvement Association in 2009 to commemorate the 100th anniversary
of the organization).
On Sun, Oct 3, 2021 at 22:05 Patti Ruben wrote:
I've been an active Los Feliz resident since 1989. Not one person I have
spoken to has any idea WHY there is a suggestion of redistricting Griffith
Park from Los Feliz. Just the obvious HISTORY of Los Feliz has the average
person outraged at the thought.
Your outreach on an unprecedented move like this would need to be
far-reaching. It isn't. I work, I am never available at 10AM for these
meetings. There needs to be a VOTE, on a BALLOT with clear and unbiased
results from the entire community.
Patricia Ruben

michael schlesinger

Dear Commissioners, I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict Canyon. Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to Council District 5 on Map K2.5. Please extend Council District 5 / Area J on
map K2.5 a little further east to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council which embodies a community of interest related to
fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air, and cross-canyon traffic. Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood Council are
addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities.
Much of our canyon is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these
stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley. Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact as it connects Franklin Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share
little in common with issues confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside
issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Sincerely,
Michael Schlesinger
1445 North Beverly Drive
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Chaim

Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city
Into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly
affect the area in which I have lived for the past 30+ years.
As a long time resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area,
I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city
issues,
which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood,
which further
complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West
Neighborhood Council are both
principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I
believe the only point in removing the area north of Melrose was done by
the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime
that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could
have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch
of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and
displace the current communities of interest.
Thanks,
Chaim Wolmark
110 S. Detroit Street
Los Angeles, CA 90036
Chaim
I am a resident of Ladera and want to request that our district remains on
CD11. We have never had so much done for our area in the last 2 years and
we owe that to district CD11. It will be detrimental to move our area to
CD8. If moved to district 8, our resources (fire department, paramedics and
resources) will be further away and we feel being placed in South LA would
be a hindrance to our area and take a longer travel time to help those in
our community which encompasses a lot of senior citizens, and can be
detrimental to their health/lives. We are a very diverse community (with
African Americans, Asians, Hispanics, Caucasians, Ethiopians, and many
others) and feel that we would be an asset to our current district, 11,
Westchester. Our area has much more in common with Westchester ase we are
minutes away, a lot of businesses came to our area Amazon Fresh, Mervyns,
food chains, and many more because of our diverse area and similarities and
interests to Westchester. Please keep our area CD 11, the same. Thank you
for reviewing.
HELEN AND DARRYL SWEATT residents of Ladera for over 33 years.
I've been an active Los Feliz resident since 1989. Not one person I have
spoken to has any idea WHY there is a suggestion of redistricting Griffith
Park from Los Feliz. Just the obvious HISTORY of Los Feliz has the average
person outraged at the thought.
Your outreach on an unprecedented move like this would need to be
far-reaching. It isn't. I work, I am never available at 10AM for these
meetings. There needs to be a VOTE, on a BALLOT with clear and unbiased
results from the entire community.
Patricia Ruben
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, JAY BLUMENFIELD SINCE 1959

Helen Sweatt

Patti Ruben

Jay Blumenfield
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Josh Small

Dear Commissioners, I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict Canyon. Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to Council District 5 on Map K2.5. Please extend Council District 5 / Area J on
map K2.5 a little further east to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council which embodies a community of interest related to
fire risk, Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air, and cross-canyon traffic. Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood Council are
addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities.
Much of our canyon is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these
stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley. Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact as it connects Franklin Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share
little in common with issues confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside
issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together.
Thank you. Sincerely,
Josh Small
1344 N Beverly Dr
On Sep 28, 2021, at 9:51 PM, Josh Small wrote:
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council,
Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council,
and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood Council, is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our Neighborhood Council on
the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the
West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district
putting us in an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire
and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Josh Small
1344 N Beverly Dr
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council,
Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council,
and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood Council, is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our Neighborhood Council on
the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the
West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting
us in an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and
hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Justin Reinhardt
1801 Franklin Cyn. Dr.
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners, I am a homeowner in Franklin Canyon which is just east of Benedict Canyon. Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to Council District 5 on Map K2.5. Please extend Council District 5 / Area J on
map K2.5 a little further east to include Franklin Canyon. This would allow our canyon to remain in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council which embodiesa community of interest related to
fire risk,Santa Monica Mountain and other land use issues, public services including fire and police services shared with Bel Air, and cross-canyon traffic. Foremost among the many challenges we face along with our Neighborhood Council are
addressing fire danger in the canyon and hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect our Santa Monica Mountain hillside communities.
Much of our canyon is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these
stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends into the northeastern San Fernando Valley. Area O on map K2.5 is not geographically compact as it connects Franklin Canyon with distant neighborhoods that share
little in common with issues confronting Franklin Canyon. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and Santa Monica Mountain and hillside
issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to Council District 5 / Area J on Map K2.5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Sincerely,
Chelsea Hadley 1801 Franklin Canyon Drive

Justin Reinhardt

Chelsea Hadley
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Cindy Cobb

Thank you Sheila. As you mentioned we share major tourist destinations in
common with these neighborhoods; The Hwood Sign, Griffith Park, Greek
Theater, Hollywood Bowl, Universal Studios etc. It is important to work
together with our representative so that we can focus on solutions that we
can mitigate the negative effects of fire hazards, traffic and overcrowding.
On Fri, Oct 1, 2021 at 7:51 PM Sheila Irani wrote:
Please review and enter as statement from Lake Hollywood Homeowners
Association, MAP O K2 and L DRAFT. See attached.

Dear Redistricting Commissioners:

Lake Hollywood Estates is adjacent to Griffith Park and Beachwood Canyon,
Los Feliz, Universal City, Hollywood Hills West all areas sharing access
to Mulholland Hwy and the 101. The hillside communities from Los Feliz to
Belair are communities with common interests, ranging from high fire
severity zones, land use, zoning and high adjacent to Santa Monica
Mountains, including Griffith Park. Attaching our area to anything but
directly adjacent hillside communities of the common interests of Los
Feliz, and Hollywood Hills West, you will be impeding the progress we have
accomplished in dealing with fire danger and rampant tourism and add more
than one hour in commute time to this district to traverse it.

Please keep us close to our neighbors of common interest, that would not
be the SF Valley areas of Valley Glen to Shadow Hills in “K2”, or Pico
Robertson, Beverly Grove, Fairfax in “L”.

Thank you for your time and effort.

Lake Hollywood Homeowners Association

-.

Bruce Shetler

Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly affect the area in which I have lived for the past 4+ years. My wife and I bought this property to raise our newborn son and are now seriously considering moving as this
area continues to deteriorate. As a resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area, I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues, which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of Melrose was done by the
commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Thanks, Bruce Shetler & Ayla Karlin 750 N Sierra Bonita Ave Los Angeles, CA 90046
Sent from my iPhone
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Bob Abrahams

Hi.
(I got your email address from last week's meeting agenda.)
I've been following the actions and meetings of the Redistricting Commission. After last Thursday's meeting, I was looking more carefully at the maps, particularly the K2 version.
A number of public comments were about concerns with dividing Neighborhood Councils or neighborhoods. I looked at K2 closer and I see that Melrose Ave. seems to be a boundary between “districts” designated G and J. Also, this version leaves
a little “stem” between Melrose and the City of West Hollywood boundary.
As a resident in the Melrose area for almost 30 years, I have a problem with that.
I suggest that the boundary in that area for J be moved up to the West Hollywood border, which, to me makes more sense. Also, with the recent crime problems on Melrose, CD5 representatives (including Councilman Koretz) have been working
to solve the problem. Even Wilshire Division LAPD uses the West Hollywood border.
I suggest that a portion of J east of La Brea Ave. could be moved to G to compensate for the population shift I am proposing.
Thanks.
Bob AbrahamsN. Poinsettia Place
Earlier in your process, I submitted comments to the Commission related to my concerns and opposition to Map L due to the fact that it divides our community, our civic associations, and our neighborhood council between THREE districts -- in
addition to ignoring the concept of respecting communities of interest.
In listening to the Commission's meeting of Sept. 30th, there was discussion about whether or how to consider the desirability of creating a map that brings together a high percentage of renters in a defined map/council district area.
There is no doubt that renters in our City face significant challenges. Those challenges are universal across the City. However, attempting to create district boundaries TODAY based on the distribution of renters in the City now would be to lock in
housing patterns already planned to be significantly redirected looking toward the City's new Housing Element. That policy document seeks to redistribute housing across the City during the coming eight year housing cycle. There is danger in
attempting to identify a district area that focuses on TODAY'S renter population and distribution.
Further, the issues of renters/tenants are a true citywide concern and should not be the concern or primary interest of a single council district. There are and will be tenants throughout the City and its council districts and progress to address
tenant-related concerns should be something of concern to all councilmembers.
Finally, as this concept was introduced very late in the process, it would seem to be a good idea to contact organized tenant advocacy organizations to have them weigh in on the suggestion if it is to be formally considered moving forward.
I appreciate the work of staff and the Commissioners in sorting out the challenging task before you.
Thank you,
Barbara Broide
(Writing as an individual/President Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. HOA)
To Chairman Fred Ali and Commission I have been following with growing dismay the redistricting process. I have lived in CD2 for the past 33 years and Paul Kerkorian has been the most effective and responsive Councilman of them all. I have
seen his effective responses to traffic, trash, homelessness and even the need to upgrade our dog park. We just voted to give him another term and now you want to move him out of this district that he knows so well and give us a uninformed
and unexperienced newcomer to City Council. That is a slap in the face for all of the constituents of CD2. We in the East Valley have been used to be forgotten and taken for granted, Paul Kerkorian has helped to change that. Please let Councilman
Kerkorian serve out the remainder of his last term in the district he has served so well- CD2. Thank you for your consideration, Barbara J. Cousins Barbmicro@aol.com 6031 Willow Crest Ave North Hollywood
Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city
Into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly
affect the area in which I have lived for the past 30+ years.
As a long time resident of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council area,
I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues,
which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further
complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area north of Melrose was done by the
commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Thanks
Bradley Kroopd

Barbara Broide

barbmicro@aol.com

bkroopf
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Hari Nam -

Dear Commissioners,
My wife and I, Ellen Jagosz and Robert Jagosz, have been residents of Saint Andrews Square on the 100 S block of Gramercy Pl. 32 years. Please hear our strong opposition to breaking up our neighborhood. The neighborhood is bounded by 3rd
street and Beverly blvd and Wilton Pl. and Western Ave. Our neighborhood group, the Saint Andrews Square Neighborhood Association (see http://www.saintandrewssquare.org ) has a long history (over 30 years) of strong participation in local
neighborhood affairs. We also have strong ties with GWNC, Ridgewood-Wilton and LA CD4 (Nithya).
Our main concern over the years has been our quality of life in the neighborhood. Slow growth. Our residences are typically 100+ year old homes, with several very old apartment buildings. Many times, developers have swooped in to tear down
old homes and attempt to build enormous structures in their place. In a couple of instances, they were successful, but mostly, not. That’s because we are a real community.
Recently, we have witnessed an apparent slowdown of this trend, where old homes are increasingly being purchased by families, many with children. Recently, there has been a lot of refurbishing of old homes (and old apartment buildings)
happening all over Saint Andrews Square. Several years ago, an attempt was made to close our Wilshire Branch Library, which is a historical architectural treasure. They intended to consolidate our neighborhood library with a branch on Pico and
Western. There was no cultural nor practical purpose for this move. Nobody in our neighborhood would likely travel to that facility, nor even know that it it existed. In my memory (35 years resident) , our Wilshire Branch Library has been a focus
of community involvement by our neighbors. Library programs, property beautification, neighborhood beautification (e.g., tree planting) and a semiannual neighborhood book sale benefiting the Wilshire Branch Library are conducted by Saint
Andrews Square residents, many SASNA members. We are preserving our physical and historical heritage and our quality of life.
In the early 2000’s, there was an attempt to close our local U.S. Post Office Brach, Nat King Cole, and relocate (consolidate) it to the Los Feliz Branch. Community outrage stopped that. Also in the early 2000’s, a telecom company attempted to
place a cell phone tower on the top of an apartment building on S. Gramercy Pl. Recently, someone purchased a single family residence on the SE corner of Wilton Pl. and Beverley Blvd. They promptly tore down the house, with the intention of
building a high rise residence in its place. SASNA had an emergency meeting. Soon, the plans were halted, and the property remains a vacant lot. Neighbors have largely been able to maintain these and other aspirations through our associations
(e.g., SASNA, GWNC Redgewood-Wilton) and through long standing relationships with CD4 council members. The city council, through these members, has been a help to us through the years. The late Tom La Bonge and Carolyn Ramsey (who
attended SASNA meetings), David Ryu and Nithya Raman have been supportive of our goals vocally, and in in practice. We supported David Ryu’s candidacy. Living in Saint Andrews Square, he chatted with many of us as he made his rounds door
to door in the neighborhood. We supported Nithya's candidacy. Her campaign office is in Saint Andrews Square. She took the time to speak with us personally at our home in depth about our mutual aspirations.
Saint Andrews Square is a diverse neighborhood. Our bonds have formed from largely our awareness of community, which has transcended any older, or broader origins. Its constituency is fluid, as people move around. Some come, some go.
Many stay for a long time. There is merit in consolidating some neighborhoods based on criteria other than community involvement. In general, immigration, language, ethnic culture, race, economic strata are strong elements of cohesion. These
demographic elements, however, do not have a long, or rich, local history in the community. That is the case with Saint Andrews Square. To the East and to the South, there has not yet been the opportunity for the consciousness and awareness of
our local community to evolve. I am certain that should Saint Andrews Square be separated from our roots, the community will be imperiled, particularly by the rampant development of high density, high rise structures that we are witnessing in
neighboring communities. The will and self determination of our community will be undermined and revoked. Many neighbors in Saint Andrews Square community know that our community is a worthy model for self determination, cooperation,
friendly coexistence and tolerance. Our association with like-minded neighbors from other neighborhoods has strengthened the first of these, our self-determination and cooperation. Our civic participation has been mostly grass roots rather than
a series of appeals to a top down hierarchy. We are concerned that our absorption by means of a simply geographic/demographic or ethnic algorithm will undo what has taken decades to form.
According to the map for Plan K2.5, District 5 is chopped off at Wilton Pl. on the East boundary. That sends Saint Andrews Square into District 10, cutting us off from our neighbors to the west (GWNC).
Please Keep Saint Andrews Square (Wilton Pl. to Western Ave.) in District 5.
On Sep 23, 2021, at 10:13 PM, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission wrote:
Hi Robert, Thank you for participating in the redistricting process. Your testimony has been noted and shared with the Commission.
Please feel free to reach out with any additional questions you may have.
Thank you,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall,
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275, Los Angeles, CA 90012 (213) 263-5765
On Fri, Sep 17, 2021 at 3:02 PM Hari Nam - wrote:
Dear Commissioners -- I am a resident of Greater Wilshire. I live on the 100 S block of Gramercy Pl. Please keep the entire Greater Wilshire neighborhood in one City Council District, just as has been requested by our neighbors to the east in
Koreatown, and by our neighbors to the north in Sherman Oaks. Thank you. Robert Jagosz
I support Map Plan K2. Make the Valley district whole!
To All it May Concern:
We are writing as Westside NC Stakeholders and residents of Cheviot Hills since 2005.
We have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
We are concerned. Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into three districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address our Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the Homeowners Associations within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the our Westside communities.
We urge you to give your support to Map K2.
Thank you in advance for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Valerie Johns & Lon Schneider
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and a resident of Cheviot Hills (if long time put # of years).
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
[INSERT NAME]

bobh1091@aol.com
valerie johns
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Susan Traylor

City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, Susan Traylor
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Susan Traylor
To Whom it Concerns,
I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills from N in the far
northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Andrea Sher
4019 Goodland AVe,
Studio City, CA 91604.
You don't necessarily have to answer my questions directly, just consider how these questions are raised. I somehow didn't hear about redistricting until I found out about plans from the Eastsider newsletter:
I'm confused, how can we decide if we like a proposed map?https://laccrc2021.org/future-proposed-city-council-district-maps/
- empty page
https://www.wedrawthelinesca.org/presentation_archives
- empty page - link should be here: https://laccrc2021.org/past-meetings/
https://laccrc2021.org/join-our-email-newsletter/
- dead link
There's not enough information about the current choice options - no I don't want to draw my own map!- The comments links in the pdf are all dead as well.https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/LACCRC-Fact-Sheet-3.pdf
There seem to be two sets of comments: 1) docs on google drive (below) and 2) links from this page with a VERY confusing map and my zip code mixed in with comments from very far away zips:https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/public-hearings/
How can I upvote a comment? I share this opinion, that 1 and 13 should share Elysian Park:https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1BwicgOIfwltBePxhlS-jezCbn1HQUvI0
There are a lot of great comments.
And why is 15 not it's own city like all the other southern beach areas?
How much political clout and by whom were the wealthy areas allowed to secede? I was not raised in LA, don't know the history.I'm assuming that the 15 corridor is considered "contiguous" by the inhabitants? ---- my notes ----https://www.
wedrawthelinesca.org/meetings
Hello, The draft K2.5 map is missing district boundaries. i can’t tell if my address will end up in district 3 or some other district? Why aren’t the boundary streets / blvds not labeled clearly? for Example i can’t tell where the northern boundary go
district 3 ends? it is victory blvd or Oxnard ? https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-with-numbers.pdf
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
Thanks again to the Commission for its efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods. My family and I have lived in Larchmont for 3 years, and we have come
to absolutely love our neighborhood and the community that lives in and around it. We hope to be here for many years to come, so maintaining the quality of this community is of the utmost importance to us. We are writing to the Commission to
express support for the Commission’s decision to release a single Final Draft Map Plan K 2.5.
We would like our neighborhood to remain in Greater Wilshire, and we would also like the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to remain whole in Council District 5 (CD5). By doing so, our area and our neighbors will be included in a district
that also includes neighbors to the West who share similar interests, values and concerns.
We genuinely appreciate the Commission’s transparency and its commitment to hearing us out and including our comments and opinions in its deliberations.
Respectfully,
JD Myers and Andrew Runyon
551 N. Lucerne Blvd, 90004
-------------------------------JD Myers
(e): jdmyers777@gmail.com
(c): 407.963.5353

Andrea & Michael Sher

Reseda Mickey

Khalid Khaliqi
JD Myers
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Jim Ardell

We are Westside NC Stakeholders and I am a 10 year resident of Cheviot
Hills.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and
splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked
together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects
the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Jim and Amy Ardell
10278 Klirenny Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064
Imagine - a map without gerrymandering. Map K2.5 is exactly that. I wholeheartedly support it.
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Good morning,We are pleased that the current plan calls for the inclusion of Hancock Park in CD5. This plan unites us, and our many orthodox Jewish friends living in Hancock Park, with the many institutions that are important to us and our lives.
Our children went to schools in CD5. The three synagogues where we are members are in CD5. The kosher restaurants and stores we frequent are in CD5. Our community is very close and united, yet has been artificially separated by district
boundaries. The K.25 plan corrects this, and allows our voices to be better heard and our needs better met. We strongly support it and hope you will endorse it. Thank you.Larry and Maureen Eisenberg
Dear Commissioner Suh and Redistricting Committee:
Please keep Hollywoodland, tract 6450 ( residential and open space) in the same district as our neighborhoods of common interest ( per map “K2 “). These neighborhoods include: Los Feliz, The Oaks, The Dells, Lake Hollywood Estates, and the
Hollywood Knolls. If K2 map alternatives are necessary, removal of SF Valley areas of Valley Glen to Shadow Hills should be considered.
The hillside communities from Los Feliz to Belair are communities juxtaposed in the Santa Monica Mountains geography. That association identifies these common attributes: high fire severity zones, significant ecological areas, substandard
infrastructure structure and intrusive tourist hiker issues impeding on private properties. Our adjacent common neighborhoods also share historic boundaries observed from the original Rancho Los Feliz ( the Oaks, Los Feliz) and Providencia
Rancho (Hollywoodland, Lake Hollywood Estates, Hollywood Knolls, Hollywood Dell, Beachwood Canyon). This is yet another element that should be preserved in the district maps. Thank you for considering these viewpoints.
Best regard,
Christine O’Brien
Sent from my iPad
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods. I’m a member of the board of the Larchmont Village
Neighborhood Association. I’ve lived in Larchmont for 22 years, I am writing to the Commission to express support for the Commission’s decision to release a single Final Draft Map Plan K 2.5.
With Plan K2.5, Larchmont remains in Greater Wilshire and the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council remains whole in District 5 (CD5). We are now all included in a single district with neighbors to the West who share our interests, values and
concerns.
I greatly appreciate the Commission’s transparency and dedication to the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you.
Respectfully,
Sam Uretsky
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and the Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission:
Thanks again to the Commission for its tireless efforts to create a new set of City Council Districts that reflect the wishes and concerns of the City’s many and diverse neighborhoods. I’m a member (or officer) of the board of the Larchmont Village
Neighborhood Association. I’ve lived in Larchmont for 9 years, I am writing to the Commission to express support for the Commission’s decision to release a single Final Draft Map Plan K 2.5.
With Plan K2.5, Larchmont remains in Greater Wilshire and the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council remains whole in Council District 5 (CD5) .We are now all included in that district with neighbors to the West who share our interests, values
and concerns.
I appreciate the Commission’s transparency and dedication to the inclusion of public comment in its deliberations.
Thank you.
Respectfully,
Adam Rubenstein Larchmont Village Resident
The Bel Air/Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council has asked that our neighborhood, Coldwater to Briarcrest, be moved into District J. You are in support of that adjustment.
The current map, K2, creates a Frankenstein district call “O”. It’s design ignores the basic principles of redistricting your commission has articulated and as expressed by Commissioner Katz in Los Angeles magazine and Commissioner Cardenas at
the 9/27 meeting.
District O ignores the natural boundary of Mulholland and takes our Coldwater to Briarcrest south of Mulholland and puts it in a district that is designed to be a valley district – District O.
It takes us away from our communities of interest to our immediate west in District J.
We share communities of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic and public services.
We share geographic, demographic, social and religious communities with District J.
We share critical life safety services of Police and Fire.
If you can’t even assign a council district number to what you have created, that should indicate it is an artificial construct.
From Stacy Klines 2400 Bowmont Drive
Beverly Hills Sent from Stacy's iPad

Jon Roscomare
j wolf

Larry Eisenberg MD

Christine OBrien

Samuel J.Uretsky

Adam Rubenstein

Stacy Klines
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To Whom It May Concern:
We are residents of Sherman Oaks and we support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Assoc. recommendation for redistricting that joins S.O. to adjacent Valley
areas, per Draft Plan Map K2.
We've never felt the current districting arrangement represented our
interests properly. We believe this change makes sense because Sherman Oaks
residents' interests are better aligned with those of our closest
neighboring communities.
Thank you,
Georgia Brewer & Alan Kilmartin
5518 Ventura Canyon Avenue
Sherman Oaks, CA 91401
LVNA 90004
[image: LVNA.png]
Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Commissioners, Staff, and Mr.
Mitchell,
The Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association (LVNA) thanks the Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission for approving a single Final
Draft Map Plan, K2.5. We thank the Commission for keeping the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council intact and in one council district, Council
District 5, with other neighborhoods of shared values and interests.
We enthusiastically support this plan.
The LVNA also joins with the Hancock Park Homeowners Association in
supporting the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association's recommendations for
additional detailed Map K2.5 information. We concur that this additional
information will assist the public and elected officials in interpreting
and understanding the map plan and the depth of consideration that went
into its formulation.
We appreciate and support the transparency with which the Commission is
conducting the redistricting process as well as its efforts at encouraging
public participation in this effort.
Sincerely,
Charles D’Atri
President
Larchmont Village Neighborhood Association
Marshall Long
I like the map as it. Please do not change it.
Marshall Long
SOHA Land use chair.
Hancock Park Homeowners Association
Correct Link
est 1948
to View Draft Map K2.5 Council District 5 - Hancock Park
Dear Hancock Park and Surrounding Neighbors, Below is the correct lick to view the proposed MapK2.5. Hancock Park and the GWNC are in CD5 joining our Communities of Interest to the west! https://laccrc2021.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-with-numbers.pdf [https://hancockparkhomeownersassociation.org/EmailTracker/LinkTracker.ashx?linkAndRecipientCode=%2fa3aeol9TtBW2AxRnfnhcb84B%2fdcjgCJAET8fIBKTdav%
2fxjKWTg9ZycrWFCrRclIXRcMAGNJP%2bf0aPkf%2ft2X7W%2b1pRS74Y1%2frjhu79Ceycg%3d]
Daryl Twerdahl
We appreciate the very ethical and thoughtful approach the commission is taking in listening to the public on redistricting.
Thank you,
Daryl and Jim Twerdahl
Hancock Park Homeowners Association members
Sent from my iPad
Georgia Brewer
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Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Sarah Mehr
Hancock Park Homeowners Association
Redistricting
est 1948
Commission Shines a Light! Our Next Steps!
Dear Hancock Park and Surrounding Neighbors, Thank you to all who were able to speak or emailed the commissioners during the recent LA Redistricting hearings! We will need your voices again in the upcoming meetings which will be held on
October 6th and 13th at 6pm, October 9th and 16th at 10am via Zoom (Click this link to join the meetings and we will also send reminder emails.) And please continue to submit your comments to the commission by emailing: redistricting.
lacity@lacity.org [mailto:redistricting.lacity@lacity.org] , fred.ali@lacity.org [mailto:fred.ali@lacity.org] and frank.cardenas@lacity.org [mailto:frank.cardenas@lacity.org] THE STORY : For decades, every time redistricting has been done, the call
from Angelenos Citywide has been that corruption is rampant. Accusations that maps are being drawn behind closed doors by incumbents or their loyal staff members. That community organizing and input is just a sham show to pretend that the
public is being listened to. Gerrymandering is basically the practice of setting boundaries of electoral districts to favor specific political interests or incumbents within legislative bodies often resulting in districts with odd boundaries. This practice
tends to violate equality of size of communities of interest and significant changes in populations which reduce the weight of votes cast, amounting to violations of the equal protection clause of the Fourth Amendment and the Voting Rights Act.
Well in 2021 something remarkable is happening: the commission is following the census data, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the voices of the people. The independent commission
formed months ago and at the start of it the commissioners created ground rules for ethical behavior. They created principles of how they would be respectful of each other and the communities they were about to move around on a map. And
they agreed that this time, the process would be transparent and done in the open. And for months the commission worked off of these principles and the map started to morph based on community input, particularly for communities of interest.
We often don't feel like we have a lot to applaud at City Hall between the crime and ever-growing numbers of unhoused, broken streets and poor air quality. Yet this redistricting commission has stood on principle and stood by the community.
They have been ethical and listened to so many neighborhood voices. And they adopted Draft Map K.25 (see link) https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K-2.5-with-numbers.pdf [https:
//hancockparkhomeownersassociation.org/EmailTracker/LinkTracker.ashx?linkAndRecipientCode=RYTrJmjuMlcsbTmDoO9Nu5KtVBK8MezXrxGxer7eECGWeUZEEgiu7NbN1sxfwPV4PCbiqHfGHUXVec3xoggx1FwYp2qLZUBxOihax0%2bdOLI%3d];
Hancock Park and our Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council are together in CD5 - with our communities of interest! This is the result we will continue to advocate for! This is our message to the Commissioners!
The process is not over yet. This commission will continue to work and adjustments will be made to the draft map, to create a map for the City of LA. That map will then be sent to City Council for their own review and revision process and a final
vote. Though shifts around Council Districts will happen what matters is that this commission is unprecedented in putting census data, population, voting rights protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and the
voices of the people first over sole political interest. Join the historic effort to keep the LA Redistricting Process ethical and transparent! Hold our City accountable and lend your voice in the upcoming meetings- October 6th and 13th at 6PM,
October 9th and 16th at 10am. Click to join the Zoom hearings!
Submit emails with our message to the commission at:
fred.ali@lacity.org [mailto:fred.ali@lacity.org], frank.cardenas@lacity.org [mailto:frank.cardenas@lacity.org], and redistricting.lacity@lacity.org [mailto:redistricting.lacity@lacity.org] Sincerely,
Your Hancock Park Homeowners Association
Sarah Me
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California Citizens Redistricting Commission
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE SATURDAY, OCTOBER 2, 2021
CONTACT: FREDY CEJA
Fredy.Ceja@crc.ca.gov (916) 879-0699PRESS RELEASE
2020 California Citizens Redistricting Commission and Statewide Database Release Free Online District Mapping Tools
SACRAMENTO, CA—Today, the 2020 California Citizens Redistricting Commission (Commission) announced the Statewide Database’s release of two free-to-use tools to help Californians submit redistricting plans to the Commission. These are the
only redistricting applications through which users can submit their input directly to the state of California’s official redistricting process.
“The Commission is excited to share these free resources to help people draw their own district maps,” stated Commission Chair Sara Sadhwani. “The success of this decennial process depends on the participation of all Californians. We want to
hear from everyone and want to know if our line drawing is heading in the right direction.”
“The Statewide Database is proud to provide two map creation tools that are free of charge,” said Karin Mac Donald, Director of the Statewide Database. “The key to participation is access. These online tools aim to expand access to every
Californian in hopes that they have the tools necessary to participate in the redistricting process.”
Tell the CRC about your community today!
The previously released Draw My CA Community allows users to draw a map of and respond to a few simple prompts about their Communities of Interest. When finished, users can submit community input directly to the California Citizens
Redistricting Commission for consideration in the statewide redistricting process. (https://drawmycacommunity.org/)
Draw My CA Districts is a free-to-use online tool for creating district maps
Through the newly released Draw My CA Districts web application, users can create district maps throughout the state of California and submit those maps directly to the Commission. (https://drawmycadistricts.org/)
Draw My CA is a free-to-use plugin for the open-source GIS platform, QGIS
Today’s release of the Draw My CA QGIS plugin allows users to download a California redistricting application to their own computer. With this plugin, users can create redistricting plans for the state of California and submit those maps directly to
the Commission while having access to a full GIS platform. Draw My CA will be available 10/03/2021 at: https://www.redistrictinggroup.org/installer/.
To learn more about these tools, please visit https://drawmycalifornia.org/.
Both the online district mapping tools (Draw My CA Districts and Draw My CA) include functionality to assist users to comply with population deviation, contiguity and assignment checks. - % Deviation check - tells the user to what extent any of
their districts are above or below the ideal population of the distinct type they are working on
- Contiguity check - lets the user know if their districts are contiguous or not
- Assignment check - lets the user know if they have unassigned areas in their redistricting plan
The Commission must follow the following criteria, in this order, when drawing district maps:
- Districts must be of equal population to comply with the US Constitution.
- Districts must comply with the Voting Rights Act to ensure that minorities have an equal opportunity to elect representatives of their choice.
- Districts must be drawn contiguously, so that all parts of the district are connected to each other.
- Districts must minimize the division of cities, counties, neighborhoods and communities of interest to the extent possible.
- Districts should be geographically compact: such that nearby areas of population are not bypassed for a more distant population. This requirement refers to density, not shape. Census blocks cannot be split.
- Where practicable each Senate District should be comprised of two complete and adjacent Assembly Districts, and Board of Equalization districts should be comprised of 10 complete and adjacent State Senate Districts.
In addition, the place of residence of any incumbent or political candidate may not be considered in the creation of a map, and districts may not be drawn for the purpose of favoring or discriminating against an incumbent, political candidate, or
political party.
Every 10 years, after the federal government publishes updated census information, California must redraw the boundaries of its electoral districts so that the state’s population is evenly allocated among the new districts.
In 2008, California voters passed the Voters First Act, authorizing the creation of the independent California Citizens Redistricting Commission to draw new State Senate, State Assembly, and State Board of Equalization district lines. In 2010, the
Voters First Act for Congress gave the Commission the responsibility of drawing new Congressional districts following every census.
For more information, please visit WeDrawTheLinesCA.org.
###
California Citizens Redistricting Commission
http://www.wedrawthelinesca.org/
-=-=CA Citizens Redistricting Commission - 721 Capitol Mall, Suite 260, Sacramento, CA 95814, United States This email was sent to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org. To stop receiving emails: https://www.wedrawthelinesca.org/unsubscribe
-=-=Created with NationBuilder - https://nationbuilder.com/
Jane & Bob Anderson
Dear Redistricting Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks. I support the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommendation for Commission-approved Map Plan K2.5. This map includes all of Sherman Oaks in a single all-Valley
Council District 3 under Councilmember Bob Blumenfield. Sherman Oaks and the other communities in the district share common interests along the Mulholland Corridor. And very importantly, Map Plan K2.5 gives the Valley the fair share of
districts that it deserves based on the Valley’s 40% of the LA City population. Thank you. YOUR NAME HERE
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Christine Rowe

Dear Honorable Commissioners and Staff,
I submitted a Community of Interest form yesterday morning before the noon
deadline. I do hope that it was captured.
My husband submitted a letter by email as his Community of Interest. His
name is Emeritus Professor Bruce M. Rowe of Los Angeles Pierce College. He
is a retired Anthropologist, but he is in the course of writing the 6th
Edition with his Coauthor of " A Concise Introduction to Linguistics" by
Bruce M. Rowe and Diane Levine.
I have created probably 25 maps, as well as tried to "cleanup" other
people's maps or change other people's maps to conform to public testimony.
These people who have submitted maps have been residents of West Hills but
one knows the downtown area very well.
The other person was a Woodland Hills resident, but he knows the Harbor and
Westside / 405 area very well.
I was thinking that I never heard in the meetings I attended - I attended
at least 6, any testimony related to the Native American areas of historic
interest. This is a discussion we have for example when we talk about
"Reimagining the Los Angeles River" or any other new construction.
Did the Commission see this article that I wrote in CityWatchLA which came
out during the last meeting on the 30th?
*"Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission: What is a Community of
Interest?":*
Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission: What is a Community of Interest?
(citywatchla.com)
Respectfully submitted,
*Christine L. Rowe*
*West Hills*
On Sat, Oct 2, 2021 at 5:02 PM Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission wrote:
Hi Christine,
Thank you for your interest in LA City Redistricting. Your voice is
critical to the redistricting process.

If you are submitting a community of interest form or a public comment,
please know that our staff is recording all of the received testimony to
inform the Commission on their line drawing recommendations.

All other inquiries will be responded to shortly.

Thank you,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall,
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275,
Los Angeles, CA 90012 (213) 263-5765

On Sun, Sep 26, 2021 at 6:42 AM Christine Rowe wrote:
Dear Director Cardenas,
*I am writing to you now because this email is of an urgent nature.*

1. *Your new maps as sent out last night do not recognize not only
Neighborhood Council Boundaries as the Commission has voted to do. But more
importantly, you have divided the community of Woodland Hills consistently
since your Draft B-2 maps.*
2. You should be utilizing the Woodland Hills Warner Center
Neighborhood Council map as shown on this link:
https://whcouncil.org/about/council-members#maps Another map is found
on the EmpowerLA website. I am attaching it - it is the official map I
believe.
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Donna and Fred Mendes

I am a constituent of Paul Krekorian. I live in Valley Glen/Van Nuys.
Just as I would not expect our leaders in Beverly Hills to make decisions
for us folks living in the heart of the Valley, nor would I want the
leaders in Los Feliz making decisions for us.
Please keep valley business in the valley. Location matters. I support
SOHA'S redistricting map.
Donna Mendes
5743 Ranchito Ave.
Van Nuys, CA 91401
818 416-8822
Members of the LA City Redistricting Commission - 2021200 N. Spring StreetLos Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Commissioners,
I appreciate your commitment to do the work of redistricting and applaud your efforts over the last several months. You are tasked to make decisions that have serious impact on the quality of life, and livelihood of all Angelenos, yet the
timeframe to reach an equitable goal is insufficient and fraught with unyielding barriers. Acknowledging all of the above, I want to say "thank you". As you continue deliberating and mapping, I echo the resounding message that, Everyvoice must
count whether Koreatown or Watts, Lafayette Square or Leimert Park, Harvard Heights or South Park … In2000, 2011, and 2021, yes for the 3rd time, we heard the following: *Do what’s right. Move Watts to a district with stronger ties
andrelatedness. *Put Koreatown in One District ideally, but as few as possible. *Don’t split valuable assets & neighborhoods – like Crenshaw Mall. Leimert Park. Good luck but I want to address several matters ofconcern that your maps appear to
overlook: I Urge you to do what it takes to Preserve 8th, 9th,10th districts – wonderfully culturally diverse, but suffering from economicinequity. That includes protectingLeimert Park Village, Crenshaw Mall, Nate Holden Theater, Vision Theater,
LAConvention Center, LA Live, LA Trade Tech, AAA, USC, Casa De Rosas, andExposition Park in what you call RegionOne. Although it was deemed to Not Be Enough in 2000, & 2011, studythe recommendations of your predecessor Redistricting
Commissions reKoreatown. It was not a 4-way split. Use your EQUITY LENS while “getting into goodtrouble”. While some significant stakeholder voices have not even weighedin here, know that I have confidence in YOU – you have among you,
folk who canmake bricks without straws, WHO believe in miracles, and who HAVE LEGACYINVESTMENT in our city of the Angels. Prayers and good thoughts continue foryou all,JDW
Jacquelyn Dupont-Walker, PresidentWard Economic Development Corp.2000, 2011 City of LA Redistricting CommissionElected LA City Charter Commission
Good afternoon Commissioners,
My name is George Herbert and I live at The Santa Fe Art Colony.
Our organization supports keeping The Santa Fe Art Colony and all of
Downtown Los Angeles under Council District 14.
Our organization has been represented by our CD-14 elected officials
extremely well, and our relationship with their staff has been incredible.
We are a community of interest and our values are similar to our
neighboring communities such as the Arts District, and Boyle Heights.
We request Map L be adopted.
Thank you for your time.
George Herbert
2415 south Santa Fe avenue, #9, Los Angeles CA 90058
480-250-4087
hgeorgeherbert@gmail.com

jdupontw@aol.com
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Barbara Motz

Dear LACCR Commissioners,
I am a resident of Valley Village in the San Fernando Valley and am writing
to describe my dissatisfaction with how the proposed redistricting treats
the southeast San Fernando Valley. It takes our region and divides us
between 3 council districts that extend well beyond the southeast San
Fernando Valley, far into the West Valley, south into the metropolitan
areas on the other side of the Hollywood Hills and north past Sun Valley.
The Los Angeles City Planning Department has recognized that the
southeastern San Fernando Valley is a single region. The new zoning plans
treat this area as a group of interconnected neighborhoods, including
Sherman Oaks, Van Nuys, Valley Glen, Valley Village, Studio City and North
Hollywood. This makes much more sense. The 405 freeway is a
well-understood boundary, separating the east and west Valley and their
respective communities. Similarly, the Hollywood Hills are a significant
dividing line between valley residents and metropolitan city residents.
North Valley is considered a different area than the south San Fernando
Valley.
These boundaries are meaningful. Residents in the southeast San Fernando
Valley have common interests involving local issues, such as schools,
transportation, parks, police and fire services, homelessness outreach,
libraries, trash collection and social services. We use the same schools,
parks, libraries, police and fire services. The local branches of city
agencies that provide trash collection, social services and homelessness
outreach provide these services to our local communities. Communality of
interest diminishes greatly when one moves west of the 405 freeway or south
of the Hollywood Hills. For example, a Valley Village resident will rarely
use parks in Tarzana. A Studio City resident has different transportation
concerns than a Hollywood resident. If the southeastern San Fernando
Valley neighborhoods are separated into three different council districts,
it will dilute our voices and make it significantly harder for residents to
take action on shared areas of concern. This is the opposite of what
redistricting is intended to accomplish.
I urge you to reconsider how you treat southeastern San Fernando Valley.
Sincerely,
Barbara Motz
I live on Tiara Street in Encino. Theses last 10 years we have been a part of the 5th District. I want to make sure that we stay that way because years before that my part of Encino was separated from the rest of Encino and placed in a different
Council District for some bizarre reason.
These last 10 years we have felt a part of the Council District of Encino and all the wonderful things it brings because we are part of Encino.
So please keep Encino whole.
Thank you,
Fred Mandel and Family
17354 Tiara Street
Encino
Hi there,
I'm writing to ask that you consider adding Griffith Park to district G in
map K2. I've lived in Los Feliz for almost a decade and the park is a huge
part of our, and our neighbors', lives. Also, because we live in such close
proximity to a large expanse of land, the residents of Los Feliz are
especially concerned with maintaining the park and reducing fire risk. The
park touches many aspects of our lives -- we are invested in the wildlife
that roams down into our backyards for water during heatwaves and droughts,
our children play at Fern Dell, some of us have even faced evacuation in
the past during fire season.
I understand that this addition would not affect the demographic statistics
of the map, so I am hoping that this will be taken under consideration.
Thank you!
Tess Lynch
1916 N Oxford

Fred Mandel

Tess Lynch
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Tal L

Hello,
Where can I find a copy of the adopted draft map K2.5 in a machine-readable
format, preferably geojson? I am a resident of Koreatown and would like to
do some analysis on the proposed boundaries ahead of the public hearings.
Thank you,
Tal Levy
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Dennis Miller

Hello commissioners:
I am on the Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa; I am the Residential
Director for District seat 11 in Los Angeles City Council District 11 (CD
11). This area encompasses the residential neighborhood of LA City Ladera
south to the 405 Freeway. Our area is known as the east Westchester
community. On behalf of our residents we want to oppose the K2.5 Map plan
to move our community out of Westchester into Council District 8 (CD 8).
In the 10 years since our community was redistricted into CD 11 we have
developed strong bonds with the Westchester. We share churches, shopping
and business centers with Westchester. We have community signs in our
business district that say ‘Westchester’, we have a seat on the
Neighborhood Council, we work with LAPD’s Pacific Division Community
Policing Unit, Councilman Bonin sponsors our neighborhood Block Party, we
participated in the Westchester Santa Claus Holiday Caravan, and with the
support of the Neighborhood Council and our Councilman our neighborhood got
it’s official name of ‘Ladera’ after 70 years.
Until the previous Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission moved
us into Council District 11 our neighborhood had been forgotten for decades
by most of Los Angeles City Departments. We had major public safety
hazards and issues with other city services, but our area is so small and
removed from CD 8 that we were ignored, and our voices were not heard. We
had street signs that were 35 years old with letters missing making it
difficult for first responders to find us in emergency situations, frequent
power outages, dangerous intersections and trash that was frequently not
picked up. Since we became part of CD 11, our community had been
recognized. We had a community meeting with Councilman Bonin and
superintendents from several city departments and they heard how poor the
service was and we finally got improvements. DWP came to service our power
poles for the first time in 10 years, the city made new street signs for
the neighborhood, Bradley Place got resurfaced for the first time in 30
years, intersections with blind spots got red curbs painted, two of the
most dangerous intersections got stop signs, the Councilman’s office helped
on community clean-up, and they helped get funding for a major
re-landscaping and storm water reclamation project on La Cienega (the
gateway to LAX) in our community.
Under Los Angeles Council District 11 our neighborhood has been improving.
We now have a seat on the Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa and we
share the same issues with the rest of the Westchester community about our
parks, homelessness, airport noises, etc. With the purposed plan in Map
K2.5 we will lose our Neighborhood Council Residential Districts seat and
our ability to have the voices of our residents heard at City Hall. Map
K2.5 will take away our hope for further improvements. Please help keep us
moving forward, not backward.
Sincerely,
Dennis Miller
Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa
Director - Residential District 11
-- Dennis Miller
NCWP Board Member
Residential District 11
Do you really need to print this e-mail?
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain
confidential and/or legally privileged information. It is solely for the
use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or
disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the
Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended
recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of the
communication.
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Christine Chambers

LA City Redistricting Commission.
We are Westside NC Stakeholders.
We are longtime members of West of Westwood HOA in Rancho Park.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Sent from Mail for Windows
I am Westside NC Stakeholders and a resident of Cheviot Hills for over 24
years. I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. Map L ignores historical
boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent
homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address
Westside issues. Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single
District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues
the historical relationships of the Westside communities We urge you to
support Map K2 Sincerely,
Lisa Lainer

Lisa Lainer
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Sarah Foelske

City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general
welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local
independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel
Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the
east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s
lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to
the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites
are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State
of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We
are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear
and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s
backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on
scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out
those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We
have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio
operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of
Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep
our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who
we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property
and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the
Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also
voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its
redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government
and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Sarah Milward
8599 Wonderland AVE
Los Angeles California 90046
-- EMAIL sarah.foelske@gmail.com
PHONE 323.821.1838
WEB http://makenice.me/
INSTAGRAM https://www.instagram.com/makenicedesign/
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Alex Warner
1130 S Burnside Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90019
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john waybill

Dear Members of the Redistricting Committee:
I am a member of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition.
We support our Neighborhood Council’s position to extend District “J” on Map K2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyon, and Bowmont, Hazen and Briarcrest.
But, to be clear, we are vehemently opposed to MAP K2 in its current form.
As it currently exists, K2 banishes us from our community of shared interests with our neighbors to our west on Benedict Cyn and Beverly Glen. This is an arbitrary and illogical cut-off, particularly as we share the same topography, the same
construction considerations, the same fire danger, the same public safety issues, and the same critical Life Safety services.
It is crucial that we share the same district with hillside neighborhoods that have identical conditions and concerns. We have spent the last 10 years being denied those same protections as CD5.
Map L would be the ideal solution for our particular area of Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest, but again we do support the BABCNC’s amended version of MAP K2. PLEASE don't make the same mistake as the City made 10 years ago. Either extend
MAP K2 to include Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest as proposed by our Neighborhood Council. Or use Map L as an alternative.
Sincerely,
John Waybill

Elizabeth Leanse

Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
I am a member of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition.
We support our Neighborhood Council’s position to extend District "J" on map K 2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyons and Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest.
But, to be clear, we are vehemently opposed to MAP K2 in its current form.
As it currently exists, K2 banishes us from our community of shared interests with our neighbors to our west on Benedict Cyn and Beverly Glen. This is an arbitrary and illogical cut-off, particularly as we share the same topography, the same
construction considerations, the same fire danger, the same public safety issues, and the same critical Life Safety services.
It is crucial that we share the same district with hillside neighborhoods that have identical conditions and concerns. We have spent the last 10 years being denied those same protections as CD5.
Map L would be the ideal solution for our particular area of Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest, but again we do support the BABCNC’s amended version of MAP K2. PLEASE don't make the same mistake as the City made 10 years ago. Either extend MAP
K2 to include Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest as proposed by our Neighborhood Council. Or use Map L as an alternative.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Leanse
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the proposed council districts.
The proposed changes to Councilman Bob Blumenfield’s District 3 would eviscerate the elements that make the district work.
We have a mix of wealthy, middle class, lower middle class and poor neighborhoods and a thriving business base that includes the gem that is Warner Center.
That mix works for the common good and uplifts the whole area.
The proposed 4-Or-2 District leaves the middle class adrift in a poorer district that includes Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda, Lake Balboa and Van Nuys.
The new District 3 would become the realm of the ultra-wealthy and include Hidden Hills, Tarzana, Encino, Sherman Oaks and conveniently — Warner Center.
District 12 would include West Hills, Chatsworth, Porter Ranch, Northridge and Granada Hills and and they would be burdened with the token poor area of North Hills. This is not redistricting for the common good. This is simply splitting districts
into rich and poor areas and letting the middle class fend for itself.
Districts work better when there is a mix of economic levels, a solid business core and a councilman who cares about all of them.
Please don’t drag us down.
Sincerely,
Jeanette Dunn,
Council District 3
I strongly believe that the Los Feliz neighborhood and Griffith Park should be kept part of the same council district. The following post on Nextdoor from a local resident states the reasons very clearly & succinctly.
Sincerely,
Nick McNaughton1716 N. Edgemont #38Los Angeles, 90027
Redistricting: Add Griffith Park to District G in Map K2. In the current L.A. redistricting Map K2, Los Feliz is in District G, but doesn't include Griffith Park. https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K2.pdf Here's why
it should be added to District G:There's a lot of history ( 220 years) behind the association of Los Feliz with Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and Los Feliz made up the original Rancho Los Feliz land holding, and the Los Feliz neighborhood
always had the responsibility for the care and welfare of Griffith Park since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded in 1800. This relationship has been recognized since Los Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910! So the council
district that contained the Los Feliz neighborhood always included the land comprising Griffith Park. (Thanks to the Los Feliz Improvement Assoc. for this historical info!)Proximity to the park is certainly one of the reasons people live in Los Feliz.
People walk there daily, care for sick animals in the park, etc. So the two areas, Los Feliz and Griffith Park, should be kept together.NOTE: There's no residential population in Griffith Park, so adding it to District G wouldn't impact the demographic
statistics of the overall redistricting plan.
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Bonnie

Dear Commission,
I am writing to let you know that I strongly oppose seveeing Shadow Hills
and the connected Stonehurst community from CD7. I live in the Stonehurst
community of Shadow Hills in CD7. I am an equestrian and horse owner.
Shadow Hills has a long history of close community with horse properties,
the Shadow Hills Property Owners Association and its newsletter, and our
shared investment in Hansen Dam.
Shadow Hills and its Stonehurst community is ONE large community contiguous
with the Foothill communities of Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Sunland-Tujuna,
and La Tuna Canyon. We are one. If you allow separation of our community we
will be lost. We love Councilwoman Monica Rodriguez and desperately need a
unified voice to support our horse properties and horse trails and
businesses.
Neither of the proposed redistricting maps serve the interests of Shadow
Hills.
Please keep Shadow Hills and its Stonehurst community in CD7. If you allow
its separation the Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ)
will be disjointed from our very own historic landscape of Hansen Dam and
our horseback riding trails. It will also be a major economic loss for the
City.
I live in the recognized community of Shadow Hills/Stonehurst community
which is in the northeast section of the San Fernando Valley. Shadow Hills
has approximately 2,400 residences. I am opposed to the maps (K2, and L)
currently under consideration for adoption for the redistricting of the
City of Los Angeles.
FACTS:
Shadow Hills is an equestrian community with a long historical heritage of
horse and animal keeping.
We are also located in a Mountain Fire District in a high fire zone.
Shadow Hill shares its common interests and goals with its neighboring
communities of Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, and La Tuna Canyon - all of which
are in high fire zones and are equestrian and animal keeping communities.
WHY AM I OPPOSED TO THE CURRENT REDISTRICTING PROPOSALS:
I am opposed to the splitting up of the community of Shadow Hills. We need
to remain as ONE unified community voice in order to advocate effectively
for the preservation of our very unique lifestyle.
Our communities of LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon MUST
remain in ONE (the SAME) district to better defend and protect our Mountain
Fire Districts, as well as to preserve and promote our cultural and
historical heritage of equestrian living.
Our Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) must NOT be split up into
different districts. Our FTDNC has effectively advocated for all of our
communities - LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon - in fire
and equestrian issues. The FTDNC must remain intact in order to continue to
represent our communities with one single united voice.
Thnk you for you time and taking my comments.
Sincerely,
Bonnie Rogers
Stonehurst, Shadow Hills, homeowner, horse owner, tax paying resident in CD7
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Jacques Stroweis

Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Commissioners, and City Redistricting Staff:
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation Draft K2 (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole with a emphasis on public/fire safety. I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the
north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant
histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space
concerns related to the area. Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our
community as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with
HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City, Sunset Square, and Spaulding Square...we therefore denounce Map L and respectfully request Map L not be adopted by the commission. Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety; we
must advocate for our Canyon and its historic corridors, open space, wildlife and cultural history with one voice. Thank you!
We Are Laurel Canyon.
Respectfully,
Jacques Stroweis
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Cindy Chvatal

Dear Commission Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and Commissioners,
I am writing on behalf of my community to commend you on the work you are
doing on behalf of all the residents of Los Angeles! Below is the message
we are sharing with our neighborhoods and beyond.
You are appreciated.
With gratitude,
Cindy Chvatal
Hancock Park HOA
Greater Wilshire NC
*Redistricting Commission Shines a Long-Awaited Light*
For decades, every time redistricting has been done, the call from
Angelenos Citywide has been that corruption is rampant. Accusations that
maps are being drawn behind closed doors by incumbents or their loyal staff
members. That community
organizing and input is just a sham show to pretend that the public is
being listened to.
Gerrymandering is the practice of setting boundaries of electoral districts
to favor specific political interests or incumbents within legislative
bodies, often resulting in districts with convoluted, winding boundaries
rather than compact areas. This tends to violate compactness of districts
and equality of size of constituencies. The constitutional
significance of
the latter principle was set forth in a US Supreme Court ruling issued in
1962, Baker v. Carr, in which the Court held that the failure of the
legislature of Tennessee to reapportion state legislative districts to take
into account significant changes in district populations had effectively
reduced the weight of votes cast in more populous districts, amounting to a
violation of the equal protection clause of the Fourth Amendment.(
https://www.britannica.com/topic/gerrymandering).
Well in 2021 something remarkable is happening: the commission is following
the Census data and the voices of the people and not the voice of
incumbents. The independent commission formed months ago and at the start
of it the commissioners created ground rules for ethical behavior. They
created principles of how they would be respectful of each other and the
communities they were about to move around on a map. And they agreed that
this time, the process would be transparent and done in the open. And for
months the commission worked off of these principles and the map started to
morph based on community input, particularly for communities of interest.
We often don't feel like we have a lot to applaud at City Hall between the
rising rents, crime and ever-growing numbers of unhoused, broken streets
and poor air quality. Yet this redistricting commission has stood on
principle and stood by the community and are not concerned about whether
incumbent Councilmembers like the newly forming districts. They may not
have created a perfect map yet but they have been ethical and listened to
so many neighborhood voices. And the process is not over yet---they want
to make the current neighborhood consensus-built map even better.
You ask for transparency and to stop the corruption. This commission is
working to create a map for the City of LA based on Census Data and not on
the needs of 15 members who sit on the LA City Council. Though Change is
hard and many of us may shift around inside our Council Districts and have
to learn to be ok with it--what matters is that this commission is
unprecedented in putting the community and population data first over
political interest.
Join the historic effort to keep the LA Redistricting Process ethical and
transparent!
Hold our City accountable and lend your voice in the upcoming meetings.
Meetings will be October 6th and 13th at 6PM, October 9th and 16th at 10am
For more information or to submit comments to the commission please visit
https://laccrc2021.org/
Sincerely,
Cindy Chvatal-Keane
Hancock Park HOA and Greater Wilshire NC
LACCRC 2021 – Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021 – City
of Los Angeles 2021 CITY OF LOS ANGELES Deadline Extended For COI and Public Maps to
October 1, 2021 Submit by 12pm. Submit with Link Below or via Email:
Redistricting.LACity@lacity.org DRAW MAPS 2020 U.S. Census Data Available
Now The 2020 Census counted every person living in the United States and
the five U.S. territories.
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Tina Germain

City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Tina & Clark Germain8767 Wonderland Ave.
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
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I Sandler

*Response to request for input on Los Angeles Redistricting Maps:*
Dear Redistricting Committee Members,
Currently I live in the Bel Air Beverly Crest area.
You and your fellow Committee members are hard at work on redrawing the
districts of Los Angeles. Though this process officially began months
ago, there is tremendous pressure on you, government officials, and the
public to act immediately and to make a positive contribution to help to
finalize the maps that will be the basis for redistricting.
1. If you can, please extend the timeline for completion of the
redistricting maps to give the public more time to comprehend the proposals
and to consider how those changes will affect them and the
representation they will have for the next 10 years.
2. I absolutely concur with the letter written to you by Travis Longcore,
President of the BABCNC, who is well suited by profession and inclination
to making valuable, reasonable suggestions to your Committee members. He is
a man of great integrity and insight.
A. The communities of common interest have supported open space,
conservation, and preservation of our mountains. Please help us to
continue that support by including more open space in our area. We believe
in protecting our wildlife and mative plants..
B. We work closely with our Fire Dept . and with LAPD, and we have an
Emergency Preparedness Committee that is second to none. In our Very high
severe fire zone, we must continue to prepare our close-knit communities
for life threatening eventualities. We need each other.
3. I am not a cartographer, an expert in geography, or a politician.
Without proper training I cannot help to draw new maps; the learning curve
is intimidating. I can see that some areas are islands in a sea of other
districts. (For example, see Map O.) This may be happening in other maps,
too.
I hope no area is shoe-horned in to balance population numbers in other
community maps.
5. I do not see dates on your maps. I may have missed them. If one wants
to know what the latest maps are, it would help to see when they were
created by the Committee.. I believe that you have wisely changed some maps
and that many of our mountain and canyon communities which composed the
Neighborhood Council were restored in the next iteration. Thank you!
6. Having Mulholland as our northern border and having Sepulveda and/or the
I-405 as our western border easily defines 2 of our boundaries. While
Sunset has been an excellent southern border, there may be some who want to
extend the border into Westwood.Will that contribute to tearing Westwood
apart? I support keeping Westwood together, if possible.
Thank you for giving us the opportunity to contribute to the
reconciliation of the Redistricting
maps. I hope that input from the public has been helpful to your work.
Sincerely,
Irene Sandler
imsandle@gmail.com
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Friend, Colleen

Dear Commissioners:
Please consider the following and adjust your Draft Map B2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole.
Under California law, our Windsor Square neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods (Hancock Park, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place, Citrus Square, RidgewoodWilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock, Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton ) as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a
"community of interest" because we are "a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation."
Our community qualifies as a "community of interest" under every legal standard: "needs and interests," geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests.
Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the community's concerns, interests, and priorities. As
residents of Windsor Square and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents' rights to be united and fairly represented.
Sincerely,
Colleen Friend
[Cal State LA]
Colleen Friend, Phd, LCSW
Professor, School of Social Work
Rongxiang Xu College of Health and Human Services
Past Director, Child Abuse and Family Violence Institute
California State University, Los Angeles
5151 State University Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90032
T 626 786 3385
Hello LA Redistricting Commission, my name is Qiao Li, I’m writing from Los
Feliz to express my utmost support for Map K2 with modifications, while
opposing Map L.
During the 2007 Griffith Park fire, our house in Los Feliz was damaged by
the fire. We live in an active fire zone close to the park, what happens at
the park affects our daily lives, and we must have a say in how the park is
managed and protected.
During the 2010 “Save the Peak” campaign to prevent development around
Hollywood Sign, our Hollywood, Beachwood Canyon, Fern Dell, Griffith Park,
and Los Feliz neighborhoods united to fight against such development, not
only because we love the park, and believe this is a park for all, but we
were also all in the same district, and would be negatively impacted by the
potential development! Our united voice translated into actions to protect
the park, and we won!
To date, Griffith Park remains the largest urban park in the US for
families and children seeking a reprieve from the hustling city life. Los
Feliz and its surrounding communities belong together, and we must have a
voice in protecting and preserving Griffith Park.
Sincerely,
Qiao Li

Qiao Li
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lacy

September 30th, 2021
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest. The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as
friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Lacy Waltzman
resident & homeowner
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
sent by magic
Hello Redistricting Commission,
It is troubling that major portions of at leasttwo Council Districts are being removed from their districts as currently shaped. I am referring to Council District 2 andCouncil District 4. The proposed changesare so drastic that those familiar with
these two districts could hardlyrecognize them.
It isunjust to so dramatically reshape Council Districts. Voters of each district chosewho they desired to represent them. Howcould a Redistricting Commission turn a blind eye to that? Theproposal for CD 2 is to remove most of the current
communities and place theminto a new CD 4. As toCD 4 - It is fundamentally unfair to remove the community in which thecouncilmember currently resides, Silver Lake, from the council district sherepresents. CD 4 Councilmember Ramanresides in
Silver Lake, yet her residence would be in the proposed CouncilDistrict 13.
Thecurrent arrangement for the Silver Lake community is that the northern portionfalls under CD 4 while the southern portion is in CD 13, Councilmember O’Farrell’sdistrict and where I reside. In terms ofthe character of the Northern vs. the
Southern part of Silver Lake, the currentarrangement with Councilmember Raman in the north and Councilmember O’Farrellin the south makes sense. The two halves of this community differ in manyrespects – mostly single family vs. a majority
of multi-family homes; differingsocio-economic and cultural groups, languages spoken, etc.
TheSilver Lake community as a whole is well-served by each of the two CouncilDistricts - CD 4 and CD 13. As a9-year Board member, until this spring, of the Silver Lake Neighborhood Council,and as Secretary of the Silver Lake Improvement
Association, I see nothing unsuitableor wrong with continuing the current arrangement of splitting our geographical area,Silver Lake, between two Councilmembers when it has been working so very well.
Iunderstand that two nearby communities including Glassell Park whereCouncilmember O’Farrell may continue to reside, have split their communitiesbetween two Council Districts. I amrequesting that a redrawn map continuethe present division
of the Silver Lake Community between the Council Districts4 and 13. Ifthe proposed plan should go forward, people in these two districts will noticethat their duly elected representatives have been removed and will loseconfidence in the integrity
of the redistricting process.
My hope is that redrawnmaps for both CD 12 and CD 4 keep Councilmember Krekorian and Councilmember Ramanin the vast majority of their current districts. It’s the just, the righteousthing to do for the voters, for the community, and for their
chosenrepresentatives.
Thankyou for your attention to this important matter, and thank you for your service.
Sincerely,Barbara Ringuette
Please review and enter as statement from Lake Hollywood Homeowners
Association, MAP O K2 and L DRAFT. See attached.
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
Lake Hollywood Estates is adjacent to Griffith Park and Beachwood Canyon,
Los Feliz, Universal City, Hollywood Hills West all areas sharing access
to Mulholland Hwy and the 101. The hillside communities from Los Feliz to
Belair are communities with common interests, ranging from high fire
severity zones, land use, zoning and high adjacent to Santa Monica
Mountains, including Griffith Park. Attaching our area to anything but
directly adjacent hillside communities of the common interests of Los
Feliz, and Hollywood Hills West, you will be impeding the progress we have
accomplished in dealing with fire danger and rampant tourism and add more
than one hour in commute time to this district to traverse it.
Please keep us close to our neighbors of common interest, that would not be
the SF Valley areas of Valley Glen to Shadow Hills in “K2”, or Pico
Robertson, Beverly Grove, Fairfax in “L”.
Thank you for your time and effort.
Lake Hollywood Homeowners Association
-- .

Barbara Ringuette

Sheila Irani
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Sandra Alvarado

Please help
North Hills West
remain in CD12
In fact, perhaps we can go further and include North Hills West as part of Northridge,
since we even share a zip code with Northridge east of Balboa, between Roscoe and Devonshire.
A concerned citizen,
Sandra Alvarado
Dear Redistricting Commission,
Please disregard the last email attachment document.
Please use this new attachment document as the public testimony.
Thank you!
Best regards,
Alan Antonio,
Board Member, Latino Coalition of Los Angeles
On Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 6:45 PM Raul Claros wrote:
Dear Redistricting Commission,

alan antonio

Please forgive the typo in the letter where is mentions Reimagine LA
Foundation when it’s supposed to read California Rising.
Thank you!
Warmly,
Raúl Claros, Co-Founder
California Rising
310 844 5591 cell
Sent from my iPhone
On Sep 30, 2021, at 5:10 PM, Latino Coalition Los Angeles <
latinocoalitionlapresident@gmail.com wrote:
Dear LA City Council Redistricting Commissioners,
The Latino Coalition of Los Angeles, California Rising, and the National
Central American Roundtable submit the following public testimony on behalf
of the Latinx, Indigenous, Black, and other marginalized communities we
represent across the City of Los Angeles.
With gratitude,
*Ingrid Rivera-Guzman, MPP*
*President|Latino Coalition of Los Angeles*
phone: (323)573-5341
email: latinocoalitionlapresident@gmail.com
website: latinocoalitionla.org
pronouns: she/her/ella
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Clinton Choate

Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important
to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our
diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Clinton Choate
resident on S. Stanley Ave
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
Thank you for your votes which resulted in Draft Plan K2. Draft K2 makes the most sense of any of the maps we have seen. Please consider including Griffith Park in District G under the K2 map. I sincerely urge you to continue your good work and
fully approve Draft Plan K2 (with Griffith Park added to District G). Please do so immediately and forward it to Council for final approval. I also strongly oppose Map L for the following 3 reasons: this map doesn't make sense, was thrown in at the
last minute, and does not represent the many wishes, considerations, and time of thousands of residents who have weighed in thus far. Los Feliz should not be split up for example. Thank you, Sandra Gonzalez
Owner/Resident in Los Feliz currently CD4
Sent from my iPhone
Thanks, Richard! We will duly note these emails as we have with others. Thanks again and have a restful and wonderful weekend!
Sent from my iRafael
On Oct 1, 2021, at 5:48 PM, Richard Katz wrote:
FYI
Richard Katz
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Jeffrey Daniels, FAIA Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 2:11 PM
Subject: FRANKLIN CANYON REDISTRICTING
To: Dear Commissioner Katz,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council,
Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council,
and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood Council, is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our Neighborhood Council
on the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the
West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district
putting us in an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire
and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together.
Thank you for your attention to this important matter. Jeffrey Daniels
1558 N. Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
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Alexa Iles

To Redistricting Committee Members,
First I commend you all for your work on this important project. I don’t envy the challenges you face in making the new Los Angeles City Council Districts fair and sensible. I hope that you accept this feedback in the spirit of collaboration - from a
longtime resident and community leader.
I am a 21-year resident of the Hollywood Dell, a constituent of CD4, the Secretary of the Hollywood Community-Police Advisory Board, and the President of the Hollywood Dell Civic Association (HDCA). The HDCA represents the approximately
1,100 homes in the Hollywood Dell borders. Our neighborhood is situated just north of Franklin Avenue and south of the Hollywood Reservoir between Cahuenga Blvd. to the west, and Argyle Avenue to the east.
Because of our location we are both a designated Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (like other hillside neighborhoods) but also very impacted by the urban issues that come from the increase in density, development, traffic, tourism and crime
that spillover from the Hollywood Entertainment District adjacent to us at our southern border of Franklin Avenue (aka CD13). In recent years I have worked to develop partnerships with adjacent neighborhoods on issues of common interest. I am
also aware that our neighborhood’s priorities can be quite different from those of the more suburban areas north of us in the SF Valley. Suggestions for Draft Map K2, District O
DROP
Please consider dropping Shadow Hills & Valley Glen from District O, and shift them to District D, which needs the additional population.
ADD
Please include all of Los Feliz in District O (from District Map G)
260K Target
If you make those changes, it would achieve the target population goal of 260K for both Districts O and D, as well as having adjacent neighborhoods with common interests grouped in the same district.
Suggestions for Draft Map L, District O
DROP
Please consider dropping Pico Robertson, Fairfax and Beverly Grove, and shift them to District J
ADD
Please don’t split Laurel Canyon - include all of Laurel Canyon in District O
All the best,
Alexa Iles Skarpelos
President
Hollywood Dell Civic Association
(310) 497-3982
Dear Michele Prichard and Commissioners:
I live in the Brentwood Glen at 11341 Montana Avenue., Los Angeles, CA 90049
I request the City adopt a plan that keeps all of CD11 in one area, which means keeping Brentwood Glen a part of CD11. Further, I request the City reject Draft Plan B2 that excludes Brentwood Glen from CD11.
Brentwood Glen is directly tied to the Brentwood Community by name, but more importantly, our families share common resources with the whole Brentwood Community. We are linked by educational and school boundaries, commerce, library,
and critical community resources and boundaries, including the police and post office.
Thank you for your consideration.
Best Regards,
Ryan
Ryan Rothstein-Serling
First Vice President Investments
16830 Ventura Boulevard, Suite 100, Encino, CA 91436
O: (818) 212-2725
C: (310) 871-5330
E: RSerling@marcusmillichap.com
License: CA: 01920619
NYSE: MMI
Follow us on: [LinkedIn] [Facebook] [Twitter] View My Profile At: http://www.marcusmillichap.com/RyanRothsteinSerling
View Our Inventory At: http://agnewserling.com/
[cid:image004.png@01D7B6F1.52AB98B0]
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE and DISCLAIMER: This email message is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message. If you are the intended recipient but do not wish to receive communications through this medium, please so
advise the sender immediately. Nothing in this communication should be interpreted as a digital or electronic signature that can be used to authenticate a contract or other legal document. The recipients are advised that the sender and Marcus &
Millichap are not qualified to provide, and have not been contracted to provide, legal, financial, or tax advice, and that any such advice regarding any investment by the recipients must be obtained from the recipients' attorney, accountant, or tax
professional.
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Verabian, Greg

Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for your service. I am writing with specific comments on the proposed District boundaries and changes as set forth in the most recent K-2 map.
The changes and modifications to Council District 2 under the proposed Map K2 would move Councilman Krekorian out of a District where he has successfully and effectively represented the residents and businesses in his district for many years.
The K-2 Map moves incumbents out of their districts to represent areas that never voted for them, it divides long standing ethnic and cultural communities and at a time when retail and commercial businesses are most fragile, this map splits too
many commercial districts and corridors; to the maximum extent possible, we need one entity, one council office, to assist our community’s recovery as we emerge from the impacts of Covid.
I strongly support Map L to ensure our elected officials continue to represent constituencies who elected them, we preserve the important relationships with the ethnic and cultural communities in each of the Districts and it keeps more
commercial districts intact where the Council office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments and I urge you to support Map Alternative L.
Best regards,
Greg
Verabian
AIA
Practice Leader
Principal
[HKS, Inc]
10880 Wilshire Blvd, #1850, Los Angeles, CA 90024
+1 424 248 2781
|
www.hksinc.com
To send large files, please use my Thru dropbox
Disclaimer
The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the recipient and others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying,
distribution or taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.
This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast, a leader in email security and cyber resilience. Mimecast integrates email defenses with brand protection, security awareness
training, web security, compliance and other essential capabilities. Mimecast helps protect large and small organizations from malicious activity, human error and technology failure; and to lead the movement toward building a more resilient
world. To find out more, visit our website.
Dear Michele Prichard and Commissioners: I live in the Brentwood Glen on Beloit Avenue.
I request the City adopt a plan that keeps Brentwood Glen a part of CD11. I request the City reject Draft Plan B2 that excludes Brentwood Glen from CD11. Brentwood Glen is directly tied to the Brentwood Community by name, but more
importantly, our families share common resources with the whole Brentwood Community. We are linked by educational and school boundaries, commerce, library, and critical community resources and boundaries, including the police and post
office. Best Regards, Marc Sells & Allie Lieberman
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood and have been for more than two decades. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
Sincerely,
James Gaidula
Dear Redistricting Committee:
My husband and I have lived in Larchmont Village (District 4) for over 20
years. The neighbors with whom we share common interests are
Paramount Studio, Hollywood, Koreatown and even Downtown LA.
We have very little in common with the Westside of LA. Despite these facts,
an attempt is being made by special interests in the Larchmont Village
Neighborhood Association to move Larchmont Village from District 4 to
District 5.
*We VEHEMENTLY OPPOSE THIS ATTEMPTED POWER GRAB! *Please leave Larchmont
Village in District 4, under the very capable direction of Councilmember
Nithya Raman.
Thank you,
Karen Jefchak
444
Hello! I was shocked and disappointed to hear the news that the city council districts are slated to be remapped. While I understand there may be many motivations for doing so, it simply does not pass the smell test that this would happen
immediately after a new council member is elected with the most votes in city history, effectively eliminating the voice of tens of thousands of voters. Even if it’s just a coincidence, think of the message this sends to the many voters who
submitted a ballot for the first time, only to have the rug pulled out from under them. This new map cannot stand. Sincerely, Brian, CD10

Marc and Allie Lieberell

James Gaidula

Karen Jefchak

Brian Justie

Name

Public Testimony

Punnpavin Herabat

Dear LA City Council Redistricting Commission,
I have attached a letter from representatives of the Thai community expressing their support for Draft Plan L and opposition to Draft Plan K2.5 as ethnic enclaves such as our Thai community, Historic Filipinotown, Little Armenia and other
communities of color within and around CD13 are better represented as minority groups.
Thank you,
Punnpavin Herabat
Community Planner
Thai Community Development Center (Thai CDC)
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr. Mitchell,
We are writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in Draft Plan K2. Draft K2 clearly makes the most sense
of any of the maps we have seen, however we kindly ask that you include Griffith Park in District G under the K2 map and we
urge you to continue your good work and fully approve Draft Plan K2 ( with Griffith Park added to District G ) immediately and
forward it to Council for final approval.
We also strongly oppose Map L and feel this map doesn’t make sense and was thrown together at the last minute and does not represent the many wishes, considerations and time of thousands of residents who have weighed in thus far. Los Feliz
should not be split up for example.
Thank you,
Kelly Lynch and Mitch Glazer
Oaks residents, CD4
I am a 24 yr resident of Lake Hollywood Estates, 59 year resident of CD4,
serve on my homeowners association of Lake Hollywood HOA for over a decade
and as current President of Hollywood United NC.
Lake Hollywood is adjacent to Griffith Park and Beachwood Canyon, Los
Feliz, Universal City, Hollywood Hills West all areas sharing access to
Mulholland Hwy and the 101. The hillside communities from Los Feliz to
Belair are communities with common interests ranging from high fire
severity zones, landuse and zoning, adjacent to Santa Monica Mountains,
including Griffith Park. Attaching our area to anything but directly
adjacent hillside communities of common interests of Los Feliz, and
Hollywood Hills West, you will be impeding the progress we have
accomplished in dealing with fire danger and rampant tourism and add more
than one hour in commute time to this district to traverse it. Please keep
us close to our neighbors of common interest, that would not be the SF
Valley areas of Valley Glen to Shadow Hills in K2, or Pico Robertson,
Beverly Grove, Fairfax in L.
Some suggestions for K2 would be to drop Shadow Hills and Valley Glen FROM
MAP O and PUT IN TO MAP D, which is short 10K in population and include all
of Los Feliz in MAP O from MAP G which would make the populations closer to
the 260K you are aiming for.
FOR DRAFT L DISTRICT O drop PICO ROBERTSON, FAIRFAX AND BEVERLY GROVE and
put into MAP J, move more HHWest so that Laurel Cyn is NOT split up and
moved to DISTRICT O.
Thank you for your time and effort.
-- Best,
Sheila Irani
President, Hollywood United Neighborhood Council
(for informational purposes)
Cell: 323-793-7868
www.myhunc.org

KELLY LYNCH
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Chris Muto

Marcos,
I strongly oppose Plan K2 as it will lump our neighborhood with Canoga
Park, Winnetka, and Reseda. This is absurd because they are nowhere near us
and we have different issues. Our issues will be secondary, less important
to Winnetka, Canoga Park, and Reseda. This will prevent our neighborhood
from getting the ABSOLUTE attention that is needed. I have two toddlers and
as you know based on statistics with crime, homelessness, sex trafficing
and gangs in VAN NUYS just to name a few, we are heading in the with wrong
direction. There is no way we as a neighborhood are going to support K2. I
would strongly discourage whoever the people voted in to represent us to
act in the people's best interest and to reconsider this. This makes
absolutely no sense.
Therefore I 100% support *Plan L*.
Thanks.
Sent from my iPhone
*I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support
map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off
from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of
the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L
in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.*
Sincerely
David Schulner
5610 Park Oak Pl, Los Angeles, CA 90068
Dear Coty Redistricting Committee,
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich communities. In particular, I would like us to
stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the interests of landlords and homeowners
against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have clear
representation on City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps under consideration might well
reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Denise Gretchen-Doorly
Resident of Park La Brea for 15 years
Hi.
I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish
moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove
Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an
equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to
Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues.
Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments:
Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Thank you.
Steve Grushcow
3106 Dona Emilia Dr, Studio City, CA 91604
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Chelsey Holland

Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
I am a member of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition.
We support our Neighborhood Council’s position to extend District "J" on
map K 2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyons
and Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest.
But, to be clear, we are vehemently opposed to MAP K2 in its current form.
As it currently exists, K2 banishes us from our community of shared
interests with our neighbors to our west on Benedict Cyn and Beverly Glen.
This is an arbitrary and illogical cut-off, particularly as we share the
same topography, the same construction considerations, the same fire
danger, the same public safety issues, and the same critical Life Safety
services.
It is crucial that we share the same district with hillside neighborhoods
that have identical conditions and concerns. We have spent the last 10
years being denied those same protections as CD5.
Map L would be the ideal solution for our particular area of Bowmont Hazen
Briarcrest, but again we do support the BABCNC’s amended version of MAP K2.
PLEASE extend MAP K2 to include Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest as proposed by
our Neighborhood Council. Or use Map L as an alternative.
Thank you,
Chelsey Holland
2323 Bowmont Drive
craeholland@gmail.com
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
I am a member of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition.
We support our Neighborhood Council’s position to extend District "J" on
map K 2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyons
and Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest.
But, to be clear, we are vehemently opposed to MAP K2 in its current form.
As it currently exists, K2 banishes us from our community of shared
interests with our neighbors to our west on Benedict Cyn and Beverly Glen.
This is an arbitrary and illogical cut-off, particularly as we share the
same topography, the same construction considerations, the same fire
danger, the same public safety issues, and the same critical Life Safety
services.
It is crucial that we share the same district with hillside neighborhoods
that have identical conditions and concerns. We have spent the last 10
years being denied those same protections as CD5.
Map L would be the ideal solution for our particular area of Bowmont Hazen
Briarcrest, but again we do support the BABCNC’s amended version of MAP K2.
PLEASE extend MAP K2 to include Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest as proposed by
our Neighborhood Council. Or use Map L as an alternative.
Sincerely,
Tom Hamilton
2335 Bowmont Drive
hamilton@stiefelent.com
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Dale stedman

Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
For 27 years we have resided in the unique equestrian community of Shadow Hills. We have enjoyed living in this peaceful community that is next to the Big Tujunga Wash and Hansen Dam Recreational Area with a dramatic stretch of the visually
striking San Gabriel Mountains as a jaw-dropping backdrop. Our semi-rural community is the least dense community in Los Angeles County, a true treasure within the Los Angeles city limits. Shadow Hills is located in the northeast section of the
San Fernando Valley with approximately 2,400 residences. We are opposed to the maps (K2 and L) currently under consideration for adoption for redistricting of the City of Los Angeles.
Shadow Hills serves as an important wildlife corridor adjacent to the Big Tujunga Wash and Hansen Dam Recreational Area. It is not uncommon to see deer, rabbits, coyotes, and even a glimpse of an occasional mountain lion and bear.
Additionally, a numerous amount of both year round and migratory birds, can be viewed in our very own backyards. Because multiple entrance gates are adjacent to the Big Tujunga Wash, Hansen Dam Recreational Area, and nearby San Gabriel
Mountains, residents hike and ride horses daily in the beautiful natural surroundings.
Shadow Hills has a long historical heritage as a horse and animal keeping community with large lots of 1/2 acre or more. After a long day at work in the city, residents can quickly saddle up and escape into an entirely different world. Shadow Hills
shares its common interests and goals with its neighboring communities of Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, and La Tuna Canyon, which are also Mountain Fire Districts in high fire zones, as well as being equestrian and animal keeping communities.
Severing our ties from our fellow District 7 communities will unfairly limit our ability to advocate for Shadow Hills distinctive semi-rural goals and interests. Shadow Hills should not be incorporated into District 2 as we really share no commonality
with these dense urban communities. Over the years, our Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) has tirelessly and effectively, advocated for all of our communities -- Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills, and La Tuna Canyon -- in fire and
equestrian issues. The FTDNC must remain intact in order to continue to represent our communities with one single united voice. Splitting us apart from these two other FTDNC communities would silence our voice and make us powerless to
advocate for our unique interests and goals. We would be set adrift, lost, and powerless among the more populated District 2 urban communities.
Thank you for understanding, and we trust you will vote to retain Shadow Hills within Council District 7.
Sincerely,
Dale & Susan Stedman
10309 McBroom Street
Shadow Hills, CA 91040-1223
818-353-1511 (land line)
818-319-6058 (Susan Stedman/cell)
818-319-6057 (Dale Stedman/cell)
Dear All:
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and have been residents of Cheviot Hills since 1976, more than 45 years. I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L and noted that Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and divides
prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues and challenges.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single district, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside Communities. We urge you to support Map K2.
Best regards,
Brentnall P. Turley
Law Offices of Brentnall P. Turley10008 National Blvd., #298Los Angeles, CA 90034Tel. 310.614.4994Bturleyjmd@aol.com
Hello,
I have been attending your meetings but neither I nor any of the neighbors of mine from Shadow Hills who have prepared one-minute speeches, have ever been chosen to talk. We want to make sure we are doing it correctly by raising our hand.
Please make this procedure clear at the beginning of the meetings and possibly repeat it a few times.
Many thanks,
Susan Wong
I live in WindsorVillage, which is represented by Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. It is importantto my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsiveto us. We count on our City Council member for our
traditional City services,and for all of the unique services that come with living in HPOZ historichomes. I want to thank the RedistrictingCommission for Plan K2 and its District J, which I support. District J keepsGreater Wilshire neighborhoods
together, for which I am grateful because it iscomposed of like-minded communities of interest. By contrast to Plan L, whichour Council Member just introduced and I disapprove of, Plan K2 places the historic homes of GreaterWilshire with our
Community of Interest neighborhoods to the west. We shareschools, churches, synagogues, local newspapers, and sports leagues with ourwestern neighbors. Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best CityCouncil services to Greater
Wilshire. Plan K2 will serve our neighborhood interestsbest.
I have followed theredistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L wasjust introduced by our Council Member Raman. Greater Wilshire and I do notsupport Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns
a deafear to your months of work and public testimony. It divides and redistributesneighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. Itdivides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square fromSunset. It
similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, WesternHeights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City,Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. PlanL disconnects from Greater
Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created districtof renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through Koreatown and up a narrowisthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake, who do not share HPOZ historic homes values. I object toPlan L.
Regards, F Bautista
I am writing in response to Map K2 approved by the Redistricting Committee, in which Los Feliz and Griffith Park are in different districts. Historically, culturally, and logistically, Los Feliz and Griffith Park have been intertwined for many years. It is
one of the key reasons why people live in Los Feliz, it is heavily visited by Los Feliz residents, and issues such as wildfire danger in the park directly impact Los Feliz.
I urge you to please revise the commission's map so that Griffith Park is included in Los Feliz's district, it makes no sense to have them in separate districts.
Sincerely,Tina ChristopulosLos Feliz Resident & Homeowner since 20023641 Shannon Rd.Los Angeles, 90027

bturleyjmd@aol.com

Susan Wong

Flora Bautista

Tina Christopulos
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Andrew Silver

Dear LACCRC Commissioners,
My wife and I listened to the majority of the long Redistricting Commission
Meeting last night. I want to thank you for your work on this very
difficult and complex project.
However, I need to express my disappointment when it was time to vote on
Map L.
There was never a motion for consideration of Map L. Instead Commissioner
Delgadillo put forth a motion for map K. This motion should have been
rejected as a point of order. There had already been a motion and vote for
Map K. What followed was a convoluted motion about Map K.
As a result there was never a straight up or down vote for consideration of
Map L. It was clear that several Commission Members were confused about
the nature of the motion and the vote that was taken. This is totally
unacceptable.
As a resident of Studio City this botched motion with no clear vote on Map
L has a significant impact on my community.
During the proceedings you heard public testimony from residents of the
valley expressing support for Map L. You also heard several Commission
members express support for Map L and support for putting forward both Map
L and Map K. Instead two professional politicians (Commissioners Degadillo
and Polanco) hijacked consideration of Map L with a convoluted motion that
was not understood by the public or several of the commissioners.
The lack of consideration of the voices of the public from the San Fernando
Valley is unfortunate and disturbing. This is why we feel disconnected
from, and not supported by the City of Los Angeles. The lack of
transparency by not holding a straight up or down vote of Map L is also
disturbing.
I would have preferred the Commission put forth both Map K and Map L.
There was clear and consistent testimony in support of different regions in
both maps. By combining the best of both maps the commission could have
developed a fair and equitable result.
I am requesting that at the next meeting on Oct. 6 you include an agenda
item for reconsideration of Map L with a clear up or down vote for
inclusion of Map L in consideration along with Map K.
There is an opportunity to create council districts to represent four
quadrants of the San Fernando Valley. These districts can go from the
Valley rim south and north working to the center of the Valley (roughly
Roscoe Blvd.). These north/south council districts each encompass a wide
variety of diverse socio-economic groups. As a Studio City resident, I wish
to be in a "Southeast Corner of the Valley" Council district. We are mostly
in that district now; however, Greater Toluca Lake should be included in
this Southeast Valley council district.
Thank you for your consideration.
Andrew Silver
asilverins@gmail.com
818-263-3939
On Tue, Sep 28, 2021 at 5:09 PM Andrew Silver wrote:
Dear LACCRC Commissioners,
I have been a resident of Studio City for over 10 years.
I attended the July 21, 2021 for CD 2 residents. I did not make a comment
at that meeting but I agreed with other commenters. There was a clear
message to the Commission to create contiguous Valley Council districts.
I am disappointed to see two proposed redistricting maps that combine
Studio City with Hollywood.
There is an opportunity to create council districts to represent four
quadrants of the San Fernando Valley. These districts can go from the
Valley rim south and north working to the center of the Valley (roughly
Roscoe Blvd.). These north/south council districts each encompass a wide
variety of diverse socio-economic groups. As a Studio City resident, I wish
to be in a "Southeast Corner of the Valley" Council district. We are mostly
in that district now; however, Greater Toluca Lake should be included in
this Southeast Valley council district.
Another consideration is that the Los Angeles City Planning Department is
currently working on Community Plans. The Southeast Valley Community Plan
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Greg Nelson

Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for your time and for your service to our community. I am writing to share my comments for your consideration on the proposed District boundaries and changes as set forth in the most recent K-2 map.
The changes and modifications to Council District 2 under the proposed Map K2 would move Councilman Krekorian out of a District where he has successfully and effectively represented the residents and businesses in his district for many years.
The K-2 Map moves incumbents out of their districts to represent areas that never voted for them, it divides long standing ethnic and cultural communities and at a time when retail and commercial businesses are most fragile, this map splits too
many commercial districts and corridors; to the maximum extent possible, we need one entity, one council office, to assist our community’s recovery as we emerge from the impacts of Covid.
I strongly support Map L to ensure our elected officials continue to represent constituencies who elected them, we preserve the important relationships with the ethnic and cultural communities in each of the Districts and it keeps more
commercial districts intact where the Council office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments and I urge you to support Map Alternative L.
Kind regards,
Greg Nelson
[Logo]
Greg Nelson, IIDA, Assoc. AIA
Principal
—
ALTITUDE DESIGN OFFICE
310 745 9846 mobile | altitudedesignoffice.com
Schedule a meeting with me
Dear Commission Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and Commissioners,
The Hancock Park Homeowners Association thanks the LA City Council
Redistricting Commission for approving a single Final Draft Map Plan K2.5.
and we support this plan.
The HPHOA joins SOHA's recommendations (attached document) for additional
detailed Map K2.5 information that will assist the public and elected
officials in interpreting and understanding the map plan and depth of
consideration that went into its formulation. *We also applaud the
transparency of the entire process and outreach to the public!. You have
brought much needed light to the process!*
Sincerely,
Cindy Chvatal-Keane
President Hancock Park HOA
Jennifer DeVore
Secretary Hancock Park HOA
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Katherine Stuart
You name it. I write it.
Content By Katherine
m. (323) 394-3315
w. contentbykatherine.com
When will Draft K2.5 become a data layer In districtr.org? Thanks.
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday's meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Christine Garver
Constituent

Cindy Chvatal

Katherine Stuart

John H. Welborne
Christine Garver
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m54wdavis

Pitting the Sepulveda Basin Wildlife Reserve from Encino and Sherman Oaks is a terrible mistake. These 2 communities care deeply about the Basin and are ready to step up to help it. Please keep us together.Sincerely, Marianne Davis (310)53988714633 Noeline AvenueEncino CA 914362d Vice/ PublicitySan Fernando Valley Audubon Society2,000 membersSent from my Galaxy
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Rafael Gonzalez Date: October 1, 2021 at 12:46:49 PM PDT
To: Rafael Gonzalez Subject: Fwd: The People's Bloc - LA City Council Districts Solidarity Map
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Hector Sanchez Date: October 1, 2021 at 10:24:24 AM PDT
To: Rafael Gonzalez Subject: Fwd: The People's Bloc - LA City Council Districts Solidarity Map
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Aaron Robertson Date: Fri, Oct 1, 2021 at 10:21 AM
Subject: The People's Bloc - LA City Council Districts Solidarity Map
To: Redistricting.lacity@lacity.org Cc: Hector Sanchez Dear L.A. City Council Redistricting Advisory Commissioners,
We appreciate the Commission's commitment to ensuring a fair and equitable redistricting process for the City of Los Angeles. The People's Bloc writes to formally submit our "Solidarity Map" for the 2021 redistricting cycle. This map represents
the aligned recommendations of the thirty-four undersigned member organizations. Collectively, these organizations serve as a set of trusted messengers within traditionally underrepresented communities.
In addition to the attached PDF file, we have included a link to our map through healthycity.org. https://www.healthycity.org/maps/4650/
Please let us know if you would like the map in any other geospatial filetype.
On behalf of The People's Bloc, thank you for accepting our submission.
Sincerely,
Aaron Robertson
(he/him)
Director, Political Voice
ADVANCEMENT PROJECT CALIFORNIA
Direct: 213-260-4858
Facebook | Twitter | Instagram
COVID-19 Rapid Response
-- Hector Sanchez
Director of Finance
Community Coalition
8101 S. Vermont Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90044
P: 323.750.9087 Ext. 274
CoCoSouthLA.org PEOPLE | POWER | PROGRESS
Stay Connected @CoCoSouthLA
To The Redistricting Commission,
J. Keith van Straaten here. 25+ year resident of 300 block of N. Genesee
Avenue, in current Council District 5. I also serve as At-Large Member
on Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
As elected officials, the Mid City West board has had lengthy conversations
with each other about how redistricting will impact our ability to serve
our neighborhood. As a resident, I have had lengthy conversations with my
neighbors about how redistricting will impact the community we share.
The nearly unanimous consensus is that Mid City West needs to be unified
under one city council district, not irresponsibly parceled up amongst
three council districts. I’ve attached a community impact statement
ratified by the Mid City West Neighborhood Council attesting to this.
So in writing to you today in a personal capacity, I ask that you *please
discard the current K2 draft of a map that places a small sliver of Mid
City West into Council Zone G*. *In the next draft, please end District G
at La Brea. *
*I also ask that you make an effort to place Mid City West into a single
council district, not the two into which it is currently divided. *
Thank you,
*J. Keith van Straaten*
*340 N. Genesee Ave*
Hello,My name is Martha Cordero, a resident of North Hills. I do not agree with any redistricting for North Hills, we need to stay in CD12, we have the 405 as a huge barrier. Please keep North Hills in CD12, incomes and home values are similar.
Respectfully,Martha Cordero818 915-1136Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device

Rafael Gonzalez

J. Keith van Straaten

corde345
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Kimberly Turner

Dear Commissioners,
I watched the meeting last night and was extremely disappointed in the
voting process. It appears that there were some members who were more
skilled at the vote than others and used that knowledge to make some slick
power moves, effectively duping the rest of the members. Several members
expressed that they only voted to move K2 forward because of the assurances
they received that there would be a similar vote to move L forward. The
“tabling” motion for Map L confused many of the members not “in the know.”
This should not have been allowed to happen. It would have been in the best
interest of the public to hold a straight forward vote on both maps, rather
than the convoluted display of democracy that I witnessed.
Moving forward, for future maps, *please label the maps with all city names*
so people can plainly see where cities fall on the map, rather than
struggling to discern this information. This aids in transparency.
I am again voicing my *strong concern for the extreme changes in the San
Fernando Valley in Map K2*, particularly in my district *CD2 *(as well as
CD4). Some attention is being paid to CD4, but *please don’t forget* *CD2
in your revisions of Map K2. In particular, please consider what you are
doing to STUDIO CITY.* As I have said in previous emails, *Studio City has
more in common with other hillside neighborhoods to the south than those
communities to the north. Region O is too unwieldy* *and spreads too far
north, including **too many communities of dissimilar interests.* Please
make adjustments and *consider the following characteristics of Studio
City:*
- *Studio City is a residential hillside community and has more in
common with other hillside communities*, and therefore should be *grouped
with them in order to help protect our irreplaceable parkland and wildlife*
- *Studio City* is classified as a *Very High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone and our district must be contiguous with other Santa Monica Mountain
communities that share our fire and environmental concerns.*
- *Studio City* is also part of the *Los Angeles' Wildlife Pilot
Program*, and is the home of SMMC/MRCA public parkland including Wilacre
Park, among the most visited parklands in Los Angeles. Again, providing
more commonality with other hillside communities than areas to the north.
- *Studio City should be kept together and not divided in
representation*.
- *Studio City is no longer an entertainment district*. CBS Radford
Studios is leaving and that space will likely become residential. Our
interests, priorities and populace are not similar in any way to that of an
entertainment district. *Using Studio City as a gateway to advertise
Hollywood -- with electronic billboards and overdevelopment -- will subvert
what Studio City actually is – a quiet, hillside, low-rise residential
community.*
- *Studio City should NOT be grouped with Valley Village and other
communities to the north of the 101 freeway,* *as we do not have the same
interests. They do not share our natural habitat and wildlife concerns and
have actively worked against hillside communities on many challenges. *
*Please consider including Studio City (and both sides and both ends, north
and south of Laurel Canyon) with District J in Map K2.* District J goes all
the way south to Culver City. *Please cut District J short on the Culver
City side, and extend it on the valley side to include the HILLSIDE
community of Studio City. *
Sincerely,
Kimberly Turner
Studio City For Quiet Skies, Cofounder
3637 Goodland Ave.
Studio City, CA 91604
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larodger1@gmail.com

Dear Redistricting Commission,
I have lived in the Miracle Mile since 1981 and have never thought of living
anywhere else. Here we have a true sense of community and have, together
accomplished many things to enhance our lives.
Most importantly the creation of our HPOZ status which was long fought.
The MMRA has been around since 1983 and this was also created by concerned
Miracle Mile residents. These active residents live all over the District's
boundaries.
I feel now we have an excellent opportunity to finally unite the ENTIRE
Miracle Mile district into one comprehensive Council District. A Council
District that will truly and accurately reflect the actual boundaries of
the Miracle Mile. Our combined history is now nearly 100 years old.
Please include the area south of Olympic to San Vicente and east of Hauser
to La Brea, this area is indicated on Map K-2.
Sincerely,
Rodger Cunningham
Miracle Mile
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
James Ward Litz
Board of Directors
Friends of the Hollywood Central Park
6464 Sunset Blvd, Suite 535
Los Angeles, CA 90028
I have been a resident of Westwood Hills for 19 years.

james litz

Wendy A. Herzog

*I* *strongly* *_/support/_* *Redistricting* *Map K2*.
*I* *strongly* *_/oppose/_* *Redistricting* *Map* *L*.
Map K-2 will retain the historic community character of our neighborhood but Map L would unnecessarily splinter our community and cobble together disparate neighborhood on both sides of the mountains.
Please adopt Map K-2.
Thanks very much.

Valerie Morishige

Hello,
I previously submitted 2 maps to the commission on September 17th. They
were not posted on the website as part of public comment, will they be
later uploaded? The share function wasn't available in DistrictR for some
reason so I couldn't figure out how to submit via their website. Thank you.
For reference:
https://districtr.org/COI/48725
https://districtr.org/COI/48692
Valerie Morishige
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Lee Blumenfeld

To Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission:
The area now containing the Sepulveda Basin has been part of Encino for
over 150 years as evidenced by the attached "Plat of the Rancho El Encino"
dated September 1868.
Additionally, it is identified in surveyLA and Los Angeles planning
document historical map located on page 10 in this link:
http://historicplacesla.org/documents/fileuploads/files/SurveyLA_ET.pdf
The northerly boundary appears to correspond with the present day Victory
Boulevard or possibly even further north to Vanowen Street.
Currently the area south of Victory Boulevard is within the boundaries of
the Encino Neighborhood Council, as evidenced by the official map prepared
by the City of Los Angeles (also attached). This map also indicates that
the two Encino ZIP Codes of 91316 (area to the west of Balboa Boulevard)
and 91436 (area to the east of Balboa Boulevard) include almost all of the
Sepulveda Basin and extend to Victory Boulevard west of Balboa Boulevard
and just south of Victory Boulevard to the east of Balboa Boulevard.
Please correct the error in your mapping tool by reflecting the correct
northerly boundary of Encino Neighborhood Council and adjust the boundary
between Plan K-2.5 maps A and N accordingly to instead be along Victory
Boulevard between Lindley Avenue and the 405 Freeway. There would be
minimal impact to the population of either Map.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Very Respectfully,
Lee Blumenfeld
Encino Neighborhood Council
Area 1 Representative
PLU Board Member
Outreach Committee Member
Former Sergeant at Arms, ENC
Region 3 Budget Advocate
On Fri, Oct 1, 2021, 11:56 AM Glenn Bailey wrote:
To Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission:
The area now containing the Sepulveda Basin has been part of Encino for
over 150 years as evidenced by the attached "Plat of the Rancho El Encino"
dated September 1868.
The northerly boundary appears to correspond with the present day Victory
Boulevard or possibly even further north to Vanowen Street.
Currently the area south of Victory Boulevard is within the boundaries of
the Encino Neighborhood Council, as evidenced by the official map prepared
by the City of Los Angeles (also attached). This map also indicates that
the two Encino ZIP Codes of 91316 (area to the west of Balboa Boulevard)
and 91436 (area to the east of Balboa Boulevard) include almost all of the
Sepulveda Basin and extend to Victory Boulevard west of Balboa Boulevard
and just south of Victory Boulevard to the east of Balboa Boulevard.
Please correct the error in your mapping tool by reflecting the correct
northerly boundary of Encino Neighborhood Council and adjust the boundary
between Plan K-2.5 maps A and N accordingly to instead be along Victory
Boulevard between Lindley Avenue and the 405 Freeway. There would be
minimal impact to the population of either Map.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Cordially,

*Glenn Bailey*
*Executive Committee Member**
*Valley Alliance of Neighborhood Councils (VANC)*
*Twitter: @ValleyNCs*
*-*
*Treasurer**
*Los Angeles Neighborhood Council Coalition (LANCC)*
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Brian Dyer

Previous comment submitted was not included in the spreadsheet.
In a nutshell, the current map submitted, which would redraw the boundary of CD13 and CD 4 would complete the divorce from the Hill residents to the businesses that serve them. The hillside residents will have compromised emergency
services due to CD 13's densification due to JJJ and the current council's disregard to the city charter with the continual variances given, with the belief that Transit Oriented Communities should be the way. This does not take into account the 3D
geography. We are only looking at a 2D map. Council District 13 needs to include the hillsides so their voices can be heard on the quality of life, and that single residents still intact in CD13 aren't handed over to developers. With this map, CD13
eradicates the voice of the individual and cedes power to out of community decision makers, like the Hollywood Chamber, the ex President who lives in La Canada/Flintridge, and the current president, who lives outside Hollywood, are fighting to
hand over to developers. The community will be eviscerated. The historic communites of Whitley Heights and Hollywood hills will be forever divorced from the Historic walk of Fame on the National registry.
Brian Dyer
To whom it may concern,
I would like to submit the following map to the redistricting commission:
https://districtr.org/plan/56781
It modifies map L to add more of the Jewish areas to 5, unifies Highland
Park in 1, keeps Koreatown in one district, gives USC back to 8 and keeps
Baldwin Hills in 8 as well, and puts part of Watts back in 9.
Thank you,
Jesse Alson-Milkman
Hi,
I am a community member of Chinatown and organizer in a local nonprofit
that services Chinatown. I am here to express a concern about the current
Draft Map K2 for LA's redistricting.
K2 inexplicably splits Chinatown into two different districts, isolating
key parts of the neighborhood from the rest of Chinatown. District L holds
most of Chinatown, but strangely cuts off at Hill & Ord St. This cuts off
the dragon gates that literally marks the entrance to Chinatown, and even
more significantly, it isolates a 13-story building of elderly residents to
District B from their peers in District L with similar needs and interests.
We're a community of interest, one made up of working class, elderly,
immigrants of color who have been resisting the violent threat of
gentrification for years in order to stay in the community they call home.
91% are renters and low-income, many do not know English as their first
language.
There is a desperate need for community serving establishments and
affordable housing-- truly affordable housing for a community where the
median household income was $22,000 in 2008. Housing must also be safe and
healthy-- because there are slumlords in Chinatown who leave apartments in
hazardous conditions, harassing tenants into self-eviction so they can flip
apartments for higher rent. I know SRO residents who were told they
couldn't hang their clothes to dry outside their apartment, their laundry
thrown away even. There is no laundromat in Chinatown. There is no full
service grocery store in Chinatown. There is no hospital in Chinatown. Most
don't own a car or have trouble navigating public transport, so it's vital
for these services to exist, firstly, and for them to be local and
in-language. People are resilient and do their best to self-advocate, but
gentrification has been a threat, cutting away at basic needs to be
displaced with developments that do not answer to the community needs.
It is vital for Chinatown to be kept whole, in the same district for
residents to better advocate for their current and future needs. As the
redistricting process continues, I urge you to expand this area of District
L to N. Alameda St. & W. Cesar E. Chavez Ave.
Best,
Ivy (they/them)

Jesse Alson-Milkman

Ivy Hong
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Brad Kane

Dear Redistricting Commission,
I strongly support the K-2 plan because: (i) the concerns of South L.A. residents must be protected by keeping the entire historic Leimert Park neighborhood (and black voter strength) together in CD-10; and (ii) the communities in CD-5 should be
together because of similar interests, ethnicities and issues.
Please note that the PICO NC includes areas of CD-5 and CD-10, so I have personal familiarity with both CDs and have been actively involved in affordable housing issues in both areas.
Best,
Brad
Brad S. Kane
Past President / Current Board Member
PICO NC
President
South Carthay Neighborhood Association
(Titles for identification purposes only)
1154 S. Crescent Hts. Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90035
Tel: (323) 697-9840
Fax: (323) 571-3579
This e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, you are hereby notified
that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail, and any attachments thereto,is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify me by replying to this message and permanently delete the original and any
copy of this e-mail and any printout thereof.
To Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission:
The area now containing the Sepulveda Basin has been part of Encino for
over 150 years as evidenced by the attached "Plat of the Rancho El Encino"
dated September 1868.
The northerly boundary appears to correspond with the present day Victory
Boulevard or possibly even further north to Vanowen Street.
Currently the area south of Victory Boulevard is within the boundaries of
the Encino Neighborhood Council, as evidenced by the official map prepared
by the City of Los Angeles (also attached). This map also indicates that
the two Encino ZIP Codes of 91316 (area to the west of Balboa Boulevard)
and 91436 (area to the east of Balboa Boulevard) include almost all of the
Sepulveda Basin and extend to Victory Boulevard west of Balboa Boulevard
and just south of Victory Boulevard to the east of Balboa Boulevard.
Please correct the error in your mapping tool by reflecting the correct
northerly boundary of Encino Neighborhood Council and adjust the boundary
between Plan K-2.5 maps A and N accordingly to instead be along Victory
Boulevard between Lindley Avenue and the 405 Freeway. There would be
minimal impact to the population of either Map.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Cordially,
*Glenn Bailey*
*Executive Committee Member**
*Valley Alliance of Neighborhood Councils (VANC)*
*Twitter: @ValleyNCs*
*-*
*Treasurer**
*Los Angeles Neighborhood Council Coalition (LANCC)*
www.LANCC.org
*Office/Voicemail/Text: 818-514-5355*
**Affiliations are for identification purposes only*
Hello Commissioners
Your draft maps need identifying streets. They are incomprehensible.
James Sivesind
District 10
Sent from my iPhone
I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills from N in the far
northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Recap:Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District NMove
Shadow Hills out of District N Jayne Rosenthal4217 Bellaire Ave.Studio City, CA 91604
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John Gonzales

Esteemed Redistricting Commissioners,
Thank you for your diligent work in this process and please accept the following input and concerns. I am a resident and community leader of Baldwin Hills, CD8, and South Los Angeles. I have followed the process, meetings, and progress with
great detail, through the decision of 9/30 to advance Map K2.5. I, and a great many of others in South LA (including BHE HOA in which I am a Director and Land Use Co-Chair) have serious concerns regarding the treatment of CD8. I believe that the
previous redistricting process, which frankly was politically manipulated, meted grave effects upon this district and, so far, the current process has failed to consider its responsibility to address those effects. While other corners of the city are
fortunate enough to be primarily concerned with who their Councilmember is, who they vote with, or nuances such as an “Entertainment District” (all reasonable pursuits); disadvantaged people in CD8 must also be concerned with more dire
issues such as paying rent, putting food on the table, attaining healthcare, and even remaining in this city.
The composition of their district, and the way your commission determines that, has serious consequences. One of the most beneficial things which can be achieved through EQUITABLE redistricting is to seriously improve the prospects of those
who are disadvantaged. We can correct past mistakes and be a better city. I would hope this necessity is particularly evident in 2021, if we are to profess to have learned from the past few years. To that end, the economic viability of your mapped
districts,and equity in doing, so MUST be a key element of final mapping.
CD8 is the only majority black voter district in this city. It has a proud, but challenged and systemically disadvantaged history. People remain economically challenged in the district in large part because giving the district a fighting chance has been
ignored. The last redistricting process pillaged the district of important economic resources necessary to provide jobs, amenities, and tax base for the district. Should one desire an economic analysis of the city’s districts, I suggest reading this
recent report by the L.A. Chamber of commerce:
https://lachamber.com/clientuploads/pdf/2019/19_BeaconReport.pdf
Within it one can see that CD8 is clearly at the bottom, with fewer jobs and lower annual wage than any other district.
One can also see that both the Sales Tax Receipts and the Gross Tax Receipts are paltry, at the bottom of district rankings by far, and represent less than 1/50th of city totals. Similarly, unemployment in the District is typically the highest in the
city.
A significant part of this problem was cause by the last redistricting, and can be remedied in the current redistricting. Returning assets which were taken, and which would help remedy the socio-economic plight of the City’s only black district,
would not be difficult. USC, Expo Park (which includes the African American Museam), Kaiser/Marlton Square, Leimert Park Village we’re historically part of CD8 and were taken. They can be returned, and the current nature of the district makes
that essential if this process gives ANY deference to practical equity.
The fact that other districts now have these resources is not justification for a refusal to return them. After all, they were recently taken. It’s understandable that doing so in some case is more difficult than others, and that other stakeholders are
effected. Again however, the comparative opportunities and other assets in the adjoining districts, make this fiat and possible. Both CD9 and CD10 clearly have less disadvantage and more assets so as to thrive regardless. The numbers bear this
out. If need be, CD9 could easily be given additional assets in their portion of downtown. That was the status prior to the last redistricting, and the a desire to keep Downtown whole is supported by neither deep ties within downtown as a whole,
nor the dire needs of more disadvantaged districts.
We understand the desire of Leimert Park to be moved from CD8 in Map K in order to be unified. While understandable, doing so simply makes CD8 weaker, and surely necessitates other considerations. I and my neighborhood, which is the most
prominent in CD8, had the opportunity to push for a move to CD10. That was clearly possible as reflected in Map L. However, while that may have given us advantages, we consider ourselves an important part of CD8. We have historical and
cultural ties. We also feel that in not “jumping ship” we can be an important part of socio-economic and political success in CD8. It’s the responsibility of all of us to consider out city as a whole and not simply act in self-serving manner.
However, if this district is to thrive, it needs to have its disadvantages removed and the error of inequitable redistricting reversed. You as a commission are integral to providing the people of CD8 with opportunity. Should the district remain as it
has been, and is currently proposed, you are dooming a black-dominated, disenfranchised community to continued challenge. Therefore, it is essential that you note the lack of economic resources in this district, look to rectify the past, and return
capable assets to Council District 8.
Thank You,
John Gonzales
Baldwin Hills Estates
Sent from my iPad
Attached .pdf file.
Thank you.
I am sorry I haven't been able to attend the meetings but I have been in rehearsals at night for a show that opened last night, but I have been following what is happening with the help of neighbors.
I am grateful the commission is listening to the community in keeping Echo Park, Elysian Park and Angelino Heights in CD 13. I have lived right on the border of Elysian Park for 21 years.
I think it is important that Elysian Park is shared equally between CD1 and CD13. When I moved to Scott Ave in Echo Park, the Dodger gate was closed. Now it is opened and the impact has been huge, Dodger fans slowing driving through the
neighborhood and playing their music late at night. Garbage thrown out of windows. So I believe with two CDs repping Elysian Park we will have more of a voice.
I have looked at Map L and think this is the way to go.
Thank you,
Matthew DuBois
Subject: Ladies and Gentlemen:
I Served as the Vice Chair of the Elected Los Angeles Charter Reform Commission, a member of both the City Planning Commission and the Building and Safety Commission. I have been a resident of Cheviot Hills since 1987.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Chester A. Widom FAIA, Architect310) 804-5295
chetwidom@sbcglobal.net
California State Architect: 2012-2019
National AIA President: 1995
(

bob@reevesconsult.com
Matthew DuBois

Chet Widom
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Amy Gustincic

As a resident of Los Feliz I am happy to support plan K2 which includes Los Feliz with our nearby communities of interest. But there needs to be one very important change—Griffith Park must be included in district G with Los Feliz. The history of
the park and Los Feliz are intertwined, from the time when all of the land was known as Rancho Los Feliz.
Los Feliz shares the longest residential border with Griffith park. The streets in and out of the park's most popular venues are in Los Feliz. Our residents are the most highly impacted by decisions made for the park and we demand a role in these
decisions.
The 11th-hour Map L is a non-starter as it splits our community in two and district O verges on the same level of gerrymandering that created the current untenable CD4 of which Los Feliz is part.
Redistricting necessitates change, so not every person will end up in the district in which they last voted, and that's OK.
Please continue to base your decisions on data, public input and keeping communities together, and not to serve the whims of any individual council member.
Thank you.
-- Amy Gustincic
Design Strategist
415.999.1026
@agustincic
Dear Commissioners, <BRI am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. <BR<BRMiracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.<BR<BRMiracle Mile should also remain in same
district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.<BR<BRI want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. <BRI support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed
map. <BR<BRSincerely,
Gloria N Jackson Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock,
Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Oh Dear Commissioners, <BRI am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. <BR<BRMiracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.<BR<BRMiracle Mile should also remain in same
district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.<BR<BRI want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. <BRI support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed
map. <BR<BRSincerely,
Gloria N Jackson Sent from my iPhone
My name is Judy Huern. I’m at 6255 Damask Avenue, Los Angeles, Ca 90056. Please leave us alone and allow us to remain in district 11. Do not redistrict us! STOP IT!!!!
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Sherman Oaks, and I am writing to ask you to please, please support the district boundaries that are represented in map K2. It has been a very long time since the communities of the San Fernando Valley
have had representation who genuinely understand the unique needs of the valley communities. One of the things that makes Los Angeles wonderful is our diversity. While many of our elected officials claim to embrace diversity they continue to
strive to homogenize Los Angeles. Adopting the boundaries shown in Map K2 will provide more localized representation which will help to preserve each community’s wonderful diversity. The needs of communities located in the San Fernando
Valley are unique and should be given the attention they need by representation who will live with the outcome of decisions made for them. For the past decade most people in Los Angeles have felt as though the odd and seemingly random
shape of council district 4 was done so in an effort to gerrymander the outcome of political decisions. We finally have the opportunity to correct that error and provide the residents of the San Fernando Valley with appropriate representation.
Please adopt the districts boundary lines which are represented in Map K 2
Thank You,
Susan Collins

geanie jackson

Mark Brown

geanie jackson

Judy Huern
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Jessica Craven

As an EAPD member, a believer in fair districting, and an elected member of the LACDP in AD51 I strongly second all of the below.
Thanks,
Jessica Craven
Los Angeles, 90065
On Sep 30, 2021, at 8:52 PM, Hans Johnson wrote:
Dear Commission Leaders:
I write on behalf of the East Area Progressive Democrats (EAPD), the largest Democratic club in L.A. County and California, with more than 1,000 members, to express qualified support for Map L under consideration by the Commission.
Map L, unique among the foremost options, maintains cohesion of existing communities of interest, including Eagle Rock, Elysian Valley, and other areas of Eastside L.A. and adjacent neighborhoods. In particular, the contiguity of Atwater Village
and Elysian Valley and their common interest in the L.A. River is protected in the Map L configuration. That rendering also retains Eagle Rock intact and aligns neighborhoods roughly within their existing representation. Plus, instead of
arbitrariness or contempt for existing public servants and the communities they live in and are striving to serve, it recognizes the residency of the current Councilmember in CD 4 in the district she now serves, instead of rashly displacing her. The
odd reshaping of CD 4 from the past re-map, in 2011, is also remedied with some elegance and improved compactness in Map L. We are especially concerned about map K2, which has a number of defects that disrespect communities of interest.
Our club members serve in various ways at the neighborhood and other levels through positions and organic networks of reciprocal service that have developed channels of genuine representation. These should be honored, not upended under
the newly imposed lines. The particular discourtesy, if not overt insult, of moving the sitting Councilmember from CD 4 almost completely out of the district she serves — not only her own residence, but also what appears to be 2/3 of the
constituency that elected her — is a grievous defect in that scheme. It should not be countenanced further.
Thank you for raking this recommendation into account. Please let me know if you have any question or wish to discuss more fully any matter raised herein. Sincerely, Hans Johnson
President, East Area Progressive Democrats (EAPD)
www.eapd.la President, Progressive Victory
“Turning Data Into Power”
Follow on Twitter: @HansPJohnson
ph 323-669-9999 Disinformation puts the lives of LGBTQ people in danger, including kids. More pressure to unplug spreaders of online falsehoods puts empathy & equality in reach.
https://www.visaliatimesdelta.com/story/opinion/2021/07/09/commentary-fighting-anti-lgbtq-disinformation-key-equality/7917981002/ ***
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Kelly Erickson

My name is Kelly Erickson and I am a 16 year resident of Echo Park. I have
been unsuccessful in getting through with a verbal comment during the
virtual meetings despite raising my hand early, so thank you for this
opportunity to submit my testimony to the record.
As frustrating as the process has been, I have been closely following the
map changes over the past couple of weeks and would like to very much
emphasize that the residents of Echo Park are, as told in testimonies to
you, not one bit interested in moving any of the population or park
boundaries out of Council District 13. Thank you for restoring Echo Park to
CD13 in the latest map drafts K2/K2.5 and L.
I strongly believe it is in the best interest of the Echo Park neighborhood
that the Commission move forward with Map L for the following reasons:
- Map L, for the most part, maintains the existing south east boundaries
of CD13. Residents are opposed to any drastic changes that contract the
CD13 boundaries around Echo Park.
- The addition of Angeleno Heights into CD13 what we have been asking
for! We are VERY enthusiastic about this option.
- The inclusion of Angeleno Heights is imperative in terms of geography,
constituent services, shared culture, and is reflective of a neighborhood
that feels incredibly connected to one another. Angeleno Heights residents
are Echo Park residents, and they identify as such.
- Should the Commission apply the principle of keeping Neighborhood
Council boundaries within Council Districts, as has been emphasized by the
Commission many times in other Districts/Regions, it would serve the
Commission to also extend this fairly to Echo Park. The inclusion of
Angeleno Heights into CD13 brings us in Echo Park a *little *closer to
uniting all of Echo Park into one Council District.
I would also like to make the following recommendations to improve Map L in
the Echo Park neighborhood:
- Expansion of, as opposed to contraction of, CD13 boundaries into
Elysian Park is in the best interest of our public spaces and the future of
Elysian Park. It is imperative we maintain some semblance of equitable
representation from both CD1 and CD13 in Elysian Park.
- Lastly, I support an expansion of the CD13 boundaries to include a
small section of Echo Park adjacent to the Angeleno Heights boundaries as
outlined in Map L, located north of Sunset and goes as far as Vin Scully
Blvd (please see map with section outlined in the red dashed line). This
area is greatly underrepresented in terms of constituent services. It would
also complete the CD13 boundary geographically by extending it to Vin
Scully Ave, as many business owners and residents in this small section
struggle to address issues of homelessness, trash, traffic and park access
- all issues the neighborhood of Echo Park as a whole are addressing every
day. It would greatly serve that population to be included in the CD13
boundaries.
[image: image.png]
Thank you again for the opportunity to submit my testimony.
Sincerely,
Kelly Erickson
First-great job last night. WNC considers a 3 hr mtng a short mtng most ours go 4 hrs so I really appreciate the time everyone spends on these mtng.
I am requesting he roster of the vote and the exact email addresses of the commissioners.
I went to the website but not sure if its current and would the email address be their first name . last name . lacity@lacity.org? Thx
T

Terri Tippit
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Judd Nissen

October 1, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear,We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing ourstrong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, Judd Nissen, 8088 Mulholland Dr, Los Angeles, CA 90046
Hi I am in favor of the leaving in place the existing regions and territory.I personally have a good relationship with the councilman's officeand find them very responsive to the SOHO association.To redistrict and change things is to set back the
efforts and hard work of the homeowners associations.This has been decades of advocacy, funding and support to protect and keep the neighborhood safe and compliant. My concern is for my property, tenants and the entire neighborhood.
Thanks kindly, Homeownerlocation800 No. Mc Cadden Place6615/6617 Waring AvenueLos Angeles, CA 90038
Dear L.A. City Council Redistricting Advisory Commissioners,
We appreciate the Commission's commitment to ensuring a fair and equitable redistricting process for the City of Los Angeles. The People's Bloc writes to formally submit our "Solidarity Map" for the 2021 redistricting cycle. This map represents
the aligned recommendations of the thirty-four undersigned member organizations. Collectively, these organizations serve as a set of trusted messengers within traditionally underrepresented communities.
In addition to the attached PDF file, we have included a link to our map through healthycity.org. https://www.healthycity.org/maps/4650/
Please let us know if you would like the map in any other geospatial filetype.
On behalf of The People's Bloc, thank you for accepting our submission.
Sincerely,
Aaron Robertson
(he/him)
Director, Political Voice
ADVANCEMENT PROJECT CALIFORNIA
[cid:image001.png@01D7B6AC.85AD8290]
Direct: 213-260-4858
Facebook | Twitter | Instagram
COVID-19 Rapid Response
Whom It May Concern:
With all the turmoil of the pandemic, unprescedinted rise in All Prices,
WHY WOULD L.A. DECIDE TO MAKE MATTERS WORSE?
What developers are "urging" [$$$$$$$] these so-called upgrades to
boundries?
Why is The Valley being hit with this unnecessary *red-lining?* That's what
it appears to be
This is NOT the time to fall prey to folly.
M.McIntyre
13433 Riverside Dr. #A
Sherman Oaks 91423
Hello,
I reviewed one of the LA Redistricting Commission draft map's proposing to split Westchester neighborhoods east of the 405 Freeway. I am a resident of this area, and EXTREMELY against this map. Westchester should not be split into pieces. The
Westchester area east of the 405 freeway is more aligned socially and economically with the rest of Westchester. We share services, shopping centers, law enforcement, and concerns related to LAX. You cannot divide this zip code as we are ALL
effected by the LAX airport.
You cannot go to this extreme of slicing out a piece of an area, that is miles away from the majority of District 8. There is no commonality in issues faced between this piece of Westchester and District 8 (South LA). -Thanks. Chrissy

Anita DAguilar

Aaron Robertson

M. McIntyre

ch_oni@yahoo.com
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Marina Martos

Good Morning,
My name is Marina Martos Dabel. I wanted to take this opportunity to quickly thank the Redistricting Commission for your hard work in tackling this difficult task. Your work in redrawing council district boundaries will play a critical role in how our
communities are defined, and therefore how we are represented on a local level. As a person who lives, works, and sends her young child to school all within the boundaries of the same district – District 13 - I have an intimate understanding of
this community’s characteristics, demographics, and the issues that matter here. I walk the streets, visit these parks, take transit to work, and shop local businesses - all within this incredibly dynamic district. I wanted to state that I greatly
appreciate that the two draft maps being considered have not parsed off Hollywood’s regional core. I urge this group to not consider any further attempts to divide the commercial and economic core of this community. Speaking specifically about
District 13, I would also like to voice my support for the boundaries shown in Draft Map L for doing a better job of capturing the heart of this council district. I understand the challenges with redrawing jurisdictional lines and know that in any good
compromise, there will be sacrifices made. I believe, however, that maintaining the integrity of a community’s character, and creating a balance across the various districts is the most important charge for this commission. Draft Map L most
closely accomplished this for my community. I would also like to take this opportunity to note for the record that I spent over three hours last night (I logged on the Zoom before 4:15 PM and raised my hand as soon as the meeting was opened) in
an effort to be selected to speak. I hope that you take the time to consider written comment with equal weight as the voices you’ve heard over the last several months to ensure a fair process. Thank you so much for your time,
Marina Martos Dabel
Mi nombre es Blanca,vivo en Sur centro,soy de Grupo SODLA
Quiero pedir que nuestro distrito 9 quede como esta en este momento, que no
remuevan nada,tenemos muchos años trabajando en este distrito para tenerlo
mejor,entonces porque quitarnos nuestros recursos que ya tenemos porque
ahora porque no fue antes de mirarlo asi, ustedes no viven aqui no saben
como estaba antes no merecemos que se nos quite ahora absolutamente
nada,escuchen nuestras voces por favor no solo decidan ustedes porque la
comunidad es la que trabaja para mejorar nuestro distrito y por esto mismo
pedimos respeto y que nuestra voz sea escuchada,
muchas gracias por su Atencion
Blanca Lucio.
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
From: Arnold Akers
Sent: Friday, October 1, 2021 9:46 AM
To: Arnold Akers
Subject: Map K2
Attn: City Planning Commission Members
It was some years ago that Shakespeare wrote about a “winter of discontent” and if he were alive today he could write about a “summer of approaching disaster” as our city leaders try to foist upon us citizens the inanity of a district line-drawing
shake-up that instead of solving a problem will worsen the problem. Have our precious city leaders not heard of climate change, or prolonged drought, or the Covid pandemic, or if they have then why ae they ignoring the threat we all as a society
face because of them? No, instead they want to carry out an activity akin to the foolishness of rearranging the deck chairs on the Titanic.
Why can’t our city leaders foresee the effect redistricting will have on our sense of community and of our camaraderie, and of our brotherhood and sisterhood sense of togetherness? When we all need to come together and mount a concerted
battle against those three ogres facing us the fabric of our community will be torn asunder as we are about to have our years-long districts changed and our neighborhoods dismantled and destroyed.
Instead, our city leaders should be trying to bring us all together and increase our feeling of one-ness which is imperative if we are going to be able to survive the coming years when the three monsters will be growing. So, I ask, no, I demand that
the idea of re-districting must be abandoned and instead the council must act against the dim future we have ahead of us and retain the district and boundaries as in Map K2. You must heed these facts if we are to have any future at all.
Sincerely. Arnold Akers (Resident on the Westside since 1963, resident on Midvale Ave. since 1974)
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
Good morning:
At the General Board meeting of the Encino Neighborhood Council on September 22, 2021 the following motion was passed unanimously by a vote of 20 yes, 0 no, 0 abstentions:
Encino Community of Interest Statement regarding inclusion of the Sepulveda Basin Recreation Area bounded by Victory Boulevard to the north, the 405 Freeway to the east, and White Oak Avenue to the west for purposes of the Los Angeles City
Council Redistricting Commission deliberations. See the full COI statement:
The Encino Neighborhood Council Parks and Environment Committee recommends that the Encino Neighborhood Council file a Community Of Interest statement with the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission declaring that
substantially all of the Sepulveda Basin, bounded by Victory Boulevard on the North, White Oak Avenue on the West, and Interstate 405 on the East and the community of Encino on the South, has for at least 50 years been considered part of
Encino and redistricting should respect this and include Encino and the Sepulveda Basin in the same Los Angeles City Council district. Indeed, when the Neighborhood Council boundaries were established, the Sepulveda Basin was included in the
Encino Neighborhood Council and subsequently became a shared facility with the Lake Balboa Neighborhood Council. The Sepulveda Basin is a 2,150 acre flood control basin owned by the US Army Corps of Engineers, with approximately 1,500
acres leased out to the City of Los Angeles Departments of Recreation & Parks and Sanitation. It contains such local Encino assets as Tapia Brothers farm and farmstand, a velodrome, golf courses, a Sports Center, soccer and baseball fields, a
model airplane park, picnic areas and playgrounds, the Los Angeles River, and wildlife areas. All of these areas, with the exception of the Tapia Brothers Farm Stand and a small portion to the west, were moved into a different council district than
Encino through political redistricting shenanigans 20 years ago. This includes areas of Encino Village where the boundary is literally the property line of residents’ back yards. Most Encino Residents consider the adjacent Sepulveda Basin to be part
of Encino, indeed they continually address concerns and complaints to Council District 5 while Council District 6 actually has purview over most of the area. The Encino community, represented by the Encino Neighborhood Council and its
delegates to the Sepulveda Basin Wildlife Areas Steering Committee, was a crucial player in the development of the wildlife reserve areas in the basin. From 2003 until about two years ago, Council District 6 denied that the Encino Neighborhood
Council had any advisory authority with respect to its Sepulveda Basin Areas. For most of those years, the wildlife areas of the Sepulveda Basin, including the Los Angeles River corridor, have been subjected to mismanagement including
uncontrolled expansion of homeless encampments to the point where it was likely at one point that there were over 500 people living in the designated and undesignated wildlife areas. To this day there are large encampments in the Los Angeles
River bottom adjacent to Encino residential communities. There have been innumerable fires in the area, several resulting in evacuation warnings to residents of the adjoining Encino community. A massive fire on a 117° day in 2020 resulted in
near complete destruction of a carefully nurtured wildlife area and the death of an unhoused person. In 2012, the US Army Corps of Engineers destroyed by bulldozing a wildlife area near the Sepulveda Dam, apparently at the request of CD 6. The
list could go on indefinitely. The point is, the Encino community has been outspoken in its dedication to and advocacy for the Sepulveda Basin. The Basin and Encino should be in the same Los Angeles City Council district. The Encino community
and the Encino Neighborhood Council will advocate for proper management of all the areas, and wise use of funds to make the entire basin an asset the entire City can be proud of. This will include everyone, from adjoining underserved
communities to Encino residents adjacent to the Basin and visitors from near and far
Regards, Patricia Bates
Encino Neighborhood Council President
818 425 0962

Ana Lazaro

Arnold Akers

president@encinonc.org
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Bob Anderson

Dear Commission Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, and Commissioners,
The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association thanks the LA City Council Redistricting Commission for approving single Final Draft Map Plan K2.5. SOHA supports this plan.
We submit the attached recommendations for additional detailed Map K2.5 information that will assist the public and elected officials in interpreting and understanding the map plan and the breadth and depth of consideration that went into its
formulation.
thank you.
Bob Anderson
Board Member and Chair, Redistricting Committee
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA)
www.SOHA914.com
Mobile: (213) 364-7470
BobHillsideOrdinance@gmail.com
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings.
Demands: Fair Maps Stop rigging the district maps to serve those in power. Oppose K2’s regressive gerrymander of CD 4. Advance modified versions of both Maps L & K2 for the public to review in October
Transparency
Immediately disclose district numbers for the two maps under consideration so the public and commissioners can understand these maps in advance of Thursday’s meeting.
Sincerely,
Chris Velazquez Registered Voter
Baldwin Hills, CA
Sent from my iPhone
Thank you for remembering Elysian Park. PLEASE - keep Elysian Park in CD 1 and 13. Elysian park is a GEM that needs protecting. PLEASE - take the opportunity to more equally divide the park - giving half to CD13. Balanced representation of the
park by two districts will help protect the park from encroaching development and keep it a haven for humans and wildlife alike. Elysian park serves all of Los Angeles - I saw this during Covid - hundreds of people were here every day. POSSIBLE
NEW DIVISION PLAN:
Dividing line starts at Vin Scully drive, go up around the outside of Dodger Stadium (bring Boylston Street into CD 13, and then cut straight across Elysian Park to Riverside Drive between the Police Academy and the Adaptive Recreation Center. I
watched all of last nights meeting and was impressed with the difficulty and importance of your task. Thank you for your attention to CD13 and protecting Elysian and Echo Park Lake.
Best regards, Diana Beardsley
All
I think there is a lack of knowledge in the decision to place The Sepulveda
Basin in a district that has no previous discussion, relationship or
environmental concerns with the stakeholders. It would be best for the
Basin for Encino to have that area in its district.
Paula Orlovich
President of SFVAS
Dear City Council,I am responding to the information I received on
Council District 11 being combined into Council District 8. I am
vehemently opposed to this action. I live in the City Section of
Ladera Heights and feel combing us to district 8 will be an extreme
measure that will cause our property values to go down.I have lived in
this house for over 43 years, and have seen at least two other changes
in our district. Please do not change our council district again.
Thank you,
Gwen Ribbs6248 Acacia StreetLos Angeles, 90056
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Yasmine Pomeroy

Good afternoon esteemed commission,
I hope this finds you well. First, I want to thank you for your hard work.
I recognize that this is not an easy task by any means.
As a lifelong resident of the West San Fernando Valley, I have concerns
about map K2 - while these maps do a decent job at keeping similar
communities together, they are also disenfranchising voters. Maps N & A
essentially split CD3 in half - as a resident of Canoga park, if put in
CD2, I would not be able to vote for my council person for another 2 years
- that would mean seven years without being able to vote. As map N also has
a high Latinx population, it begs the question of whether or not there is
voter suppression happening in communities of color, while map A allows
voters to continue to vote for their councilperson next year. I hope the
commission takes this into consideration as to not disenfranchise our
voters, especially our voters of color.
Additionally, if the assumption is that in map K, with District A as CD3,
District A has less than 50% of CD3's current population.
I have been an active listener on the redistricting meetings and have not
heard any public comment for CD3 to be split, nor have I heard any public
comment in support of half of CD3 wanting to be in a completely new council
district. I truly hope the commission takes this into consideration as to
not disenfranchise voters and people of color.
Thank you very much.
Best,
-- Yasmine Pomeroy (She/Her)
Hello, I’m Sylvia, a resident of Mid-City in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current
District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA.
Thank you, Sylvia
Dear Committee Members and Council Representatives:
As the representative of Silver Lake's most long-lived community organization that focuses on preserving and enhancing open space and enriching the experience of the community around the Silver Lake Reservoirs-the Silver Lake Reservoirs
Conservancy--I would like to express our organization's view about the redistricting proposals. Though others may have a different perspective, we actually find value in being divided between two council districts. Most neighborhoods, unified by
geography, prefer to be unified by jurisdiction as well, but that is not the case here. Silver Lake, the reservoir and the community, are currently divided essentially down the middle, from northeast to southwest, between CD13 and CD4. This has
worked well for us for dozens of years. Instead of perceiving this as divided and diminished representation, the SLRC board believes it is well-suited to the complex civic resource that is the reservoir and its community. The reservoir is maintained
and governed by several municipal agencies, and has just begun a multi-year, multi-million-dollar reimagining. Having this immense project spread between two district offices reduces the outsize pressure of it on any one office, while increasing
the likelihood that the project will ultimately be brought to fruition. The two offices have always worked well together toward the common interests of their residents. We recommend preserving the current district boundaries in the Silver Lake
area. We support Map L, but would advocate also for retaining the current division down the middle of the reservoir. We appreciate the difficulty of the challenge undertaken by the redistricting commission and the complexity of organizing our
immense and diverse city into 15 coherent districts. It's an unenviable task. Whatever you do, there will be unhappy constituents. Thank you for taking our viewpoint into consideration
Sincerely,
Andrew Thomas, President
Silver Lake Reservoirs Conservancy "Since 1988, Reflecting the Community, Enhancing the Experience"
Good morning esteemed LA City commissioners,
This missive is to communicate my strong support of Map L with the
following adjustments:
- Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley.
- By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic
and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish
moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove
Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an
equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to
Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues.
Recap:
- Support Map L with adjustments:
- Move Studio City from District J to District N
- Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Thank you for your time and warmest regards,
Gevork Kazanchyan
13103 Valley Vista Blvd, Studio City, CA 91604
Please see attached.
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Swati Shetty

Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your
consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater
Canyon, and request that you include *Franklin Canyon *in the *same
district *as *our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, Council District 5*. Like most of the area
encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a* fire prone
brush area extending into the hillside*. Franklin Canyon is a founding
member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been
included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because
the *threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.*
Foremost among the many important *issues we share with our Neighborhood
Council,* is this challenge of *dealing with fire danger in the hillside
area, fire prevention and fire preparedness*. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the
hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is *served by the fire
station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel
Air.* And,
like our Neighborhood Council, we are *served by the West Los Angeles
Police Station which is west of the 405*. Both of these stations are the
opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and
into the Valley.
District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in
an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community
faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses
focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers
confronting fire and hillside issues. *Please restore Franklin Canyon to
District J on Map K and Council District 5 *so we can continue, as
effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many
issues we face together. Thank you.
With appreciation,
Swati Shetty
Hello,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz (zip code 90027) in Council District 4, and I
do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and
cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work
off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire
city.
Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park.
Thank you,
Heather Peterson
Skilled Creative (Los Angeles) / Account Director & Strategist
To LA City Council redistricting:
I would like to express my strong feelings that Griffith Park should be shared between district G and district O. As the largest urban park in the country, Griffith Park should be shared between two districts. In addition, the residents of Los Feliz
should have a say in how Griffith Park is managed as they live along a large border of the park. The residents in district O should not have an outsized say in how issues regarding Griffith Park.
Thank you,Kevin Shiramizu2038 Redcliff StreetLos Angeles CA 90039
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Meg McComb
1247 Masselin Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90019
To Whom it May Concern:
As a resident of Van Nuys (15506 Sylvan St), I strongly oppose Plan K2 and support Plan L.
Thank you,
Lauren Hardy

Heather Peterson

Kevin Shiramizu

Miracle Mile Chamber

Lauren Hardy
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Michelle Guerrero

To Whom it May Concern:
BOTH Draft Maps (K2 and L) remove SHADOW HILLS from CD7 to CD2. SHADOW HILLS is part of FOOTHILL TRAILS DISTRICT NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL. Neither of these draft maps respect the boundaries of FOOTHILL TRAILS DISTRICT
NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL, splitting our historic equestrian community in that they share a long history of properties that are specially zoned for residential and commercial horse ownership property rights. CD2 has absolutely no other
communities in its current boundaries that share the major interests of SHADOW HILLS as one of the largest equestrian communities and the high fire areas of the Angeles National Forest foothills. Shearing off SHADOW HILLS from the rest of the
residential equestrian horse communities located in CD7, including Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, San Fernando, and La Tuna Canyon, divides the strong common community voice we currently have in the City of LA in support of retaining the last
remaining historical horse owning communities in the City of Los Angeles. Removing SHADOW HILLS from CD7 will throw that historical equestrian community into disarray leaving it at the MERCY of developers frothing at the mouth to take over
the large horse properties of SHADOW HILLS and will end this last strong hold of equestrian / horse property owners. Don’t break up the last vestige of the historic horse communities of the City of LA. Thank you.
Michelle Guerrero
Shadow Hills Resident
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name, and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Cory Misek
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Katherine Roth
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Lincoln Jones
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G. Since there is no population in Griffith
Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
Diane McDowell
5227 Linwood Drive
90027
Hello,My apologies for not being able to unmute when my name was called at last evening's meeting. Below is what I was planning to say. Thank you for your hard work and consideration.Cathy Jones
My name is Cathy Jones. I live in Hancock Park, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I'd like to thank the Commission for your work to get to Map K2 and its District J, which I enthusiastically support. District J keeps Greater Wilshire Neighborhood
Council together. In complete contrast to ill-conceived Plan L, also before you tonight, Map Plan K2 places the historic homes of Greater Wilshire with our Communities of Interest neighborhoods to the west. We share schools, synagogues,
churches, local newspapers, parks and sports leagues with our western neighbors. I respectfully ask you to adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council services to Greater Wilshire and all of our Communities of Interest.
|||||
|
|
|
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Kelly Misek
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KJ Misek

Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then
Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
KJ Misek
Leave Ladera heights alone and do not aeperate from Westchester.
Gena
Sent from my iPhone
To whom it may concern,
Since 1997, We have lived in the recognized community of Shadow Hills which
is in the northeast section of the San Fernando Valley. Shadow Hills has
approximately 2,400 residences.
We are opposed to the maps (K2, and L) currently under consideration for
adoption for the redistricting of the City of Los Angeles.
*FACTS:*
Shadow Hills is an equestrian community with a long historical heritage
of horse and animal keeping.
We are also located in a Mountain Fire District in a high fire zone.
Shadow Hill shares its common interests and goals with its neighboring
communities of Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, and La Tuna Canyon - all of which
are in high fire zones and are equestrian and animal keeping communities.
*WHY ARE WE OPPOSED TO THE CURRENT REDISTRICTING PROPOSALS:*
We are opposed to the splitting up of the community of Shadow Hills. We
need to remain as ONE unified community voice in order to advocate
effectively for the preservation of our very unique lifestyle.
Our communities of LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon
MUST remain in ONE (the SAME) district to better defend and protect our
Mountain Fire Districts, as well as to preserve and promote our cultural
and historical heritage of equestrian living.
Our Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) must NOT be split up
into different districts. Our FTDNC has effectively advocated for all of
our communities - LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon - in
fire and equestrian issues. The FTDNC must remain intact in order to
continue to represent our communities with one single united voice.
THANK YOU*.*
*Sincerely,*
*Thomas and Cynthia Despres*
*10340, Valley Glow Drive*
*Shadow Hills, CA, 91040*
818-256-9683
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the
representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember
Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a
dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public
hearings.
Sincerely,
Andrea Ciannavei
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Louise Salter

30th September City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon
Chabad), and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon
Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes
appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those
flames. We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact
that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon
down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and
efficient government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Louise Salter
8847 Wonderland Ave
LA. CA. 90046
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to me, my Son, my daughter, my husband and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years. Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Stephanie Kline Morehouse
90048
Sent from my iPhone
Hello,
I'm a Los Feliz resident, and I have been for 10 years now. I'm writing to
let you know that I'm not in favor of map K2, which cuts Los Feliz off from
Griffith Park. Doing such a thing makes no sense, and is the very
definition of gerrymandering. Cutting out 73% of the current District 4 is
absolutely out of order, and I agree with Nithya Raman's assessment
that
this amounts to an invalidation of last year's council election. If it's
unintentional, it's an oversight for sure. If it's intentional, it's a very
clumsy attempt that is highly visible.
Regardless of whether it's negligence or malice, please abandon map K2 and
work off of Map L instead.
Best,
Patrick Baker
Good evening,
My name is Thomas Ludd and I live in Old Ladera. My address is 6260 Acacia Street, Los Angeles 90056 and my telephone number is 323-573-2012. I was that there is a proposal to move Old Ladera residents from Council District 11 to Council
District 8. I am writing to let you know that I am opposed to that move. From what I’ve been told the move would cause Old Ladera residents to suffer longer wait times for critical services such as police and fire support. Please do the right thing
and protect Old Ladera residents by rejecting the propose move of Old Ladera from Council District 11 to Council District 8.
Thank you.
Thomas Ludd
Sent from my iPhone
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Wendy Ludd

Hello again,
My name is Wendy Ludd and I live at 6260 Acacia St, Los Angeles California 90056, my phone number is 323.533.4999.
I’m so alarmed, and upset that there is even a discussion to move the Ladera community that l have lived in for 23 years South LA district which is not only upsetting, but put my livelihood, my life, family and community lives in a dangerous
position, not to mention take our property values in a downward spiraling position..
We have all worked so hard to live in our respected community/ district, and to be rezoned to South LA makes me feel like you are trying to take away my family and neighbors life, health and welfare which will be a Detriment.. I did not buy
property in South LA I bought in Ladera and that’s what it should remain. Please do not take away the value of our property and quality of our life that we all deserve to maintain what we have worked hard to have. Redistricting Ladera will put
this community in a worse life threatening position. This would be like you have the power to put us in Hell.. Leave our district alone and let us live in the quality that we paid for. We all deserve to maintain our property values, police stations, fire
department, and this peace of mind we all deserve and earned our rights too..
Imagine your born child was rightfully born a King, but Powers of be’s come in and strip your child’s throne, life and wealth away, because they want to dictate his life and welfare. This would be like a dog in a kill shelter that will be killed if not
adopted.
This is wrong, and please let us maintain the life style we all worked so hard for, and our well respected community must remain Ladera so we can feel safe.
Again-don’t take away our community district, because this will put this community in a worse position, to the police, fire department, and take the financial upward mobility away from us. Do not put us in bondage.. Ladera must remain in its
current district. This is so awful that this is even being discussed and I feel so disrespected.
Know one should have the power to put communities that feel safe, and rezone their community in a at risk zone.. This would be a detriment to our community.
Wendy Ludd6260 Acacia StLos Angeles, CA 90056323.533.4999 Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
On Wednesday, September 29, 2021, 11:31 PM, Wendy Ludd wrote:
I oppose to move Ladera from CD 11 to South LA. Ladera should always remain Lacera
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
I'd like to provide a public comment for the Redistricting Committee about
the new maps. I'm a resident of Hollywood (West Hollywood adjacent, Sunset
and Laurel Canyon) in CD4. I do NOT support the K2 map. I do not want my
neighborhood to be grouped with neighborhoods that do not resemble the
needs and interests of my community. Also, other election for council
members was not even one year ago! And now 70% of residents are suddenly
going to have their votes discounted and a new representative. That is
wildly undemocratic and unacceptable.
Please use Map L to create a properly fair and equitable district map for
the next decade.
Thank you,
Rati Gupta
Hello again,
My name is Wendy Ludd and I live at 6260 Acacia St, Los Angeles California 90056, my phone number is 323.533.4999.
I’m so alarm and upset that there is a discussion to move the community that l have lived in for 23 years to even be up to be redistricted to South heyLA which is not only upsetting, but I feel your tputting my livelihood, my life and family in a
dangerous position, not to mention taking the just because they feelvalue of my property in a downward spiraling position.. We have worked so hard to live in our respected community/ district, and to be zoned makes me feel like you are trying
to take away my family and neighbors life, health and welfare which will be a Detriment..
Please do not take away the value of what we all worked so hard for, and you should not have the power to put us in a worse position.. It’s like putting us all in hell… Leave our district alone and let us live in the quality of peace that we all deserve
and earned our rights too..
Imagine your born child was rightfully born a King, but Powers of be’s come in and strip your child’s throne, life and wealth away, because they want to dictate his life and welfare. This would be like a dog in a kill shelter that will be killed if not
adopted.. This is wrong, please let us remain to have the life style we all worked for and maintain our district.. Don’t do this in put us in bondage.. This is not right..
Wendy Ludd6260 Acacia StLos Angeles, CA 90056323.533.4999
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
On Wednesday, September 29, 2021, 11:31 PM, Wendy Ludd wrote:
I oppose to move Ladera from CD 11 to South LA. Ladera should always remain Lacera
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Hi. I was in the queue to comment at the 30 Sep meeting but time ran out. My wife and I are DTLA residents and property owners, and we applaud the fact that DTLA has been classified as a community of interest. However, as several other
commenters also noted, we are extremely disappointed at the proposed removal of the El Pueblo de Los Angeles/Union Station/Olivera St area from CD14 and sincerely hope that this will not be implemented. Certainly there is ample historical
precedent for this area to remain administratively connected to DTLA, which as a community has by far the longest history of the entire metropolitan area. More pragmatically, DTLA has been historically underserved in terms of allocation of both
City and County resources; depriving our community of the revenue generated in these areas will further exacerbate this chronic problem. As an example, the level of LAPD deployment downtown has not changed at all since the 1990s...and our
population has tripled since then.
It is also undeniably true that DTLA faces far more challenges than other areas of the City in numerous ways. COVID, the drug epidemic, and counterproductive actions (or complete lack of action) from the City Executive branch with respect to the
homeless disaster threaten the continued viability of our community unless we are well-represented in the City government. We need unity, not division.
Accordingly, we ask as members of a community of interest to truly help us meet our most fundamental interests by maintaining DTLA as a whole community under a single Council district. Thank you for your time and your hard work.
Respectfully, Nicholas & Kazuko Previsich
I am appalled that the Redistricting Commission meetings are being held in secret, and that your cut and paste approach to re-drawing district maps is not logical or proper given the norms of ethical city government. The fact that you did not
invite council members to participate in the redistricting process is very telling. Residents of Los Angeles deserve complete transparency on decisions you are making which affect their lives. Shame on you for how you have conducted yourselves
during this most important process. All of your work and decisions must be reviewed by the entire city council before any changes in the geographical district lines are made. Your decisions must be made based on fairness, justice, and community.
While I am not a resident of district 4, I reside in the 13th District, walking distance from the Hollywood City Hall where the District 4 office is located. I interact with the District 4 office on a regular basis. Pay attention! The people of Los Angeles
are watching. J. F. Hancock
Editor
Labor Today / El Trabajo Diario
www.labortoday.us
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John Bailey Owen

Your decision to destroy District 4 is unforgivable. I'm appalled at the
corruption and will do all I can to see that you all pay a price.
John
To whom it may concern,
My name is Jeff Hardy. I am a resident and homeowner in the Victory Park neighborhood as well as a commercial building and business owner in the Van Nuys downtown corridor located on Hamlin St just west of Van Nuys Blvd.
I currently provide 18 high tech and creative jobs and have spoke with the local city planning team about my property development plans for next year We are currently projecting significant growth in the new calendar year which will result in
upwards of 2 dozen new jobs.
As a resident and constituent I strongly oppose Plan K2 and support Plan L.
As you are aware we face numerous challenges between my home and office locations. Only Plan L enables myself and my neighbors to roll up our selves and get to work.
We can not and must not be rolled into a small eastern edge of the West valley. This would be the result of Plan K2.
I appreciate your consideration of my needs both personal for my family and professional for my business and staff as I continue to grow and contribute to making Van Nuys a safer and more prosperous place in the valley.
Thank you in advance,
Jeff Hardy
Floor 84 Studio, LLC
www.F84.com
818.571.2509
Dear Redistricting Commission:
I am a resident of Reseda and on my neighborhood council. I am disturbed
that the draft plan k2 would put my neighborhood of Reseda into an entirely
new district along with the neighborhoods of Canoga Park and Winnetka. It
appears we would be placed in cd 2 or 4 after tonight’s meeting. If this
occurs it means my neighborhood would go 7 years without having a vote on
who our city council member is due to the realignment to presidential year
elections. We would have a council member who has never represented our
communities. I agree with Commissioner Cagna, who noted if anything this
newly created district should stay as CD 3. The majority of the population
of CD 3 already lives in Winnetka, Canoga Park, and Reseda. The district
office for CD3 is in Reseda.
If map L is considered, we ask that Reseda not be divided on our most
dangerous street, Reseda Boulevard. I strongly believe a division cut along
that street will cost human life in the form of vehicular fatalities. We
would prefer to stay whole but under no circumstances should we be placed
into 3 districts. It is hard enough being in 2 districts to have issues
that occur along the current split addressed.
I vote in every election. I want my voice heard and my vote counted. I am
deeply concerned about these developments with map k2. This move of making
Reseda CD 2 or 4 would disenfranchise the voice of working class
communities of color, communities who have been disproportionally affected
by covid. We deserve to have a vote and a say on the future of our
neighborhoods. If you just create a new district, then make our district 3.
Thank you for your consideration.
Jamie York
Good evening,
I am president of the Greenwood Square HOA, located north of Sherman Way at Hazeltine in Van Nuys, a community with 125 single family homes currently within District 2. Our community is located on the border and therefore will be impacted
under Map K2.
I am concerned by the comments tonight of the Commission kind of tossing their hands in the air that our area is a “political issue” not to be resolved during the mapping process. That is irresponsible punting. Our section of Van Nuys has gone
through redevelopment, along with areas to the east and south. Under K2 new district “M”, our community would be aligned with Sun Valley, Panorama City, and Arleta, areas that still suffer from widespread blight, crime, and lack of
redevelopment. If any of you would drive the boundaries, you would see the difference in our communities and priorities. We are far more aligned with Valley Glen (located mere blocks away) and North Hollywood.
Our community has a strong relationship with Representative Krekorian’s office who has been consistently responsive and shares our goals of improving this otherwise forgotten area of the Valley.
I support Plan L (district "N") which would not disturb our community’s district. If K2 goes forward, I request that you reconsider your arbitrary boundaries for southeast Van Nuys and do not put us with Panorama City, Arleta, and Sun Valley. I also
object this is not a transparent process and denies public participation. It was not an easy process to obtain a map that made it clear where the boundaries were. Most of the maps circulated in advance of the hearing don't have street names,
making it impossible for the public to determine if they will be impacted. You should be making this easier for the public, not harder. Efforts to email commission members also were unsuccessful.
Sincerely, Courtney Vaudreuil
Dear LCCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of all Angelenos. I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and consistent for communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you,
Sincerely,
Richard W. Kruse7676 Hollywood Blvd Apt 9Los Angeles, CA 90046
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
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Rebecca Goldstein

I'm a resident of Sherman Oaks in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is
completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Best,
Rebecca Goldstein
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners,
Hello. I am Emeritus Professor Bruce M. Rowe from Los Angeles Pierce
College in Woodland Hills where I have taught Anthropology, Sociology, and
Linguistics for more than 50 years. I was on the Zoom call tonight and was
actually called on to comment, but had a problem with connectivity and did
not have the opportunity to speak during public comment. I wanted to
express my opposition to Draft Map K2 and Draft Map L, especially as they
relate to the West San Fernando Valley. So, I will do that in this email.
I bought my home in West Hills in 1975 for its proximity to Pierce. My
current home in West Hills is in the Warner Center Neighborhood Protection
Plan area. Warner Center is the economic driver for our area.
Our home in West Hills is assigned to schools in Canoga Park. We share the
Topanga Police Station in Canoga Park. Our assigned Fire Department is
Station 104 in Woodland Hills. We share the Platt Library with Woodland
Hills.
Our hospital is West Hills Hospital which is shared with West Valley
residents. At one time, I was a member of Kaiser Woodland Hills. We have
physicians in West Hills as well as in Tarzana, and our dentist is in
Woodland Hills.
During the Woolsey Fire, residents of West Hills, Woodland Hills, and
Chatsworth had to evacuate to Pierce College, Taft High in Woodland Hills,
Canoga Park High in Canoga Park, as well as Lanark Park in Canoga Park.
During the Northridge earthquake, residents camped at Shadow Ranch Park in
West Hills and Lanark Park.
My wife, Chris Rowe (Christine L. Rowe) was a member of the West Hills
Neighborhood Council and served on numerous committees. She has been a
member of the Environment Committee for the Woodland Hills/ Warner Center
Neighborhood Council, and has had influence on the Canoga Park Neighborhood
Council. In other words, all of these areas are areas of constant and
significant interaction for both my wife and I and we wish them to be kept
whole. See my wifes article that is currently in CityWatchLA: Chris Rowe,
“Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission: What is a Community of
Interest?”, September 30, 2021,
https://www.citywatchla.com/index.php/neighborhood-politics-hidden/22671-los-angeles-city-redistricting-commission-what-is-a-community-of-interest
Please change Draft L – A or any final map to include West Hills as a
community of Interest with Woodland Hills, Warner Center, and Canoga Park
and also include Winnetka and Tarzana in one council district.
Thank you,
Bruce M. Rowe
I appreciated tonight's lengthy discussion and commend the decision to
move forward on map K2.5 - with continued refining, fixes, and public
comment.
To that end, I wanted to echo the suggestion that Griffith Park should
be added to District G, which includes Los Feliz.
There is no residential population in Griffith Park, so adding it to
District G wouldn't impact the demographic statistics of the overall
redistricting plan.
However, as a current resident of Los Feliz, I feel the neighborhood
is intimately connected to the important issues facing Griffith Parkfrom wildfires, to animal safety, to transportation, to major park
entrances, including performance venues.
The park should not be split from the neighborhood with which it
shares such a symbiotic and long-standing connection.
Thank you,
S
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Lucy Blake-Elahi

Please keep us in the District we've identified with for many years. It is
where we've connected with neighbors in Westchester, Inglewood, Del Rey,
and Playa Vista and where we've been working with MIke Bonin all these
years.
Do not move us into the South LA District!
Thank you for your consideration!
Faz and Lucy Elahi
We oppose Map L: (Officially became Map L from the Commission). It
moves Baldwin Hills to CD10, and moves the portion of Adams-Normandie that
we're keeping (including Ward Villas!), to CD1. That little corner of South
LA has nothing to do with Highland Park.
In this period of recovery, we want ALL assets back in the 8th and 9th
districts that were lost in the last redistricting: the University of
Southern California, California African American Museum and Exposition Park
back in the 8th and assets in downtown back in the 9th.
We urge the Commission to ensure the preservation of Black voter
strength in the 10th and keep historic Leimert Park whole in CD 10.
The 8th is a Voting Rights Act African American District. We want 50% +
1 African American population plus the assets lost 10 years ago including
the California African American Museum back
We want to protect the 9th district’s Black population--expand the
district to get to 18%. We should be gaining economic drivers for the 9th
from Downtown LA, one of the wealthiest parts of the city (a significantly
wealthier district) instead of a poorer district
Please work on K-2.
L divides the Encino Neighborhood Council. That is not right to purposely divide our community.
Laurie Kelson Encino CA
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood for more than 20 years. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent all of our diverse and historic neighborhood, /together in one district/, which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
One should NEVER divide the Miracle Mile, a historic as well as modern day name and lifestyle concept, from the very boulevard, Wilshire, that for more than a mile establishes the "miracle" in its name, its identity and creates a unique "main
street" for our neighborhood for the last 100 years; to do so would be equal to dropping the Los from Los Angeles and having the latter only apply as a name to the immediate downtown of our city. It is even more than an identity and a way of
life, it is a unified yet very inclusive neighborhood and way of life. Splitting up such cohesive neighborhoods will simply unite your constituents against you for that exclusion, not improve the disharmony and distrust the public has continually
expressed of late against politics and politicians, government departments and ever changing experimental philosophies. There is absolutely no adjustment requested, needed or required by us.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request and caveat to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in the same district within this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Pat Thomas
I'm against splitting westchester.
Leave the district together. Sincerely Tiffany Hansen.
Greetings,As a resident of The Ladera neighborhood in zip code 90056 and part of Council District 11, I strongly request that our neighborhood remain in that district.Being a "westside" community, we need to remain connected with other areas
that share our particular issues and concerns.Thank you,John McWhirter6250 Condon AveLos Angeles, CA 90056
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills
in Council District 4. I strongly support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of interest from around the City together.
We strongly support the views of
Laurel Canyon and the many Groups you have heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance, support,
and consideration of the interests of the various communities. You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy” homeowners. This is nothing more than a ploy to divide us and make you
think that we don’t care about renters and their issues. That is not true. We fight for renters rights. Many of us were renters before we were homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental market.
Thank you for your time and consideration,
Jana Augsberger
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jverne@aol.com
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Sigrid Karla Helm-Lansky

Greetings,
I’m a West Of Westwood HOA and Westside NC stakeholder.
I support MapK2 because:
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District,
MapK2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations, and
MapK2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
thank you for consideration,
regards
Sigrid Karla Helm-Lansky
Sigrid Karla Helm-Lansky, Your Referral Realtor
EPLA Ventures
For your real estate needs
CIPS Certified International Property Specialist-Global Committee
CID- Certified Condominium Specialist
TRC- Transnational Referral Certification
Phone Direct 310.475 2045 Mobile: 310.729-3227
My name is Corey Hodes and I am a resident of Encino.
I would like to submit public comment in SUPPORT of map K2 for redistricting.
Sincerely,
Corey Hodes
Sent from my iPhone
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Stephen Randall Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 4:31 PM
Subject: In support of map K2
To: Dear City Council Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 1912 Comstock Ave, LA 90025. I
have lived here since 1983 and have served on the Century Glen HOA board of
directors. I am directly impacted by the currently proposed redistricting
maps. I very much SUPPORT Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations;
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps Century Glen’s boundaries intact and within
one City Council district
I oppose Map L because:
*Map L uses residential streets within the Century Glen neighborhood as a
boundary causing the neighborhood to become part of two Council districts
thus disrupting our neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries of our area.
*Map L divides Westside Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current
neighborhood boundaries intact and maintain our community's continuity.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Stephen Randall
[image: Mailtrack]
Sender
notified by
Mailtrack
09/30/21,
09:39:11 PM
Dear Commissioners,
This brief note is to request that you place Los Feliz in District G of May K2. And, please leave the Los Feliz/Griffith Park relationship as it always has been: united.
We are seen by outsiders as a city without a history. Los Feliz' relationship with Griffith Park represents some actual Los Angeles history, that of the Los Feliz Rancho. My neighbors and I actively care for Griffith Park through organizations like the
Friends of Griffith Park and the Los Feliz Improvement Association.
Thank you for your consideration of our views.
Tracy and Gary Mezzatesta

Corey A.

Robert Battles
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james caplan

Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Your responsibility
is to represent us to maintain the quality of our neighborhood communities. Do not divide our neighnorhood!! james Caplan
1232 S. Orange Drive
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills in Council District 4. I strongly support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of interest from around the City together.We strongly support the views of Laurel Canyon and the
many Groups you have heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance, support,
and consideration of the interests of the various communities. Please consider the wishes of many of us that have lived in this community for a number of years.
Thank you.
Halle Redman
Please do not split Westchester into two separate Council Districts. All Westchester shares schools, churches, our park (when the homeless give it back), shopping, youth sports, etc. We also share LAX noise and traffic.
There is too much in common to split up.
Jim McClune
Corrected email.
________________________________
From: Alisa Finsten
Sent: Thursday, September 30, 2021 9:12 PM
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Cc: frank.cardenas@lacity.org Subject: Comment for Commission
Dear Commission,
I was in the queue tonight to speak but was not called on, so I am submitting a written comment.
My name is Alisa Finsten and I serve as the Senior Vice President of Community Engagement for the Jewish Federation of Greater Los Angeles.
I am also a resident of Pico Robertson.
Thank you for your diligence and service in this complex and difficult process.
We strongly endorse map K2 that keeps the Jewish community together from Westwood through Hancock Park which includes Fairfax, Beverly grove, Pico Robertson, Beverlywood, Cheviot Hills, Rancho park and unites the orthodox community in
Hancock Park with the rest of the community on the city side of the hill in District J/CD 5.
We are deeply concerned about proposed map L that divides historically connected Jewish communities into 3 separate districts in the city side and multiple districts in the valley, something not done since WW II. For example, Beverlywood and
Pico Robertson border one another and map L separates them into two districts. Jewish residents of Beverlywood walk a few blocks and worship in the multitude of synagogues in the Pico Robertson area. They are the same community.
I do want to point out that 3 of the Commission’s most recent meetings were held on religious holidays, preventing observant Jews from participating.
The Jewish community is a community of interest and should be kept united.
Therefore, we support map K2 and oppose Map L.
Thank you,
Alisa Finsten
Alisa Finsten strengthens the heartbeat of Jewish L.A.
Senior Vice President, Community Engagement
The Jewish Federation of Greater Los Angeles
6505 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90048
323-761-8077 • AFinsten@JewishLA.org
JewishLA.org • Facebook • Instagram • Blog
Check out our podcast! Jay's 4 Questions
Donate to the heartbeat of Jewish L.A. today!
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Linda Mason

September 30th, 2021
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest. The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as
friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Hello,
As a resident of the city and someone who cares about equitable
representation of marginalized peoples, I ask the commission to reject map
K2 currently being considered. This map wipes out most of the existing CD4
and disperses tenants and multiple communities of interest to different
districts. Instead, I support map L and ask the commission to as it
demonstrates equity and diversity as values, values that I want the City of
LA, my home, to uphold.
Thank you,
*Cindy Lin*
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest. The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as
friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, Charles Ellin
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
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adam krohndesign.com

Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Adam Wolfe
2674 Carmar Dr
Los Angeles Ca,
90046
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
I am a member of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition.
We support our Neighborhood Council’s position to extend District "J" on map K 2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyons and Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest.
But, to be clear, we are vehemently opposed to MAP K2 in its current form.
As it currently exists, K2 banishes us from our community of shared interests with our neighbors to our west on Benedict Cyn and Beverly Glen. This is an arbitrary and illogical cut-off, particularly as we share the same topography, the same
construction considerations, the same fire danger, the same public safety issues, and the same critical Life Safety services.
It is crucial that we share the same district with hillside neighborhoods that have identical conditions and concerns. We have spent the last 10 years being denied those same protections as CD5.
Map L would be the ideal solution for our particular area of Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest, but again we do support the BABCNC’s amended version of MAP K2. PLEASE don't make the same mistake as the City made 10 years ago. Either extend MAP
K2 to include Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest as proposed by our Neighborhood Council. Or use Map L as an alternative.
Sincerely
Paulina Silluzio
paulinasilluzio@gmail.com
Dear redistricting commissioners - I've been a resident of Sherman Oaks for
most of my life. We need community representation and we want to stay in
CD4. If we get moved, it will not be to a council member that represents
us. We feel that Nithya Raman represents our community. That's why we
voted for her to represent us. I feel this is an attempt to divide our
community by district gerrymandering which will result in de Jure
segregation.
Thank you for time,
Buddy Totten
Sherman Oaks resident
Dear Commission Leaders:
I write on behalf of the East Area Progressive Democrats (EAPD), the largest Democratic club in L.A. County and California, with more than 1,000 members, to express qualified support for Map L under consideration by the Commission.
Map L, unique among the foremost options, maintains cohesion of existing communities of interest, including Eagle Rock, Elysian Valley, and other areas of Eastside L.A. and adjacent neighborhoods. In particular, the contiguity of Atwater Village
and Elysian Valley and their common interest in the L.A. River is protected in the Map L configuration. That rendering also retains Eagle Rock intact and aligns neighborhoods roughly within their existing representation. Plus, instead of
arbitrariness or contempt for existing public servants and the communities they live in and are striving to serve, it recognizes the residency of the current Councilmember in CD 4 in the district she now serves, instead of rashly displacing her. The
odd reshaping of CD 4 from the past re-map, in 2011, is also remedied with some elegance and improved compactness in Map L. We are especially concerned about map K2, which has a number of defects that disrespect communities of interest.
Our club members serve in various ways at the neighborhood and other levels through positions and organic networks of reciprocal service that have developed channels of genuine representation. These should be honored, not upended under
the newly imposed lines. The particular discourtesy, if not overt insult, of moving the sitting Councilmember from CD 4 almost completely out of the district she serves — not only her own residence, but also what appears to be 2/3 of the
constituency that elected her — is a grievous defect in that scheme. It should not be countenanced further.
Thank you for raking this recommendation into account. Please let me know if you have any question or wish to discuss more fully any matter raised herein. Sincerely, Hans Johnson
President, East Area Progressive Democrats (EAPD)
www.eapd.la President, Progressive Victory
“Turning Data Into Power”
Follow on Twitter: @HansPJohnson
ph 323-669-9999
Disinformation puts the lives of LGBTQ people in danger, including kids. More pressure to unplug spreaders of online falsehoods puts empathy & equality in reach.
https://www.visaliatimesdelta.com/story/opinion/2021/07/09/commentary-fighting-anti-lgbtq-disinformation-key-equality/7917981002/
***

Paulina Silluzio

Buddy

Hans Johnson
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Lisa Kawamoto Hsu

City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Lisa Hsu
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Dear Redistricting Commission:
I'm a resident of Bowmont Drive and a member of the Bowmont Hazen
Briarcrest Coalition.
I support our Neighborhood Council's position to extend District "J" on map
K2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyons and
Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest.
We share the same interests and concerns and topography as these,
our closest neighbors. We need the same protections as CD5.
Thank you for considering the deeply-held convictions of everyone on our
Neighborhood Council.
Sincerely,
Don Roos
2402 Bowmont Drive
Beverly Hills, CA. 90210
Hi Redistricting Counsel,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is
completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park
We elected Nithya with more votes than any other counsel person Thanks,
Matt Feige
4355 Russell Ave,
Los Angeles CA 90027

Don Roos

Matt Feige
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Debra Rosenbaum

September 30, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
By email to: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council and South Hollywood Neighborhood Association Statement on Council Redistricting
Dear Commissioners,
We live in the South Hollywood Neighborhood Association (SoHo) area for the last 20 years which is located in Greater Wilshire. I am a homeowner in a multi-family zone, which includes house and guesthouse and I am one of the founding
members of SoHo Association. SoHo is a quaint 13-block neighborhood that has a strong Neighborhood Association presence. We are made up of homeowners, renters, Block captains and many now empty new 3-story double duplexes nonaffordable housing. The housing is made up of Spanish and English Country 1 – 2 story vintage buildings with remodeled housing 1 – 2 story and new 3-story Small Lot Subdivisions and new 3-story double duplexes. We have new kids, many dogs
and many neighbors walking with dogs, chatting, skateboards, scooters and bike riders. We want to thank the Commissioners for Plan K2 and District J; we support of the Redistricting of GWNC and SoHo in one single district CD, Plan K2, keeping
Greater Wilshire, within one CD, keeping SoHo in same CD and we support that our Neighborhood Association, SoHo includes Willoughby Avenue and the South side of Barton Avenue between Las Palmas Avenue and Seward Street. The North
side of Barton Ave. abuts studios with different issues, but the South side of Barton Avenue is residential and is contiguous to our neighborhood of residential domiciles. Please consider including this area of Barton Avenue in the Plan K2 plan so it
continues to be a part of GWNC and that SoHo is not split between districts. District J keeps Greater Wilshire together, for which our Association is so grateful for. Plan K2 places the historic homes of Greater Wilshire with our Community of
Interest neighborhoods to the West. We share schools, churches, synagogues, local newspapers, and sports leagues with our Western neighbors.
Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council services to Greater Wilshire. Thank you for your consideration and please include us in any notifications or decisions related to this case.
Debra Rosenbaum & Gerhard Jacob
Debra Rosenbaum and Gerhard Jacob
President, South Hollywood Neighborhood Association (SoHo)
810 – 812 North Las Palmas Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90038
310-344-3059
South Hollywood Neighborhood Association
Visit us at www.southhollywoodnha.org
Debra Rosenbaum would like to recall the message, "Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council and South Hollywood Neighborhood Association Statement on Council Redistricting".
September 30, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
By email to: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council and South Hollywood Neighborhood Association Statement on Council Redistricting
Dear Commissioners,
We live in the South Hollywood Neighborhood Association (SoHo) area for the last 20 years which is located in Greater Wilshire. I am a homeowner in a multi-family zone, which includes house and guesthouse and I am one of the founding
members of SoHo Association. SoHo is a quaint 13-block neighborhood that has a strong Neighborhood Association presence. We are made up of homeowners, renters, Block captains and many now empty new 3-story double duplexes nonaffordable housing. The housing is made up of Spanish and English Country 1 – 2 story vintage buildings with remodeled housing 1 – 2 story and new 3-story Small Lot Subdivisions and new 3-story double duplexes. We have new kids, many dogs
and many neighbors walking with dogs, chatting, skateboards, scooters and bike riders. We want to thank the Commissioners for Plan K2 and District J; we support of the Redistricting of GWNC and SoHo in one single district CD, Plan K2, keeping
Greater Wilshire, within one CD, keeping SoHo in same CD and we support that our Neighborhood Association, SoHo includes Willoughby Avenue and the South side of Barton Avenue between Las Palmas Avenue and Seward Street. The North
side of Barton Ave. abuts studios with different issues, but the South side of Barton Avenue is residential and is contiguous to our neighborhood of residential domiciles. Please consider including this area of Barton Avenue in the Plan K2 plan so it
continues to be a part of GWNC and that SoHo is not split between districts. District J keeps Greater Wilshire together, for which our Association is so grateful for. Plan K2 places the historic homes of Greater Wilshire with our Community of
Interest neighborhoods to the West. We share schools, churches, synagogues, local newspapers, and sports leagues with our Western neighbors.
Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council services to Greater Wilshire. Thank you for your consideration and please include us in any notifications or decisions related to this case.
Debra Rosenbaum & Gerhard Jacob
Debra Rosenbaum CID and Gerhard Jacob
President, South Hollywood Neighborhood Association (SoHo)
810 – 812 North Las Palmas Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90038
310-344-3059
South Hollywood Neighborhood Association
Visit us at www.southhollywoodnha.org
Dear Commission,
I’m a resident of Laurel Canyon and a renter. It’s not all homeowners in Laurel Canyon as many assume.
It seems like we have Plan K2 pitted against Plan L. I'm not sure — maybe neither one is perfect?? I understand all the callers’ desires to keep their own neighborhoods together.
I am personally speaking up on behalf of my own neighborhood, and I hereby request you keep Laurel Canyon — both sides of Laurel Canyon Blvd. — together in a single district. My preference is Plan K because of that feature, and I reject Plan L
for the same reason.
But I don’t want to break apart other neighborhoods either. My desire to keep my neighborhood together shouldn’t have to be at odds with others’ similar desires. Please find another option if you have to. Maybe use Plan K as a starting point
and incorporate some of the good aspects of Plan L, or vice versa. But please keep Laurel Canyon together and use logical boundaries (i.e., not broken right down the middle).
Thank you,James MillsYucca Trail

Debra Rosenbaum
Debra Rosenbaum

james mills
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Dustin Sheets

Hello Commissioners,
My name is Dustin Sheets, I am a Hollywood resident and I live in CD13. I
have called into the last four redistricting meetings in hope of providing
a verbal public comment on the importance of keeping Hollywood intact and
in CD13.
I waited for my turn to make public comment tonight and unfortunately was
not selected. However, I wanted to be sure to express my support for Map
Draft L
.
This version of maps keeps Hollywood intact in CD13 and with our other
communities of interest.
Thank you for all of your work on this important matter.
-- *Dustin Sheets*
740-683-0304
I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills from N in the far
northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Sherri Elkaim
4329 Gentry Avenue Studio City, 91604
September 30th, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Sent from AT&T Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Dear Redistricting Committee:
My name is Jennifer Chung. I was born in Koreatown, Los Angeles in 1980,
the same year the Los Angeles City Council officially declared Koreatown,
"Koreatown." As a lifelong Koreatown resident, I wholeheartedly support
unifying Koreatown into one district.
Ten years ago, while living in Koreatown, I saw how the process divided our
community into 4 districts. This had a detrimental impact on the lives of
the immigrant families that inhabit the area. Draft map L should be
approved because it keeps Koreatown unified in "O" as a single district and
respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please listen to our needs,
respect our shared history, and protect the diversity in Koreatown into one
city council district so that our community can be united as a political
voice. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sherri Elkaim

koellner

Jennifer Chung
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Barbara Hearn

September 30th, 2021VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.orgCity Council Redistricting CommissionCity of Los Angeles200 North Spring Street, Room 275Los Angeles, California 90012RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of InterestChairman Ali
and Commission Members,Keep Laurel Canyon the historic neighborhood it is!
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district.We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames.We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.The
outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition
to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd.We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission
keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.Sincerely,We Are Laurel Canyon
Barbara Hearn & Terry Dideloton behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Barbara Hearn
My name is Nona Friedman. I live in the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I am an active, dues-paying member of the Ridgewood Wilton Neighborhood Association. It is vitally important to my family and to
my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. For these reasons and so much
more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. I am grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan
K2, where we belong and will be best served. But imagine my surprise when I opened my email to see the last minute submission of Plan L. This plan divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It cuts off many neighborhoods from their
communities of interest which directly contradicts all efforts to keep these communities intact. I have witnessed the commission’s careful response to public testimony. Plan L seems to take none of that testimony into consideration nor does it
include the thoughtful efforts of the Commission in the creation of Plan K2. Plan L turns a deaf ear to months of cooperative work and the social/religious/historical/cultural nuance public testimony provides. I object to Plan L vehemently and
plead with the Commission to immediately reject it in its entirety!
Thank you,
Nona Friedman
Dear Redistricting Committee Members,
Thank you for all your hard work on this very difficult task! I wanted to provide some additional information to my earlier email.
I am a 40-year resident of Los Feliz. Here is why I want Griffith Park added to District G in Map K2:
There is also a lot of history (more than 220 years) to the affiliation of Griffith Park with Los Feliz. The areas of Griffith Park and Los Feliz made up the original Rancho Los Feliz land holding, and the Los Feliz neighborhood always had the
responsibility for the care and welfare of Griffith Park lands since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded in 1800. This relationship has been recognized since Los Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910. So the council district that
contained the Los Feliz neighborhood always included the land comprising Griffith Park Los Feliz is also the gateway neighborhood to the park. Proximity to the park is certainly one of the reasons people live in Los Feliz. People walk there daily,
care for sick animals in the park, etc. So the two areas, Los Feliz and Griffith Park must be kept together.
NOTE: There is no residential population in Griffith Park, so adding Griffith Park to District G would not impact the demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan.
Thank you,
June Harton
On Thursday, September 30, 2021, 02:06:18 PM PDT, JUNE HARTON wrote: Dear Redistricting Committee Members,
I support Map K2 but would like Griffith Park added to District G. I do NOT support Map L.
Thank you,
June HartonLos Feliz
Hello,
I am an Angeleno and resident of CD14. I recently learned of the current
efforts by an unelected redistricting commission to take 73% of CD4 away,
specifically by cutting the low-income rental neighborhoods out of the
district, and thereby removing the voices and representation of diverse,
lower-income neighborhoods. I've also learned that this is an effort to
create a district that consists solely of conservative homeowners. This is
a backdoor recall of City Council Rep Nithya Raman, and I am disgusted by
such an egregious attempt, one that is obviously motivated by a disdain for
lower income Angelenos.
I do not support the discriminatory map K2. Instead, please use Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
I want to see a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. Support
diversity and equity. Don't wipe out the current District 4.
Thank you so much,
Hellen Jo

Nona Friedman

JUNE HARTON

Hellen Jo
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Patricia Ambrose

I listened to the presentation and some of the public comments. I live in
North Hollywood/council district 2.
My council member sent the below information today:
"A story in today’s Los Angeles Times regarding the City redistricting
process reports that Redistricting Commissioners are proposing
Councilmember Krekorian's Council District 2 be moved out of the Eastern
San Fernando Valley altogether and shifted to the west San Fernando Valley
(see District N in map below).
The Councilmember would no longer represent his current District, including
the communities of North Hollywood, Valley Glen, Studio City, Sun Valley
and Valley Village. Those communities would be reassigned to Council
District 4 (District O in map below)."
I am confused. At the beginning of the presentation, a map was displayed
(K2?) that showed redistricted areas N and O (includes No. Hollywood).
There was a revision made to add "2 or 4" and "4 or 2" to those areas, and,
if I understood correctly, the chair said he was sending it back to the
city council for re-review because the redistricting was due to "political
reasons." Please clarify.
If redistricted N is now district 2, does that mean my council member
oversees a totally different geographic area, and if redistricted O is now
district 4, does that mean we have a different council member that we
didn't have an opportunity to elect?
Why are the districts re-numbered? Or is N really 4 and O really 2? Of
course, this issue is of personal importance to me because it's my
neighborhood/council district.
Also, some speakers' opinions were that the way these lines are drawn is
tantamount to gerrymandering. I know one of the core values is integrity,
but what checks and balances are in place to prevent it?
Lastly, will this redistricting have any effect on building codes?
Thank you for providing a forum for comment.
Sincerely,
Patricia Ambrose
(818) 415-8616 (Cell)
Thank you for using Clearances640
Feel free to contact us by phone at 866-761-9990 or by Fax at (323) 372-3716
Hello Mr. Cardenas and the Redistricting Commission,
I am a 29 year resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood and favor the redistricting plan K-2. Miracle Mile belongs in District J and is well accompanied with like communities who share similar interests and have worked hard to establish relationships
to enhance the quality of life for all. This map would continue the success as we work under one council district. There is one request and that would be to include ALL of our neighborhood. The K-2 Plan has cut off 1,700 of our residents (mostly
renters) and creates even more problems. We are a historical HPOZ neighborhood and request our council district cover the entire neighborhood. Lastly, Plan L is absolutely a disaster for our Miracle Mile historic neighborhood. We are Miracle
Mile because of Wilshire Boulevard. Plan L completely cuts us off from our “Main Street” Wilshire Boulevard, an area that gave us our name, Miracle Mile, exactly 100 years ago this year. Please vote in favor of K-2 HOWEVER include the south
eastern portion of Miracle Mile. That would be to extend K-2 from Cochran to La Brea and from Olympic to San Vicente. Please see attached map.
Thank you,
Kari Kari Garcia
Miracle Mile Residential Association / MMRA
Vice President
I am a long time resident of Los Feliz. Griffith Park has been the most important part of the History and the Jewel of our Community from its beginning . It is essential that it remain within the District of Los Feliz. Sincerely, Kathy Metz, Member and
Educator at Griffith Park Adult Community Center.

Kari Garcia

Kathy Metz
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Paul Waters

Dear Redistricting Commission,
I support Plan K2 for the following reasons.
The San Fernando Valley has long been poorly represented by having an excessive number of Council Districts crossing Mulholland. It was three. The last two redistrictings reduced this to two. The time has finally come to make this one, and only
one.
Correcting for this longstanding inequity will be the cause of disruption. So be it. The long-term gain is more than worth the short-term pain.
1 --- One, and only one Council District should cross Mulholland. K2 does this.
2 --- The only place where a Mulholland crossing contains "communities of interest' is the Cahuenga Pass. K2 does this.
3 --- The Council Districts in K2 are quite compact. Much more than the other options which have oddly shaped districts.
4 --- CD-N contains many Latino communities of interest, with 55.7% Latino being more than enough to elect one of their own. It is more than appropriate to create another Council District in the San Fernando Valley with this demographic.
5 --- When "crossing Mulholland" was reduced in previous redistrictings from three to two, this triggered having a Council District move across the city. Namely, when CD-6 was moved from the Westside to the San Fernando Valley. In short, this
has happened in recent history. There's no reason this same thing can't happen again.
6 --- CD-2 should be "Letter O." CD-4 should be "Letter N." When CD-6 was moved to the San Fernando Valley, Councilmember Ruth Galanter served the new CD-6, and served it well. As did Councilmember Galanter, Councilmember Nithya Raman
can certainly represent this area, and represent it well.
Sincerely - - - Paul
=======================================
Paul Waters & Kevin Voecks
12344 Addison St.
Valley Village, CA 91607-3610
818-209-6669
Paul@PaulWaters.me
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Garrett Lindsey

To the Redistricting Commission:
Thank you for considering my previous comment. I have one additional
comment related to statements made today by Chair Ali which I was unable to
make during the public comment period despite raising my hand.
Today, the chair stated that this commission had not used numbered
districts in its considerations, but that conflicts with my understanding
of the Ad Hoc Regional Groups.
The September 13 Ad Hoc Regional Group 4 memorandum expressly stated that
it described Districts 2, 3, 6, 7, and 12. The memo described principles to
unite areas into an entertainment district, and these principles are the
genesis for District Letter O in map K2, which the chair told the LA Times
reporter would become District 4. Further, the chair’s September 16
interregional memo stated that Ad Hoc Regional Group 4 encompassed
Districts 2, 3, 6, 7, and 12, but not District 4.
The K2 map is a proposal to define District 4 entirely with principles
developed in an Ad Hoc Regional Group, outside the regular process, without
the involvement of District 4 stakeholders or representatives.
This commission should reject Map K2 because it does not conform with the
commission’s description of its interregional process. District 4 should
not be redrawn based primarily or wholly on instructions from an Ad Hoc
Regional Group that this commission repeatedly stated did not encompass
District 4. The use of Ad Hoc Regional Groups has resulted in a process
that is neither transparent nor equitable for District 4 residents.
Thank you,
Garrett Lindsey
On Wed, Sep 22, 2021 at 10:33 AM Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission wrote:
Hi Garrett,
Thank you for participating in the Redistricting Process. Please excuse
the late reply, but know that your testimony was logged and shared with the
Commissioners last week.
We appreciate you sharing your testimony with us.
Thank you,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall,
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275,
Los Angeles, CA 90012
(213) 263-5765

On Mon, Sep 13, 2021 at 8:59 PM Garrett Lindsey wrote:
To the Redistricting Committee,
I live in Council District 4, adjacent to Council District 2. I live
within walking distance of the Universal City/Studio City Station, in the
Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council. This subway station is an
extremely important transportation resource as it is one of only two subway
stations in the San Fernando Valley. The station provides fast and
car-free (or car-lite) transportation to dense Hollywood and Downtown
neighborhoods, and brings tourists and commuters to Universal Studios and
NBC Universal.
This subway station, its parking lots, its bus depot, and its adjacent
streets are currently split between different city council and neighborhood
council districts. Furthermore, there is a large apartment complex
adjacent to the Los Angeles River which is in the Hollywood Hills West
Neighborhood Council District, but is about two-thousand feet from any
other HHWNC residence, despite being adjacent or near-adjacent to
residences in Greater Toluca Lake and Studio City Neighborhood Councils.
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Kirsten Roeters

September 30th, 2021
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided
safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire
department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Kirsten Roeters
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Teresa Chung, and I am a member of the Rotary Club of Thai Town.
Today, I would also like to urge the commissioners to support Draft Plan L for Council District 13 which keeps Thai Town whole and Historic Filipinotown within Council District 13. Thank you for all that you do for the communities.
Sincerely,
Teresa Chung
Program Chair, Rotary Club of Thai Town
www.rotaryclubofthaitown.org, www.facebook.com/RotaryClubOfThaiTown
Hello!
*I voice my support map L specifically District G*
Atwater Village Neighborhood Council boundary includes both sides of the
river our future council district should do so too, using i5 as the border.
District G also connects us to river communities of shared interest.
Atwater residents are confused by the line changes at streets and/or the
center of the river. This district G simplifies river issues for residents
of Atwater Village by having 1 city contact for east and west bank problems
along *our 4-mile river border.*
I want to advocate for connecting Atwater Village to other riverfront
communities, it fits your mandate.
Elysian Valley has similar issues to Atwater Village. We are physically
connected by the river, the bike path, bridges, and future
pedestrian/multi-use paths.
- Both communities are surrounded by infrastructure with limited access
through and across.
- Both communities have residential homes and businesses on the
riverfront
- We deal with the multi-jurisdictional issues in and along the LA River
beyond the city… county, state, and federal entities.
- We have potential flood issues and future impacts rising from climate
change.
- We have a shared history of events, community participation, and
policy interests as river communities.
- We share the quality of life issues that only impact riverfront
communities such as ours.
If you are to adjust MAP L, district G in way, shape, or form, I would
suggest adding more riverfront communities, such as Glassell Park.
*Map K-2 would disenfranchise Atwater Village which is barely connected to
Los Angeles by bridges and 2 streets. - We would have no communities of
shared interest and would not see our neighborhood council the boundary
which includes both sides of the river realized in K-2. *
I urge your support of map L and connecting LA River communities!
Thank you,
Karen Barnett
Atwater Village 90039

Teresa Chung

Karen Barnett
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Jim Saltmar

Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Coldwater Canyon area, currently in CD4. I am also a
member of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition, currently in district O
on map K2.
I am opposed to map K2 as it’s currently drawn because it separates us from
our community of shared interests with our neighbors to the west in
Benedict Canyon and Beverly Glen.
I support the recommendation of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood
Association to extend the northern section of District J slightly to the
east to include Franklin and Coldwater Canyons, ending with the inclusion
of Bowmont, Hazen and Briarcrest Drives. We share the same topography, the
same construction concerns, the same fire danger, the same public safety
issues, and the same critical Life Safety services.
Our neighborhood has seen rampant development over the last 10 years.
Joining us with other hillside communities will give us a stronger voice to
protect our hillside neighborhoods.
If it’s not possible to grant this request for the slight realignment of
district J, then I would urge you to approve map L instead of map K2.
Thank you for the challenging work you are doing on the Redistricting
Commission.
Jim Saltmar
2465 Bowmont Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90210
Dear Commissioners,
*Map K2:* District O in Map K2 is far too unwieldy and incorporates too
many communities of dissimilar interests. It divides the San Fernando
Valley in ways it should not. As I have stated in my previous emails,
Studio City is not a "bridge to Hollywood" but is a residential hillside
community. Studio City has more in common with other Santa Monica Mountain
hillside communities including its status as a *Very High Fire Severity
Zone* and part of the *Los Angeles Wildlife Pilot Study*. *If you adopt K2,
please include Studio City (and both sides and both ends, north and south
of Laurel Canyon) with District J.* District J goes all the way south to
Culver City. *Please cut District J short on the Culver City side, and
extend it on the valley side to include the HILLSIDE community of Studio
City. *
*Map L: Map L is the preference for Studio City. If you use Map L, please
include ALL of Studio City, including to the east side of Laurel Canyon.*
Also please note that Studio City does not share the same interests as
Valley Village or other communities located north of the 101 freeway, who
has worked against us on many challenges.
Sincerely,
Kimberly Turner
Studio City For Quiet Skies, Cofounder
3637 Goodland Ave.
Studio City, CA 91604
Dear Commissioners, I am a lifelong resident of the Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is crucial to me that the City Council ensures that my council district includes all of Wilshire Boulevard — that is, with borders including San Vicente, Fairfax and La
Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that is the source of its identity and which has been our "main street” for nearly 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I am respectfully requesting that the Council not divide my neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all the Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Many
thanks.
Kind regards,
David

Kimberly Turner

DAVID MERMELSTEIN
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Marina Jenson

Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills in Council District 4. I strongly
support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of
interest from around the City together.
We strongly support the views of Laurel Canyon and the many Groups you have
heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including
here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the
advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides
the best governance, support, and consideration of the interests of the
various communities.
You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy”
homeowners. This is nothing more than a ploy to divide us and make you
think that we don’t care about renters and their issues. That is not true.
We fight for renters rights. Many of us were renters before we were
homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental
market.
Thank you for your time and consideration,
Marina Jenson
Hello,
This redistricting just came on my radar today with the LA times article. And it appears the chair addressed the concerns raised in that article in his opening comments.
So, I think you will be hearing from a lot more folks who also just found out about this.
The maps need to be looked at more and adjusted per the viable comments today.
Hold off on putting out a final draft map please.
Vaune Kirby

Vaune Kirby
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Mark Hedges

Thanks for letting me speak tonight. Here is an updated map that
accomplishes much of what commenters wanted:
https://districtr.org/plan/56635
Thank you.
-Mark Alan Hedges
1640 N Formosa Ave Apt 13
Los Angeles, CA 90046
+1 (310) 487-7123
On Tue, Sep 28, 2021 at 4:44 PM Mark Hedges wrote:
Dear City Council & Redistricting Committee,
L.A.'s traditional communities create a sense of geographic cultural
identity that transcends statistical demographic boundaries. Please do not
tear them apart with your "divide and conquer" redistricting plans. For
example, the residents of Laurel Canyon feel like you are trying to silence
their power as a voting bloc and their identity as a community by dividing
them down the middle. Aren't you doing the same in other districts?
People want representation for their communities and their common interests
as residents of geographical sub-communities. Instead, you're breaking up
neighborhoods that have held together as distinct communities for a hundred
years. There is no need to do that. Most traditional districts in L.A.
can be kept together under the new census data.
Please consider my redistricting plan here:
https://districtr.org/plan/55224
You have to zoom in a little, move it around, and wait a minute for all
the zones and numbers to settle.
- Less than 0.5% population variance between districts.
- Preserves neighborhoods, for the most part, including Laurel Canyon
as part of a whole Hollywood district.
- Doesn't create weird piecemeal districts.
- Includes a 50% black district.
- Uses natural divisions like freeways, rivers, mountains, and major
streets where neighborhoods had to be adjusted to fit.
I spent almost a whole day on this, so I'd really appreciate it if someone
would actually look at it. :-)

Thanks.
Mark

-Mark Alan Hedges
1640 N Formosa Ave Apt 13
Los Angeles, CA 90046
+1 (310) 487-7123
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Tom Bellino

Hello, my name is Tom Bellino. I'm a board member of the MacArthur Park
Neighborhood Council. I am asking you to remove the albatross around your
necks that is the nonsensical configuration of districts B and L on both
maps. If you unify Northeast LA in one district, it would alleviate so many
issues in this part of town as well as others. There is no logical reason
that Westlake and Eagle Rock should be where they are. I was not able to
attend the CD1 meeting last month, but I read the transcript and not a
single speaker supported the current arrangement. All speakers who
mentioned Westlake did so to say that it has more in common with Downtown
than Highland Park. It sounds like that's being echoed tonight in Lincoln
Heights. Do not ignore us while catering to wealthier areas that will be
listened to no matter which district they're in.
Regarding the maps in question now, I support map L because it gives more
cohesion to the area around MacArthur Park and is a better fit for our
neighbors in Koreatown. It sounds like some of the issues that South LA
residents have with map L would be easy to fix, but the issues people have
with map K2 would be difficult if not impossible to fix.
I would have said this in the meeting tonight but was not given the
opportunity to. Choosing speakers at random is totally unfair to the people
who joined at the beginning. I was on the call for TWO HOURS, meanwhile
someone who joined five minutes before it ended could have spoken. This
would never happen at an in-person meeting, why on earth should it be
allowed in a virtual one?
Thank you for your work.
-Tom Bellino
I am a Highland Park resident. I ask whether you choose K2 or L do not
reduce the Highland Park section of CD 14. In both these maps it appears
that you are splitting York Blvd down the middle from Avenue 49 to Figueroa
Street. Currently, York Blvd from Figueroa to Avenue 49 is in CD 14. It is
unfair to York businesses to do this. Since Highland Park's request to be
united in one Council District was ignored, this is a small ask.
Commissioners do not ignore that Highland Park is a majority Latinx
community and is a part of the East Side with the same Latinx population as
Lincoln Heights. Don't pit us against each other. Our communities of Boyle
Heights, El Sereno, Highland Park, Lincoln Heights are all facing
gentrification. All are Latinx communities were devastated by Covid 19. We
all have renters, workers and immigrants. We were all part of the Chicano
movement. El Sereno, Highland Park and Lincoln Heights are covered by the
NE Community plan with hillsides. Residents of El Sereno, Highland Park and
Lincoln Heights have been fighting evictions, against gentrification, to
save our communities from becoming heat islands, to save our hillsides and
trees together in coalition with NELA no se vende, coyotl macehualli, San
Pascual Arroyo Seco Wildlife Preservation. Clara Solis
(She,her,ella)
323-422-6446
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Stacy Sillins

Anastasia Mann
HHWNC President
[https://s3-us-west-1.amazonaws.com/hhwnc/HHWNC_LOGO.png]
7095 Hollywood Blvd., Suite #1004
Hollywood, CA 90028
310.854.6000
President@hhwnc.org
HHWNC.ORG
Begin forwarded message:
From: Anastasia Mann Date: September 29, 2021 at 11:19:43 AM PDT
To: frank.cardenas@lacity.org, fred.ali@lacity.org, paul@redistrictingpartners.com
Cc: Stuart Ross Subject: Advice please! HHWNC
Good morning Gentlemen.
Community Impact …..
I don’t envy your position right now. I imagine you’re being bombarded from all directions.
I have been president of Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council for approximately 17-18 years now. Our last board meeting was a week ago, September 22. Unfortunately this issue was not submitted as an agenda item on time and we were
unable to add it due to the Brown Act rules, as you know.
We had the item come up briefly under the CD 4 Deputy report without much discussion. Frankly, everyone was and remains quite confused about the process. In reality, every new map would require a new board meeting which is impossible.
Two months ago I went through a horrific cancer surgery and have been very restricted on what I do. I have a second surgery January 6 so I remain “disabled” until I heal from that. I’m supposed to avoid stress, but this issue is now causing
tremendous stress as some stakeholders are panicking.
Obviously we do not have any original map that we can submit for consideration. HHWNC currently has three council districts within our borders. We have CD4, CD13 and CD2. This has not been a problem. Your map of HHWNC left out the
recently identified and verified CD2 portion within our boundaries. This is important.
There are so many sample maps being circulated, some of which seem appropriate and some seem absolutely bizarre. Currently map K2, Indicating our HHWNC boundaries within “O“, seems to be the most acceptable of the latest entries. “L” is
ludicrous and appears to clearly be for political purposes and not to serve concerns of disconnected stakeholders.
Preferably we would prefer to see a contiguous area within the Hollywood Hills/flats - Santa Monica mountain range where we share many issues including concerns for wildlife corridor‘s, our extreme fire and flood danger, illegal activities along
Mulholland drive and increases in crime with home break-ins, auto & mail thefts, etc. These hillside areas include our “flats “which have our 2HHPOZ‘s on the north and south sides of Sunset Boulevard as well as Historic Whitley Heights just east
of the 101. We endeavor to protect our apartment residents from evictions to build mostly non-affordable units which has sadly been the case for years now.
We do not believe that any community /Neighborhood Assn should be divided down the middle. While there are arguments for the benefits of having more than one council district in a Neighborhood Council, people in the local communities
become nervous to be separated. Freeways or major streets that do not divide residential communities are obvious points of division.
Below I’ve included the CORRECT map of HHWNC provided by the LA CITY CLERK.
May I have a time slot to speak tomorrow? Unless you recommend a different opportunity. My cancer surgery has left me in tremendous pain and I cannot stay on a call for multiple hours. I hope you understand this is a very rare situation that I
am in.
Or does this email serve basically the same purpose? Can it be submitted to the record? Is it possible to have a clarification phone call with one of you?
Thank you for your time. And your amazing work on this immense project. You’re certainly doing ten times more than the last effort a decade ago.
Best regards,
Anastasia Mann
Home: 323-876-5641
Cell: 310-753-9777
[cid:D07E419F-D031-43FA-A664-1420277BBF69]
Hello,
As a lifelong resident of the West Valley I’d like to strongly voice my opinion in support of redistricting Map K2. It makes absolutely no sense for Encino to be grouped with Los Feliz the way it currently is. As a result of the current distracting, those
of us in Encino feel that we only have a part time city council person representing us. Please do what’s right and what’s fair for the Valley.
Thank you so much,
Valarie Simms
My name is Eva Malhotra. I was able to join the meeting via zoom today but was unable to voice my opinion about the Redistricting hearing, unfortunately. am a resident of the Santa Fe Art Colony (SFAC) Located at 25th Street and Santa Fe Ave
in Los Angeles. The Santa Fe Art Colony is a community of interest of about 70 artists at the southern end of CD 14.
We are an integral part of the DTLA arts community. Our art colony is located in the Arts District of Downtown LA. Downtown LA has a large number of artists, artist studios, major museums, including MOCA, the Broad, the Geffen, among others,
as well as many art galleries. We at SFAC wish to remain in CD 14. We at the SFAC support MAP L. Sincerely, Eva Malhotra Sent from my iPhone
Sounds a lot like someone doesn't like you? Is this back-biting? I believe we have enough of that in the U.S. already. We don't need more of it here!
David Lyon

Valarie Simms

eva malhotra

David Lyon
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Raul Claros

Dear Redistricting Commission,
Please forgive the typo in the letter where is mentions Reimagine LA Foundation when it’s supposed to read California Rising.
Thank you!
Warmly,
Raúl Claros, Co-Founder
California Rising 310 844 5591 cell
Sent from my iPhone
On Sep 30, 2021, at 5:10 PM, Latino Coalition Los Angeles wrote:
Dear LA City Council Redistricting Commissioners,
The Latino Coalition of Los Angeles, California Rising, and the National Central American Roundtable submit the following public testimony on behalf of the Latinx, Indigenous, Black, and other marginalized communities we represent across the
City of Los Angeles. With gratitude,
Ingrid Rivera-Guzman, MPP
President|Latino Coalition of Los Angeles
phone: (323)573-5341
email: latinocoalitionlapresident@gmail.com
website: latinocoalitionla.org
pronouns: she/her/ella

Erich Nakano

I am representing the Little Tokyo Service Center which serves the Little
Tokyo community. I am writing in support of draft map L, which we support
because it keeps the Little Tokyo community intact within CD14, and
together with Downtown L.A., where there are many connections. I would
also like to request adding Union Station into CD 14. There are numerous
transit lines under construction or being planned that connect Little Tokyo
and Union Station. It therefore makes a lot of sense for Union Station to
be in CD 14, connected to Little Tokyo and Downtown, to facilitate
coordinated planning of such transit lines and related infrastructure and
amenities.
Thank you.
-- [image: Logo] *Erich Nakano* *(he/him)*
*Executive Director*
213-473-3030 | enakano@LTSC.org
*Little Tokyo Service Center* | www.ltsc.org
231 E Third Street, G-106 Los Angeles, CA 90013
I am waiting on the Zoom right now (got kicked off once) and I am from Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Can you please give me priority as you have with other NC reps?
As a resident of Westwood Hills since 1997 in LA I object to this proposal
I support Map K-2
Thank you,
Ellen Castleman
.south Glenroy Ave
Dear Redistricting Committee,
We are in full support of having Korean Town in one district.
Thank you supporting this.
Yours,
Mrs. Jihee Huh
Dear City Commissioners: I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far
northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills from N in the far
northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Recap:Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District NMove
Shadow Hills out of District N Sincerely,Beth SaulStudio City
Please enter the attached letter into the record and consider our input in
your Council District redistricting process.
As we may assist in any way, please contact me. Thank you.
I adamantly support K2 that keeps our hillside communities together without splitting up Laurel Canyon and I adamantly reject Map L
Members of political organizations are not basing opinions on facts - Census data, protected voting rights, established communities of interest, NC’s and published commission guidelines- they are basing opinions on pure political preferences..
and that’s gerrymandering.
PLEASE keep our hillside community together! Support K2Respectfully M RobinsonWoodrow WilsonLa 90046

Michael Schneider
ELLEN CASTLEMAN

Jihee Huh

Beth Saul

Donald Duckworth

mary robinson
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Ann Burroughs

Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners,
Thank you for the opportunity to provide further comment on the
redistricting process.
I am the President & CEO of the Japanese American National Museum which is
in Little Tokyo and part of CD14.
*I am in strong support of Map L which keeps Little Tokyo in CD14.*
*I would like to request a modification that will include Union Station in
CD14.* Little Tokyo has a total of 8 active Metro projects in our
neighborhood with a total of 4 projects with a direct connection to Union
Station. It is important therefore to include Union Station in CD14 to
ensure effective coordination and alignment of community needs.
Thank you for your service.
Ann Burroughs
-- Ann Burroughs
President and CEO
213.830.5650
janm.org
September 30th, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest. The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as
friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
To City Redistricting Commissioners:
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 10313 La Grange Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90025.
I am directly impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I very much SUPPORT the J boundary of Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because: *Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a major thoroughfare, thus disrupting our
neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries.
*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity.
Sincerely,
Ronald D. Rosen 10313 La Grange Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025
CD 5 -- Century Glen HOA

Kathleen Naples

ron@rlaw.pro
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SILDIC CHAN

Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills
in Council District 4. I strongly support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of interest from around the City together.
We strongly support the views of
Laurel Canyon and the many Groups you have heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance, support,
and consideration of the interests of the various communities. You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy” homeowners. This is nothing more than a ploy to divide us and make you
think that we don’t care about renters and their issues. That is not true. We fight for renters rights. Many of us were renters before we were homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental market.
Thank you for your time and consideration,
London Chan Sent from my iPhone
To Whom it May Concern;As longtime homeowners and stakeholders in Hollywood, we remain strongly in favor of Map K2 which keeps our neighborhood intact in a single Council District O. Map L splits our neighborhood between District G and
District O, and therefore is a bad choice for us. If you are in favor of Map L, then we request that you modify it to consolidate our neighborhood in a single district, District O. Our neighborhood aligns better with the neighborhoods in District O.
Further, we don't fully understand the motive behind this redistricting when those who are pushing for this don't live in our neighborhoods.Sincerely,Joanna and Tom Beacom
7813 Hillside AvenueL.A. CA 90046
Wanted to drop a quick note as an Armenian and community member.
Map N divides the Armenian community in Valley Glen, Van Nuys, NoHo areas.
Map L is a much better option.
Thank you for your consideration.
Craig H. Berberian | Founder and Managing Partner
EMPIRE PROPERTY GROUP LLC
11620 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 900 | Los Angeles, CA 90025
O: 310.820.0066 | F: 310.775.6412
E: craig@empirepg.com | W: www.empirepg.com
[Empire Property Group]
[Facebook icon][Twitter icon][Instagram icon]
Good afternoon, My name is Andrew Chi. I live in the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I am an active, dues-paying member of the Ridgewood Wilton Neighborhood Association and my house is in the
federally designated Wilton Historic District. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the
unique services that come with living in historic homes. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. I am grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to
remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. I was completely surprised when I opened my email to see the last minute submission of Plan L. This plan
divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It cuts off many neighborhoods from their communities of interest which directly contradicts all efforts to keep these communities intact. I have witnessed the commission’s careful response to
public testimony. Plan L seems to take none of that testimony into consideration nor does it include the thoughtful efforts of the Commission in the creation of Plan K2. Plan L turns a deaf ear to months of cooperative work and the
social/religious/historical/cultural nuance public testimony provides. I object to Plan L vehemently and plead with the Commission to immediately reject it in its entirety!
Thank you for your understanding, Andrew 125 Wilton Drive

Joanna Beacom

Craig Berberian

Andrew Chi
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Katherine Dayen

Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am writing to you as a concerned homeowner in Shadow Hills regarding the
proposed redistricting of my community.
The proposed redistricting maps (both K2 and L) have me worried. I hope
that you will seriously take into consideration my concerns.
First of all, why in the world would you split the community of Shadow
Hills into two districts? As a first time home buyer, I chose Shadow Hills
as my neighborhood because of the friendliness and camaraderie of this
community. To split this area in two will not allow us to stand as one on
specific issues, since we will be represented by different entities. If
anything, as Councilmember Fred Ali said in the meeting on September 30,
2021, boundaries should not split communities. The entirety of Shadow Hills
should be in one district- specifically with the other equestrian
communities. Both the K2 map and the L map split Shadow Hills into two
different districts.
This is an equestrian community. We should be represented with our
equestrian neighbors in Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Kagel Canyon, La Tuna
Canyon. There aren’t many horsekeeping properties in the City of Los
Angeles. We share common interests and goals with our neighbors in Sylmar,
Lake View Terrace, and La Tuna Canyon. These neighborhoods should not be
split up, so that we may advocate effectively for the preservation of our
very unique agricultural/equestrian lifestyle. As a culturally sensitive
neighborhood, we should not be split from areas that have similar
interests. These neighborhoods should remain in the same district.
I implore you to rethink splitting Shadow Hills and to keep the congruent
equestrian neighborhoods of Shadow Hills, Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, and La
Tuna Canyon in the same district. Please keep our communities whole and
intact. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Katherine Dayen
9930 Shadow Hills Drive
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
(818) 243-2765
Dear Commissioners,
I’m writing in support of Draft Map L. As a lifelong resident of Hollywood, business and property owner, this map gives the cohesiveness we need to continue decades of work invested in improving our area. Thank you,
Debra Pease Wehbe
Hollywood Schoolhouse, Founder/Head of School Emeritus
Central Hollywood Neighborhood Council,
Founder and President 2002-2009
De Longpre Park Coalition - present
Board Of Neighborhood Commissioners - Commissioner, Central Area, 2016 on
Sent from my iPhone
Debbie Wehbe Debbie.Wehbe@gmail.com
1322 N. McCadden Pl. Hollywood, CA, 90028
Hello.
I'm a resident born and raised in Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current
District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Griffith Park is very much a part of my district. Please don’t cut us off! Sincerely,
Cat Kim
Sent from my iKim

Debbie Wehbe

Cat Kim
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Cox, Brad @ Los Angeles

Dear Commissioners, thank you for your service. I am writing with specific comments on the proposed District boundaries and changes as set forth in the most recent K-2 map.
The changes and modifications to Council District 2 under the proposed Map K2 would move Councilman Krekorian out of a District where he has successfully and effectively represented the residents and businesses in his district for many years.
The K-2 Map moves incumbents out of their districts to represent areas that never voted for them, it divides long standing ethnic and cultural communities and at a time when retail and commercial businesses are most fragile, this map splits too
many commercial districts and corridors; to the maximum extent possible, we need one entity, one council office, to assist our community's recovery as we emerge from the impacts of Covid.
I strongly support Map L to ensure our elected officials continue to represent constituencies who elected them, we preserve the important relationships with the ethnic and cultural communities in each of the Districts and it keeps more
commercial districts intact where the Council office has a long relationship with the local business community.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments and I urge you to support Map Alternative L.
Best regards,
Brad
Brad Cox | Senior Managing Director | LEED AP
Trammell Crow Company
2221 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200
El Segundo | CA | 90245
T 310.363.4707 | C 310.462.0715
bcox@trammellcrow.com
www.trammellcrow.com
Follow TCC: Facebook | LinkedIn | Google+
______________________________________________________________
Please consider the environment before printing this email.
This message and any attachments may be privileged, confidential or proprietary. If you are not the intended recipient of this email or believe that you have received this correspondence in error, please contact the sender through the
information provided above and permanently delete this message.
I just want to voice my opinion
To move our district & merge it with a district with different needs
We are happy with our district & the support from our councilperson
Please do not change it
Alison Greenberg
-My main interests are:
1. Atwater staying whole
2. Revising our CD boundary to include both sides of the river (moving it to i5)
3. Connecting to other riverfront communities (Elysian Valley for sure and others if possible)
I like map L because it meets my top 3 issues
initial thoughts on maps based on my top 3 A1-No
B2- riverfront - not to i5
C2-No
D1-No
K- No
K corrected - No
marcus fox
Ingledale Terrace
My name is L Levine. I have had a home in the miracle mile north hpoz area
since the 1980's. I am writing to support the Redistricting Commission for
Plan K2. It is important to the neighborhood as detailed in the larchmont
news (online) . I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2.

Alison Greenberg

Marcus Fox

Lo Jo

Name

Public Testimony

Anastasia Mann

Submission #2
Begin forwarded message:
From: Anastasia Mann Date: September 30, 2021 at 3:50:56 PM PDT
To: frank.cardenas@lacity.org
Subject: HHWNC STAKEHOLDERS
Good afternoon, Frank.
This is a follow up to my email of yesterday. I do plan on calling in shortly.
HHWNC is one of the original accredited operating NCs in the city with the largest geographical area of all.
Re Maps K2 and L, on tonight’s agenda, our stakeholder base and board members who have been reaching out to me in droves over the last few days, overwhelmingly support K2. NO ONE supports L.
There is a lot of fear being generated within our communities that this L proposal is politically motivated by far leftest groups with a power play as a goal and they are manipulating social media accounts to spread false Information.
LA Office holders are not supposed to pledge Allegiance to outside political organizations on any side. All extremes - left and right - are problematic in dealing with citywide issues.
Our concern is keeping our HPOZs together with our Hillsides stretching across the Santa Monica Mountain Range.
We have the same troubling and frightening issues facing CD5 way over the communities now being sought to include in CD4. Fire, crime, negative tourism impact, street racing, drugs etc are spreading due to lack of attention from our
representatives.
Our NC alone represents some 60,000+ homes, apartments, and businesses, with numbers of people far exceeding the census totals.
Please consider our expressed support of K2 while we have had no opportunity for a publicly posted NC meeting dealing with these proposed maps. We still have interest in earlier map options which include CD5, but none in L. L divides our
neighbors at Laurel Canyon and Sunset which is the opposite of your goals.
We currently have CD 2, 4 & 13. I sent you our correct boundary map yesterday but am including it again for your perusal.
Thank you for your time.
Anastasia
310-753-9777 cell
323-876-5641 home
BOUNDARY MAP OF HHWNC 7 AREAS
[cid:82CB68D9-D1DD-48AC-89A5-6B60C00833F7]
Name: Anastasia Mann
Title: President
EMail: President@hhwnc.org
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Anastasia Mann

I submitted the letter below as a community impact statement/request to speak yesterday with a follow up today.
This was not voted on by our board which I disclosed as our September meeting agenda was submitted prior to these dates.
I will also forward todays letter.
Anastasia
Begin forwarded message:
From: Anastasia Mann Date: September 29, 2021 at 11:19:43 AM PDT
To: frank.cardenas@lacity.org, fred.ali@lacity.org, paul@redistrictingpartners.com
Cc: Stuart Ross Subject: Advice please! HHWNC
Good morning Gentlemen.
Community Impact …..
I don’t envy your position right now. I imagine you’re being bombarded from all directions.
I have been president of Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council for approximately 17-18 years now. Our last board meeting was a week ago, September 22. Unfortunately this issue was not submitted as an agenda item on time and we were
unable to add it due to the Brown Act rules, as you know.
We had the item come up briefly under the CD 4 Deputy report without much discussion. Frankly, everyone was and remains quite confused about the process. In reality, every new map would require a new board meeting which is impossible.
Two months ago I went through a horrific cancer surgery and have been very restricted on what I do. I have a second surgery January 6 so I remain “disabled” until I heal from that. I’m supposed to avoid stress, but this issue is now causing
tremendous stress as some stakeholders are panicking.
Obviously we do not have any original map that we can submit for consideration. HHWNC currently has three council districts within our borders. We have CD4, CD13 and CD2. This has not been a problem. Your map of HHWNC left out the
recently identified and verified CD2 portion within our boundaries. This is important.
There are so many sample maps being circulated, some of which seem appropriate and some seem absolutely bizarre. Currently map K2, Indicating our HHWNC boundaries within “O“, seems to be the most acceptable of the latest entries. “L” is
ludicrous and appears to clearly be for political purposes and not to serve concerns of disconnected stakeholders.
Preferably we would prefer to see a contiguous area within the Hollywood Hills/flats - Santa Monica mountain range where we share many issues including concerns for wildlife corridor‘s, our extreme fire and flood danger, illegal activities along
Mulholland drive and increases in crime with home break-ins, auto & mail thefts, etc. These hillside areas include our “flats “which have our 2HHPOZ‘s on the north and south sides of Sunset Boulevard as well as Historic Whitley Heights just east
of the 101. We endeavor to protect our apartment residents from evictions to build mostly non-affordable units which has sadly been the case for years now.
We do not believe that any community /Neighborhood Assn should be divided down the middle. While there are arguments for the benefits of having more than one council district in a Neighborhood Council, people in the local communities
become nervous to be separated. Freeways or major streets that do not divide residential communities are obvious points of division.
Below I’ve included the CORRECT map of HHWNC provided by the LA CITY CLERK.
May I have a time slot to speak tomorrow? Unless you recommend a different opportunity. My cancer surgery has left me in tremendous pain and I cannot stay on a call for multiple hours. I hope you understand this is a very rare situation that I
am in.
Or does this email serve basically the same purpose? Can it be submitted to the record? Is it possible to have a clarification phone call with one of you?
Thank you for your time. And your amazing work on this immense project. You’re certainly doing ten times more than the last effort a decade ago.
Best regards,
Anastasia Mann
Home: 323-876-5641
Cell: 310-753-9777
[cid:D07E419F-D031-43FA-A664-1420277BBF69]
Name: Anastasia Mann
Title: President
EMail: President@hhwnc.org
Good evening City Council Members:
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 2091 Kerwood Ave and am directly impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I SUPPORT the J boundary of Map K2!!
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because: *Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a major thoroughfare. Thus disrupting our
neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries.
*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity.
Thank you,
Mary Beth Peterson & Family
- Margarita Peltier, Overland Avenue homeowner and OAC member
I live on the edge of Studio City/ Sherman Oaks in 91604 and don’t want to lose Krekorian! He’s done well for us. Wendy Mollett Sent from my iPad

Mary Beth Peterson

Denise Peltier
Wendy Mollett
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Maya Graber

Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Maya Graber
1226 S. Orange Drive
LA Ca 90019
Sent from my iPhone
Hi - My name is Mia Livas Porter. I am a 15 year resident of Elysian Valley. I love our community so much that I am running to represent AD51 in the CA Assembly. Tomorrow marks the start of Filipino American History month. Los Angeles has the
largest Filipino population outside of Manila, and they constitute the largest group within the AAPI community. Now, more than ever it is DIRE that we work to unite our Filipino community to build strength and solidarity. We could do that by
keeping Historic Filipinotown as one district with in CD13. In addition, we would strengthen this district as a beacon of Filipino voices if we could add Eagle Rock into CD13. As a Filipino-American, after the rise of AAPI hate in this country, we need
to foster community among our Asian population so that we can all feel safe and welcome. Please help us unite our FilAm voices by including ALL of Historic Filipinotown and Eagle Rock within one council district, CD13.
Thank you,
Mia Livas Porter
Mia Livas Porter
LACDP County Central Committee Member AD 51
2022 Candidate for CA Assembly Follow our Campaign at:
www.MiaForAssembly.com Facebook: Mia For Assembly
Instagram: @MiaForAssembly
Twitter: @MiaForAssembly
Your Vote Is Your Voice.
Los Angeles Redistricting Commission,
Council District 9 under the leadership of Councilman Price has seen great
improvement. From museums, stadiums, new housing, traffic and pedestrian
safety improvements.
When my family was deciding on where to open our business during the
pandemic we understood the risk, but we had also heard that the Office of
Councilman Price focused on businesses. Something we had not had in the
past, a connection with our local elected official. In meeting with him
and his office, they were very helpful in getting our doors open and
guiding us with several issues as we dealt with the pandemic.
Simply, my family business is here because of the investments and support
Councilman Price has brought to South Los Angeles. This area is becoming a
hotbed of investment because of his leadership. We must keep CD 9 as is
and it does not make business sense to change the boundaries in the middle
of all this growth.
Please support South Los Angeles continued revitalization by keeping our
neighborhood whole. Maintain CD 9.
Sincerely,
Sergio Leal
Owner, La Chuperia
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do *not* support
map K2. It cuts me off from my community and my neighbors. Cutting 70% of
the current District 4 is completely *unacceptable* and undermines the
democratic process that elected my representative. Governance in these
districts is already strained for resources, don't make it worse by
sequestering low-income neighborhoods.
*Please use Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the
entire city.*
Sara Wilson
303-746-7807 | sara.d.wilson@gmail.com
I live in the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I am an active, dues-paying member of the Ridgewood Wilton Neighborhood Association and my house is in the federally designated Wilton Historic District. It is
vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic
homes. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. I am grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of
Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. But imagine my surprise when I opened my email to see the last minute submission of Plan L. This plan divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It cuts
off many neighborhoods from their communities of interest which directly contradicts all efforts to keep these communities intact. I have witnessed the commission’s careful response to public testimony. Plan L seems to take none of that
testimony into consideration nor does it include the thoughtful efforts of the Commission in the creation of Plan K2. Plan L turns a deaf ear to months of cooperative work and the social/religious/historical/cultural nuance public testimony
provides. I object to Plan L vehemently and plead with the Commission to immediately reject it in its entirety!Michael Armbruster125 Wilton Drive
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Matt Epstein

Dear Commission Executive Director Cardenas, Commission Chair Ali, and Commissioners,
Map Plan K2 – The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association reiterates its support and recommendation for Map Plan K2 as the Commission’s Approved Draft Map for public consideration. This Plan K2 includes all of Sherman Oaks in District A,
including POSO – a 100% Valley district with four adjacent Communities of Interest that share a broad range of common challenges along the Mulholland Corridor. Most importantly, our own analysis demonstrates that Map Plan K2 gives the
Valley its fairest population balance to the rest of the City – better than any other map from Plan A1 through Plan L. We would be glad to share our analysis with you. We further appreciate that Plan K2 joins Tarzana, Encino, and Sherman Oaks
together as many public comments requested and Commission Regional Group 3 recommended.
Map Plan K2 results from Executive Director Cardenas’ vision and passion. We agree with him that it naturally emerges from basic assumptions of fairness. We are thrilled that the Valley finally gets the 5.7 districts it deserves. Map Plan K2 also
results from the Commission’s courage to look outside the box for new solutions, such as a single bridge district through the Cahuenga Pass. It has been fairly vetted and deserves selection.
Map Plan L – Map Plan L is a challenge because it was recently and abruptly introduced. Although Plan L has all of Sherman Oaks in a single bridge district through the Sepulveda Pass and reasonably balances the Valley and City populations, SOHA
cannot recommend it. We have seen and heard too many concerns about Plan L from multiple organizations across the City. We see too little time to fully resolve these Plan L concerns to the level that Plan K2 has been resolved. We further feel
there is no need to make Plan L any sort of backup or alternate approved plan – this would cause confusion. Plan L is in the public realm, so let the public tell the Commission if they favor it during the four major upcoming public meetings and
public comment period.
District Numbers – SOHA strongly reiterates our recommendation that the Commission’s Approved Draft Plan include assigned Council District numbers – and not simply provide confusing letter identifiers. We have communicated with Council
offices and even they cannot figure out which district would be theirs. The public needs to know which district they will reside in. This information can influence the public’s perception of a district. Please prevent confusion and provide Council
District assignments on the Approved Draft Map.
Thank you
Matt Epstein Berkshire Hathaway Home Services 13300 Ventura Blvd. Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 Direct (818)681-2000 #1 Berkshire Hathaway agent - SAN FERNANDO VALLEY
#2 Berkshire Hathaway agent - LOS ANGELES#5 Berkshire Hathaway agent - NATIONWIDEFRAUD DISCLOSURE:Communicating through email is not secure or confidential; therefore, Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices California Properties will
never send instructions to you regarding wire transferring of funds or requests for confidential financial information such as credit card numbers, bank account or routing numbers by email. If you receive an email concerning any transaction
involving BHHSCP that requests financial or confidential information, do not respond to the email & immediately contact BHHSCP IT Department at (858) 792-6085 DRE#01121162
Dear members of this important commission, in order to follow a
transparent democratic process you must be fair to all Los Angeles
Districts, especially to your constituents. As you design new or expand the
districts, remember that you must consider diversity as a principle. CM
Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district
of renters and it seems that will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. This is unfair.
Moreover, you must make public any maps you're designing based on
increasing and/or decreasing equitable distribution of race and
socioeconomic status representation. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Raul Anorve
4401 Berkshire Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90032
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
Thank you Chair Ali, my name is Doug Aihara. I've been an owner of a family owned business in Little Tokyo that just celebrated its 75th year! I've of course seen many changes over the years with Little Tokyo being part of different districts over
the years.
I strongly support Map L. Am very happy to see Little Tokyo and our neighbors in the downtown area will stay together.
Am also very happy to see our neighbors in Koreatown are also in one single district! I know this is something that they have been seeking for years. Keeping both our neighborhoods together in this way is important for LA, and Map L has my
support for that reason.
Two modifications I'd like to see to Map L is the inclusion of Union Station and Chinatown. Little Tokyo is undergoing 8 Metro projects in and around our neighborhood and with four of them having a direct connection to Union Station, I feel that
having Union Station in the same district makes better sense and will help to ensure coordination and alignment in regards to our neighborhood priorities.
Secondly, it would be terrific if you could also include Chinatown in Map L as well. There is much we share in the history of our neighborhoods as well as our experiences as Asian Americans. I feel we will be facing similar issues in the future and
would see having Chinatown in CD 14 conducive to working with a community in which many values are shared.
Respectfully,
Doug Aihara
Aihara & Associates Insurance Services
250 E 1st Street, Suite 801
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Ph: 213 626-9625 x225
Fx: 213 626-5852
License # 0E83683
Email: douga@aihara-associates.com
www.aihara-associates.com
Hello,
My name is Robin Mabrito and I'm a resident of Greater Wilshire. Currently, I live in Council District 5, but my address would be directly impacted by either of the proposed redistricting maps. I do not support map K2, which would further divide
my community from itself. This map does not make logical sense with regard to how our community actually lives. Instead, I believe Map L is the best option put forward. This map would keep the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together
with Mid City in District 4. Map L represents a much more accurate vision of how our neighborhood actually views itself.
Best,
Robin Mabrito
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Doug Aihara

Robin Mabrito

Name

Public Testimony

Kacey Montoya

September 30th, 2021
VIA EMAIL:
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided
safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire
department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Kacey Montoya
kacey.montoya@gmail.com
310-963-3353 email and text are the fastest ways to contact me
Good afternoon,
As an Armenian American I absolutely oppose the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission's proposal to move Councilmember Paul Krekorian's District. We trust in and voted for Paul Krekorian as our district's first Armenian American
council member. The proposed redistricting would disenfranchise the district's Armenian community with somebody they never voted for. In my opinion Redistricting Commission have no idea/understanding of the people that live in these
district. They are just blindly splitting districts without taking into fact who lives where and which communities live there.
Regards
Khachatur Dovlatyan
To whom it may concern,
I just read the LA Times article and the email you sent regarding the re-mapping of my current District (District O). I am truly disappointed in the work that you're doing without even surveying the residents within these districts to see what our
feedback is. My community does not know Councilmember Nithya Raman and we did not vote for her. We specifically voted for Councilman Paul Krekorian for a specific term. He is the one who knows our community, the people, and our needs.
He also represents a significant number of Armenian American families in our current District. We are a minority group who continuously get overlooked and finally had our voice heard by having the only Armenian American councilmember to
represent us and our needs. And now without any input from the people that voted for their respective representative, you are planning on destroying the trust and relationship that we have built with Mr. Krekorian. We do not want
Councilmember Raman. She knows nothing about our district, community, people or needs. Our vote needs to be respected and Mr. Krekorian needs to complete his term overseeing our district until the next time we vote at the polls.
Thank you,Tina
Hi!
I'm a resident of Los Feliz - north of Hollywood on Berendo (CD4) and I
absolutely don't want map K2 which completely cuts up our district and
removes us from Griffith Park. This plan cuts out 70% of the current
District and is a crazy thing to do without any public input. Please use
Map L so that our district remains intact.
Thanks, and please don't change the district.
Thanks.
-jon price
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Daniel Gaines

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m a lifelong resident of Los Angeles and I'm writing to request the
redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two
draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for
not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the
representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to
weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Daniel Gaines
Dear Commissioners:
Please adopt map K2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in District J - CD5
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Fremont Place, Citrus Square, La Brea-Hancock as well as
nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests.
Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As
residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and fairly represented.
Sincerely, Chana Nathanson 132 S Mansfield Ave Los Angeles, CA 90036
Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
For 27 years we have resided in the unique equestrian community of Shadow Hills. We have enjoyed living in this peaceful community that is next to the Big Tujunga Wash and Hansen Dam Recreational Area with a dramatic stretch of the visually
striking San Gabriel Mountains as a jaw-dropping backdrop. Our semi-rural community is the least dense community in Los Angeles County, a true treasure within the Los Angeles city limits. Shadow Hills is located in the northeast section of the
San Fernando Valley with approximately 2,400 residences. We are opposed to the maps (K2 and L) currently under consideration for adoption for redistricting of the City of Los Angeles.
Shadow Hills serves as an important wildlife corridor adjacent to the Big Tujunga Wash and Hansen Dam Recreational Area. It is not uncommon to see deer, rabbits, coyotes, and even a glimpse of an occasional mountain lion and bear.
Additionally, a numerous amount of both year round and migratory birds, can be viewed in our very own backyards. Because multiple entrance gates are adjacent to the Big Tujunga Wash, Hansen Dam Recreational Area, and nearby San Gabriel
Mountains, residents hike and ride horses daily in the beautiful natural surroundings.
Shadow Hills has a long historical heritage as a horse and animal keeping community with large lots of 1/2 acre or more. After a long day at work in the city, residents can quickly saddle up and escape into an entirely different world. Shadow Hills
shares its common interests and goals with its neighboring communities of Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, and La Tuna Canyon, which are also Mountain Fire Districts in high fire zones, as well as being equestrian and animal keeping communities.
Severing our ties from our fellow District 7 communities will unfairly limit our ability to advocate for Shadow Hills distinctive semi-rural goals and interests. Shadow Hills should not be incorporated into District 2 as we really share no commonality
with these dense urban communities. Over the years, our Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) has tirelessly and effectively, advocated for all of our communities -- Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills, and La Tuna Canyon -- in fire and
equestrian issues. The FTDNC must remain intact in order to continue to represent our communities with one single united voice. Splitting us apart from these two other FTDNC communities would silence our voice and make us powerless to
advocate for our unique interests and goals. We would be set adrift, lost, and powerless among the more populated District 2 urban communities.
Thank you for understanding, and we trust you will vote to retain Shadow Hills within Council District 7.
Sincerely,
Dale & Susan Stedman
10309 McBroom Street
Shadow Hills, CA 91040-1223
818-353-1511 (land line)
818-319-6058 (Susan Stedman/cell)
818-319-6057 (Dale Stedman/cell)

chanaleiba@dslextreme.com
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Tracy Stone

Dear Commissioners,
We are a 501(C)6 Business organization representing a group of businesses located in Elysian Valley, currently located in CD13.
We are writing to strongly request that you either reject Plan K2 as currently drawn, or revise the boundaries of District G to include Elysian Valley for the following reasons:
1. The communities bordering the soft bottom portion of the river (Elysian Valley, Atwater, Glassell Park) should be considered a community of interest as they share a common set of issues and concerns.
2. There is a complex network of state and federal agencies that all have jurisdiction over the river. Navigating basic services on the Los Angeles River with its multi-jurisdictional zoning is incredibly challenging. Complicating that by splitting the
communities along the LA River into different council districts would be a huge setback.
3. CD13 is in the process of completing a number of important projects in this area that they have developed in partnership with the local community, and a sudden transition to a new council district threatens to derail these.
* Elysian Valley Shared Path Improvements
* Elysian Valley Street Lighting Projects - Final phase under construction, pushed through by CD 13
* Pedestrian Safety Improvements in Elysian Valley
* Speed Tables - Riverside Dr and Riverdale Ave (funded by CD13
* Flashing Beacon - Riverside Drive and Elmgrove Ave
* Taylor Yard Bridge Construction - CD13 restarted conversations to honor 1992 MOU
As well we would note that the Councilmember Mitch O'Farrell (of CD13) is the Chair of the primary committee that deals with river issues and of the Olympics subcommittee. Furthermore, as of yesterday he is the Councilpresident pro tem. On
purely the basis of continuity of projects and ongoing efforts, the removal from this district now will hamper efforts, require a restart in the education to the issues ...all happening at the most key moment in time for LA River restoration.
1. Many commercial and cultural organizations have long established relationships to CD 13, and these would be disrupted by a transition to a new council office.
Sincerely,
Allen Anderson, President, Frogtown Association of Businesses
Vijay Sehgal, FAIA
Steven Appleton
Tracy Stone AIA
Cyndi Hubach
[https://mcusercontent.com/367d3634872c9f9c04dc2d9be/images/db20c013-287a-4833-9c06-6e7ab66c8f5c.png]
www.ftab.biz
Hello,
My name is Kevin Kang and I am a Program Coordinator/Housing Counsellor at FACE (Faith and Community Empowerment) which is a non-profit and HUD Certified Housing Counseling Agency located in Koreatown.
I am writing to stand in support of making Koreatown a single unified district. Specifically I am in support of Map L. It is time to keep Koreatown whole - we want to be in a district where Koreatown’s issues are valued and listened to. Koreatown is
an incredibly diverse and unified community that desires and deserves to be whole.
Best,
Kevin Kang
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I live in Sherman Oaks. I have lived here since 2007. What your team is
doing is shameful.
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
I supported Raman and continue to support Raman. She had a historic vote
and a historic level of support. Your actions will intentionally eliminate
my choice.
Please discuss and disclose the maps on THursdays' meeting and provide
copies of all drafts of maps in consideration so far.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
MATTHEW ROBERTSON
310-422-1432 cell
** Message not delivered **
There was a problem delivering your message to spamblocker-challenge@bounce.earthlink.net. See the technical details below.
Learn more here: https://support.google.com/mail/answer/7720
The response was:
The recipient server did not accept our requests to connect. Learn more at https://support.google.com/mail/answer/7720 [bounce.mail.pas.earthlink.net. 207.217.120.71: timed out]
Final-Recipient: rfc822; spamblocker-challenge@bounce.earthlink.net
Action: failed
Status: 4.4.1
Diagnostic-Code: smtp; The recipient server did not accept our requests to connect. Learn more at https://support.google.com/mail/answer/7720 [bounce.mail.pas.earthlink.net. 207.217.120.71: timed out]
Last-Attempt-Date: Thu, 30 Sep 2021 17:11:31 -0700 (PDT)
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Latino Coalition Los Angeles

Dear LA City Council Redistricting Commissioners,
The Latino Coalition of Los Angeles, California Rising, and the National
Central American Roundtable submit the following public testimony on behalf
of the Latinx, Indigenous, Black, and other marginalized communities we
represent across the City of Los Angeles.
With gratitude,
*Ingrid Rivera-Guzman, MPP*
*President|Latino Coalition of Los Angeles*
phone: (323)573-5341
email: latinocoalitionlapresident@gmail.com
website: latinocoalitionla.org
pronouns: she/her/ella
I only just learned about the hearing today, and I want to make sure that the L.A. City Council Redistricting Commission has my comment that I am VERY opposed to any changes in the map of Council District 5.
I hope that you can include this comment in the record. Thank you.
Sincerely,Susan L. GansActing President, Roxbury-Beverwil Homeowners Alliance
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I am writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 13 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps.
Assuming District G in both Plans K2 and L represents CD 13, our district
will be negatively impacted should Plan K2 be adopted. In CD 13 today,
Latinx and Asian voters comprise 38% and 17% of eligible voters,
respectively. Under Plan L’s District G, Latinx and Asian voters would
comprise 34% and 17%, respectively. Under Plan K2’s District G, those
concentrations would drop to 31% and 15% respectively. Plan K2 will
unfairly reduce the diversity that currently exists in CD 13 today by
further diluting the Latinx vote and the Asian vote.
Further, assuming District O in both Plans K2 and L represent CD 4, there
seems to be an effort to move CD 4 deeper into the Valley under Plan K2.
This would deeply dilute Asian voter concentration. In CD 4 today, Latinx
and Asian voters comprise 13% and 11% of eligible voters, respectively.
District O under Plan K2 increases Latinx concentration to 24%; Plan L to
16%. However, under Plan K2, Asian concentration falls to a paltry 6% of
eligible voters. Plan L would increase it to 19%. This dilution of the
Asian vote under Plan K2 is unacceptable and for this reason, Plan L should
be the starting point for this decade’s new map.
We CD 13 constituents share our concerns with those of CD 4 constituents:
Plan K2 seems to be an attempt to gerrymander CM Nithya Raman out of a more
diverse district. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs
of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. This effort would also negatively impact CD 13 by
further diluting its diversity.
Please fully discuss both maps L and K2 on Thursday’s meeting and advance
revised versions of both maps for further discussion and consideration in
the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Cristian Guzman

susan gans

Cristian Guzman
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Kristina Lear

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Kristina Lear
LA
-- Kristina Lear
Organizer
she/her
e learkristina2@gmail.com
p 3103876229
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Kimberly Turner

Dear Commissioners,
I am a 33-year resident of Studio City. Regarding current maps K2 and L, *I
would like to express my support for Map Plan L, but with changes as
described in the last paragraph and the third bullet point. I reject Map
Plan K2 (and Corrected K) because it lumps Studio City with dissimilar
communities that have different needs and different challenges. * In light
of the fact that the maps keep changing, I would ask that you understand
the general quality of *Studio City as a mostly hillside community in
characteristic and need.* I would also ask that you consider the following
as you continue to revise Plans:
- Please clarify who would be representing Studio City (currently
CD2- Krekorian). This is vital information.
- Studio City, founded in 1927, is an historic community and should
be identified by name on the maps so that we can easily determine which
region it is shifting into.
- *Studio City should be kept together and not divided in
representation*. *Both the east and west sides of Laurel Canyon should be
kept together *with the rest of Studio City. *Plan L divides it, and should
be adjusted to include the east side of Laurel Canyon with region J.*
- As stated in my email below, *Studio City* is a residential
hillside community and has *more in common with other hillside communities*,
and therefore should be grouped with them in order to *help protect our
irreplaceable parkland and wildlife*
- *Studio City* is classified as a *Very High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone and our district must be contiguous with other Santa Monica Mountain
communities that share our fire and environmental concerns.*
- *Studio City* is also part of the *Los Angeles' Wildlife Pilot
Program*, and is the home of SMMC/MRCA public parkland including Wilacre
Park, among the most visited parklands in Los Angeles. Again, providing
more commonality with other hillside communities than areas to the north.
- *Studio City is no longer an entertainment district*. CBS Radford
Studios is leaving and that space will likely become residential. Our
interests, priorities and populace are not similar in any way to that of an
entertainment district. Using Studio City as a gateway to advertise
Hollywood -- with electronic billboards and overdevelopment -- will subvert
what Studio City actually is – a quiet, hillside, low-rise residential
community.
- Studio City should not be grouped with communities to the north as
we have very little in common with them. They do not share our natural
habitat and wildlife concerns.
*Map L*, the current map under consideration where *Studio City is in
region J*, would be *preferable if it included both the west AND EAST sides
of Laurel Canyon so as not to divide the representation of Studio City.*
This could be adjusted by removing the area north of Encino that does not
share hillside characteristics or needs. If you can make these slight
revisions, I support Map Plan L.
Thank you for considering these comments in the 9/30 meeting.
Sincerely,
Kimberly Turner
Studio City For Quiet Skies, Cofounder
3637 Goodland Ave.
Studio City, CA 91604
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Kimberly Turner Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 12:24 PM
Subject: COMMENT FOR 9/30/21 REDISTRICTING MEETING
To: Dear Commissioners,
In light of the fact that the maps keep changing, I want to rescind my
support for the Map Plans identified in my email below and instead would
ask that you focus on the spirit of the comment regarding *Studio City as a
mostly hillside community in characteristic and need.* I would also ask
that, in addition, you consider the following as you continue to revise
Plans:
- Please clarify who would be representing Studio City (currently
CD2- Krekorian). This is vital information.
- Studio City, founded in 1927, is an historic community and should
be identified by name on the maps so that we can easily determine which
region it is shifting into.
- Studio City should be kept together and not divided in
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lakersalex

I support Map L
Thank youAlex de Cordoba Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Hello there,
My name is Maria Carmel Valendez and I am the Youth Programs Manager for Search to Involve Pilipino Americans (SIPA). SIPA is a Community Based Organization that has worked in the Historic Filipinotown area of Los Angeles for the past 47
years.
I am writing on behalf of the two neighborhoods of Historic Filipinotown or HiFi and Thai Town. I am saddened that neither HiFi or Thai Town are mentioned in the Inter-Regional Ad Hoc Memo and that none of the current redrawn maps keep
these two communities intact and within CD 13. Residents of these communities as well as Filipino and Thai community members want to keep both of these historic neighborhoods within Council District 13 instead of being split between 2
council districts. By splitting these neighborhoods into different council districts, you will:
* Diminish the voice of these two thriving ethnic communities
* Harm Filipino and Thai businesses, the local economy with these two neighborhoods, and their standing as cultural destinations
* Hinder and endanger employment opportunities, social services, affordable housing, and cultural institutions and activities for our youth, families, elderly, and overall communities
Keeping these two neighborhoods within Council District 13 will unite the ethnic enclaves of the area which include not only HiFi and Thai Town but also Little Armenia, and part of Koreatown. This ensures that the voices of Los Angeles'
communities of color are heard.
I have created a draft map HERE to showcase what Historic Filipinotown looks like and that this community with its rich Filipino history and culture should be kept in one district, CD 13. Filipinos are the largest AAPI population in LA, and we should
have a district where our needs and voices are heard.
In addition, have the district be extended to Eagle Rock where a strong Filipino community reside.
Thank you for your time and attention.
Sincerely,
Maria Carmel Valendez (she/hers) | Manager, Youth Programs
[cidimage003.jpg@01D63E79.1F9BD6C0]
Search to Involve Pilipino Americans (SIPA) | sipacares.org
facebook.com/SIPACares | instagram.com/sipacares
3200 W Temple St, LA, CA 90026
213.799.2053
maria@sipacares.org
To Whom it May Concern
I have closely reviewed the two redistricting drafts, and as a long-term resident of the City of LA and the districts impacted, I strongly support Draft "L". Sincerely, Jon Seltzer
3034 Angus St. LA CA 90039

Maria Valendez

Jon Seltzer
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JAMES ENSTROM

September 30, 2021
Los Angeles Redistricting Commission
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Dear Commission Members,
I am a former President of the Roscomare Valley section of Bel Air and a
48-year resident of Los Angeles in the area that is currently Council
District 5 (CD5). I agree with the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood
Council (BABCNC) support for the version of Redistricting Draft Map K2 that
includes all of Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon in District J.
These three communities have small populations and should not be divided in
any map version. District J in Draft Map K2 has roughly the same
boundaries as the current CD5 and is well drawn.
If possible, please extend District J on Draft Map K2 a little further east
to include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of
Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives. This change will not involve a
large population increase (2,756 residents), but will bring important open
spaces into District J that are an essential part of this community that
share a community of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon
traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of
Interest map 47000. This is the dividing line for Police and Fire
Department services as well.
District O on Draft Map K2 is not geographically compact, bypasses some
populations to include others, and must be revised to
meet redistricting criteria. Making this district more compact would
inherently make it more coherent. I support the inclusion of hillside
communities to the east as currently configured in District O. I support
the Laurel Canyon Association's request to have Laurel Canyon included
within a single council district.
I oppose Draft Map L. Although Draft Map L keeps the BABCNC territory
together in District J, this District J is shifted substantially north into
the San Fernando Valley and Draft Map L has many other problems.
Thank you very much for your hard work to obtain fair and optimal
redistricting in Los Angeles.
Sincerely yours,
James E. Enstrom, PhD
jenstrom@ucla.edu
cc: Frank Cardenas , Rafael Gonzalez <
rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org, Robert Battles
, *Arianna
Bankler-Jukes*
Hello,
I am a resident of Koreatown and would like to speak out against council
maps that would disenfranchise renters in favor of wealthy homeowners. We
need a unified Koreatown under CD4.
Thank you.
Jane Nguyen
-- janesocal.com
jane.socal@gmail.com
949.829.2046
I’m a resident of NELA and am more in favor of Draft Plan K2 as it appears
o have diversity and greenspace.
A growing body of research suggests that kids today are suffering from nature
deficit disorder
and
need to be in touch with living greenery for optimum physical and mental
health.
My question is was access to nature places in drafting the maps? The east
side is becoming a nature deprived which is damaging to all.
Thank you
Toochis Rose

Jane Nguyen

Toochis r
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Fox/Newby

I currently reside in studio city in district 2 and think that the idea of moving studio city, north Hollywood, etc. into the current district 4, is an excellent idea. I like the idea of the valley and the City being together. Having districts that are only in
the valley or the city promotes division.
Thank you.
Chairman Ali & Commission Members,
I'm a Hollywood Hills resident in Council District 4, strongly supporting
Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods & communities of interest
from around the City together.
We strongly support the views of Laurel Canyon & the many Groups you have
heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including
here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the
advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides
the best governance, support, and consideration of the interests of the
various communities.
You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy”
homeowners. This is nothing more than a ploy to divide us and make you
think that we don’t care about renters and their issues. That is not true.
We fight for renters' rights. Many of us were renters before we were
homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental
market.
Thank you for your time and careful consideration in this.
Respectfully yours,
Ann Epstein-Cohen
+1 213.308.4800
Hi,
I’m a resident of the Wilshire Park neighborhood of CD4, & do not support Map K2. I’d prefer the use of Map L, which keeps the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together with Mid City in District 4. Keep Koreatown Unified!
Thank you,
Raymond Tejada
Resident
To Whom it May Concern
I have closely reviewed the two redistricting drafts, and as a long-term
resident of the City of LA and the districts impacted, I *strongly*
support *Draft
"L". *
Sincerely,
Mario P Ceballos
3032 Angus St. LA CA 90039
-- The information contained in this e-mail may be confidential and is
intended solely for the use of the named addressee. Access, copying, or
re-use of the e-mail or any information contained therein by any other
person is not authorized. If you are not the intended recipient please
notify us immediately by returning the e-mail to the originator.

Ann EC

RAY TEJADA
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Nigel Daly

September 30th, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general
welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local
independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel
Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the
east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s
lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to
the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites
are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State
of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We
are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear
and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s
backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on
scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out
those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We
have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio
operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, *We Are a Community of
Interest.*
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep
our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who
we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property
and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our *strong support *of the
Commission’s *Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. *We also
voice our *strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd*.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its
redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government
and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Nigel Daly & family
8847 Wonderland Ave
Los Angeles CA 90046
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Valerie Morishige

Hello Commission,
I live in the Hollywood Hills (according to LA Times neighborhoods) just
north of Franklin. On Nextdoor, I am part of The Oaks neighborhood.
Just south of Franklin and north of Hollywood Blvd. there are several
encampments of folks who are unhoused. I am tired of the people on Nextdoor
complaining about this situation and saying our council member won't do
anything. What seems like a very vocal faction gets all up in arms, blames
everything on our council member, and vilifies the city government.
However, they fail to acknowledge:
1. that the areas they like to complain about are not in our district
(CD4)
2. we make up a geographically disenfranchised neighborhood because our
concerns about Hollywood get drowned out by other areas in the district
3. this is a problem that has been years in the making and has been
exacerbated by the unprecedented challenges of the pandemic
4. the way the lines are drawn now upholds institutional racism to the
detriment of everyone in this neighborhood.
My neighborhood council is HUNC, Hollywood United Neighborhood Council,
which is very ironic because every single map iteration does NOT unite us
with the rest of Hollywood. The most iconic Hollywood attraction, the
Hollywood sign, has it's closest entrances in my neighborhood; yet, we are
NOT grouped with Hollywood.
I also agree with Commissioner Suh regarding the superfluousness of
creating an "entertainment" district. That group has too much power in the
city government already as evidenced by the access that Jeffrey Katzenberg
had to push through 41.18. We need you to draw lines that will give power
back to the ordinary people.
If we are going to build back better in the next decade, my neighborhood
needs to be in the same district as the rest of Hollywood so that we have
agency and a voice in local government. Since it looks like there won't be
much movement from these 2 options K2 and L, here are my comments:
- The system is not working now and map K2 which keeps Hollywood Hills
disenfranchised by grouping with the Valley is an insult
- Map L at least keeps District O out of the Valley and groups us with
Griffith Park which makes sense since we face similar fire risks and
challenges with tourism.
Thank you very much.
Valerie Morishige
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. We have an actual NEOGHBORHOOD where we know and look out for each other. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our
diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity. I request you not divide
our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Adrienne Alston820 S Detroit StMiracle Mile, L.A.

Adrienne
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Isabella Roland

Dear Commissioners,
My name is Isabella Roland, I live in CD 4, 90027. I’m writing to request
the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the
two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important
for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both
the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced
to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Isabella Roland
-- Isabella Roland
Assistant to Suzanne Martin
323-898-4441 (c) 310-733-3016 (o)
https://twitter.com/rosabelland
https://www.instagram.com/izthisfashion/
www.facebook.com/TurntShow
Dear Commissioners,
As a resident of Los Angeles, I don't support the K2 Map as it wipes out
the current District 4. We need a map that supports diversity and equity.
So many of us Angelenos rent and I want a district map that protects the
voices of tenants in LA. Please work off of Map L in developing an
equitable set of districts for the entire city.
thank you!
Dear Commissioners, <BRI am a concerned citizen and want to see the Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes
all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. <BR<BRMiracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.<BR<BRMiracle Mile
should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.<BR<BRI want to
thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. <BRI support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. <BR<BRSincerely,
Dee Ann Newkirk
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I am a resident of CD4 and I’m writing to request the redistricting
commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps
being considered at Thursday’s meeting. It is unfair to both the
representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to
weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Henry Mantel

<RN

Dee Ann Newkirk
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Jeff Strauss

Hi there, my name is Jeff and I've lived in Hancock Park for over 25 years.
As a longtime CD4 resident I'd like to voice my support of Map L as the
redistricting map to work off of in order to work towards equitable
districts in this city. I do *not *support Map K2 which removes several
important communities from the district and makes it less diverse, less
equitable, and less reflective of LA at large. It's crucial that you keep
the Greater Wilshire NC together with Mid City in one district.
Thank you,
Jeff
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Good afternoon,
I have just been requested by President Patricia Bates to speak on the Encino Neighborhood Council's updated and newly filed Community Impact Statement during today's Commission meeting.
Related to the boundaries of the Encino Neighborhood Council and the shared boundaries of the Encino and Lake Balboa communities, please see the attached Council File 06-2613 motion and description that was adopted by the City Council
November 2, 2007. Please note this official action placed the official boundary line of the two communities at Victory Boulevard between White Oak Avenue and Balboa Boulevard, then Balboa Boulevard between Victory Boulevard and the Los
Angeles River, then the Los Angeles River east of Balboa Boulevard to the 101/405 interchange.
Thank you for your consideration.
Cordially,
Glenn Bailey
Park Advocate/Environment RepresentativeTreasurer 2021-22Past Sergeant at Arms 2016-2018, 2021
Past President 2012-2014
Encino Neighborhood Council
Office/Voicemail/Text: 818-514-5355
----- Forwarded Message ----- From: "clerk.cis@lacity.org" To: "redistricting.lacity@lacity.org" Cc: "batesenc@gmail.com" Sent: Thursday, September 30, 2021, 09:19:56 AM PDTSubject: Community Impact Statement - Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission
Your Community Impact Statement has been successfully submitted to Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission. If you have questions and/or concerns, please contact the Department of Neighborhood Empowerment at
NCSupport@lacity.org. ******** This is an automated response, please DO NOT reply to this email. ******** Contact Information Neighborhood Council: Encino Neighborhood Council Name: Patricia Bates Phone Number: 8184250962 Email:
batesenc@gmail.com The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(14) Nay(2) Abstain(4) Ineligible(0) Recusal(0) Date of NC Board Action: 9/22/2021 Type of NC Board Action: For Impact Information Date: 09/30/2021 Update to a Previous Input:
Yes Directed To: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission Council File Number: Agenda Date: 09/30/2021 Item Number: 1 Summary: A Community Impact Statement (CIS) was filed on September 23, 2021 stating that the Encino
Neighborhood Council (ENC) and Community, being defined geographically as Mulholland Drive on the South, Victory Boulevard to the North, the 405 San Diego Freeway to the East, and Lindley Avenue to the West, kindly requests that the Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission take the following into account for redistricting: When given the choice between Redistricting Partners plans (maps) B2 and C2, the Encino Neighborhood Council clearly prefers Map Concept (Plan)
C2 for Encino. We note that there was discussion of the various options among the board members at the meeting. Two members voted against the C option, stating that they preferred to be in an East-leaning district, and four voted to abstain,
feeling they did not have sufficient information, and the motion was approved by 14 members. While redistricting is an unusual (every 10 years) situation, it is incumbent on CIS filers to track the progress of proceedings and clarify their position as
facts being examined change (for example map reference numbers).This supplement to the original CIS is being filed to make clear the connection between the originally preferred plan, C2, and its successors J, K, and in part “K Corrected” and K2
(both “K Corrected” and K2 separate the Sepulveda Basin from Encino). The preference of the Encino Neighborhood Council is still for Plan C2, and that Encino’s boundaries are defined geographically as Mulholland Drive on the South, Victory
Boulevard to the North, the 405 San Diego Freeway to the East, and Lindley Avenue to the West. Further, the included map shows clearly that the Sepulveda Basin is part of Encino. Kindly see the attached document for further clarification.
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Suellen Wagner

Dear Committee,
I am a 30 year resident of Studio City, which is CD2. I hereby submit the
following comment:
Dear Commissioners,
*On reviewing the new materials, K, K Corrected, K2 and L, I wish to* r*escind
my previous support for Plan K, K Corrected, and K2. All of these plans
attempt to blend very dissimilar communities with dissimilar needs, desires
and challenges. I support PLAN L WITH MODIFICATIONS, AS DESCRIBED BELOW: *
Studio City appears to be bouncing around to other districts, with no
clarity as to whether we will retain our CD2 representation by Paul
Krekorian or be in a new District represented by Ramen or Koretz. It
appears that the interests and needs of Studio City are being ignored and
that we have merely become a puzzle piece that moves at the will of other
district offices.
- Studio City is a unique and historic community, founded in 1927, with
several historic neighborhoods including Fryman/Wilacre and the Silver
Triangle.
- With the exit of CBS Radford, we can no longer be considered an
"entertainment district." That is history and not current reality. We do
not want to encourage increased urbanization and digital billboards that
might be expected in such a district.
- We are a hillside community, known as a place for recreation and
peaceful respite in our parks and beautiful hillsides, including some of
the most visited parklands in the region.
- We are part of the Santa Monica Mountains that encompass our hillsides
and canyons.
- Hillside communities share special interests and challenges .
Residents are caretakers of irreplaceable natural habitat, open space and
wildlife and take that role seriously.
- We share the extreme threat of fire in the Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zone, and need to band together to prevent fire, protect public
safety, and mitigate fire risk.
- Contiguous neighboring hillside communities with common interests
should be grouped together.
- *With modifications, Plan L, District J would best meet these
requirements**.* However, the east side of Laurel Canyon must be added. *All
of Laurel Canyon, both east and west, AND NORTH AND SOUTH, which is Studio
City, belong in the same district, here District J. *The proposed
district is light in population at this point, so the east side of Laurel
Canyon can and must be added, perhaps by removing areas north of Encino.* If
these changes can be accommodated, my neighbors and I residing in Studio
City can support Plan L.*
Sincerely,
Suellen Wagner
Board Member Save Coldwater Canyon
Cofounder Studio City For Quiet Skies
12184 Laurel Terrace Dr.
Studio City 91604
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lmarbesc@gmail.com

To LA City Council Redistricting Commission:
I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment
can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the
far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving
Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills
from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community
that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the
Southeast Valley issues. Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Thank you.
Laurie Cohn
4227 Bellaire Ave.
Studio City, CA 91604
Dear Committee Members:
Thank you for paying attention and realizing Echo Park needs to stay in CD
13.
Elysian Park is a jewel in Los Angeles and should be shared equally by CD 1
and 13. People come from all over to enjoy and utilize the park.
I support a division starting at Vin Scully drive, going up around Dodger
Stadium and then cutting straight across Elysian Park to Riverside Drive.
Thank you so much for all your hard work!
Diana Wagman
Lake Shore Avenue
Los Angeles, 90039
30 year resident of Echo Park.
Hello,
I understand that a draft LA City Council redistricting map proposes dividing up the Westside community among three Council Districts. The proposed Map L would spread the Westside Neighborhood Council among the existing Council Districts of
5, 10 & 11 and would split up many of the homeowners associations as well.
I write to urge you to reject Map L which ignores historical boundaries; divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts; and splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
Please support Map K2. This map keeps the Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District; takes into account the boundaries of the homeowners’ associations; and continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
Thank you for your consideration.
-jennifer poulakidas
concerned Westside resident
1872 Midvale Avenue #108
Los Angeles, CA 90025

Diana Wagman
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russell nygaard

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I am writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 13 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps.
Assuming District G in both Plans K2 and L represents CD 13, our district
will be negatively impacted should Plan K2 be adopted. In CD 13 today,
Latinx and Asian voters comprise 38% and 17% of eligible voters,
respectively. Under Plan L’s District G, Latinx and Asian voters would
comprise 34% and 17%, respectively. Under Plan K2’s District G, those
concentrations would drop to 31% and 15% respectively. Plan K2 will
unfairly reduce the diversity that currently exists in CD 13 today by
further diluting the Latinx vote and the Asian vote.
Further, assuming District O in both Plans K2 and L represent CD 4, there
seems to be an effort to move CD 4 deeper into the Valley under Plan K2.
This would deeply dilute Asian voter concentration. In CD 4 today, Latinx
and Asian voters comprise 13% and 11% of eligible voters, respectively.
District O under Plan K2 increases Latinx concentration to 24%; Plan L to
16%. However, under Plan K2, Asian concentration falls to a paltry 6% of
eligible voters. Plan L would increase it to 19%. This dilution of the
Asian vote under Plan K2 is unacceptable and for this reason, Plan L should
be the starting point for this decade’s new map.
We CD 13 constituents share our concerns with those of CD 4 constituents:
Plan K2 seems to be an attempt to gerrymander CM Nithya Raman out of a more
diverse district. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs
of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. This effort would also negatively impact CD 13 by
further diluting its diversity.
Please fully discuss both maps L and K2 at today's meeting and advance
revised versions of both maps for further discussion and consideration in
the October Public hearings.
Thank you,
Russell
As the director of the Corita Art Center, our organization is a stakeholder of Los Feliz and Hollywood Council District 4. I do not support map K2, which removes our neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of
interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4, would affect our programming and outreach capabilities to these communities.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Best regards,
Nellie Scott
Director
Corita Art Center
corita.org
THIS E-MAIL IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE ADDRESSEE(S) AND MAY CONTAIN CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION. IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY USE OF THIS INFORMATION OR DISSEMINATION,
DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING OF THIS E-MAIL IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS E-MAIL IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY THE SENDER IMMEDIATELY BY RETURN E-MAIL AND DELETE THE ORIGINAL MESSAGE. THANK YOU.
Dear Commisioners,
Immediately disclose Council District numbers, stop the gerrymandering of CD 4, and advance maps L and K2 for the public to review in October.
From being a commission that was purportedly “putting equity, integrity, and transparency on the map” this commission has turned to drawing a bent, partial, and opaque new LA City Council District map.
Have been watching your meetings and it is obvious that a small cabal of commisioners ( Fred Ali/Richard Katz et al.) are making decisions helping Mitch O’Farrell’s re-election by making CD13 whiter and more conservative with less Black, Latinx
and Asian constituents.
At the same time this same cabal of white commisioners are disenfranchising the largest group of LA voters who have ever voted for a Councilmember, an Asian women, Nithya Raman by moving CD 4 to a predominately white area.
Raman voters are not the only ones targeted so are Armenians in the San Fernando Valley who elected Paul Krekorian as he will no longer be their Councilmember.
As always in Los Angeles, Downtown elites are calling the shots there by having Kevin De Leon represent all of DTLA.
Sincerely,
Robert Peppey
Silver Lake
Sent from my iPhone

Nellie Scott

Robert Peppey
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Travis McClendon

To Whom it May Concern,
I am a Koreatown resident and am troubled by the proposed Draft Map K2 and the way that it carves up Central Los Angeles and the neighborhoods of Koreatown, Rampart Village, East Hollywood, and more into up to four different districts in
order to extend those districts out to the San Fernando Valley and Westside.
In the preferred Draft Plan L, the neighborhoods south of the Hollywood Hills are grouped together in two districts, while in Draft Plan K2, residents of Hollywood are in the same district as people north of Sun Valley (O), while people in
Koreatown share a district with residents of northern Bel Air (J).
Please consider Draft Plan L or another districting process that does not carve up the dense, diverse, neighborhoods that make up central Los Angeles.
Thank you,
Travis McClendon
mcclendontravis@gmail.com
(907) 317–2631
I've been a resident for 25 years and am appalled by the redistricting
proposal.
Keep Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together with Mid City in
District 4."
Mindy Schultheis
Good afternoon.
I *do not* support Map K2. Removing roughly 70 percent of CD4 is
unacceptable. If the districts are to be redrawn, *please work off of Map L*.
We should be building a city that supports diversity and equity. We want a
city with districts that protects the voices of tenants, not just wealthy
homeowners. I have always rented and will likely have to rent the rest of
my life, so, to me, Map K2 sets a dangerous precedent that a privileged few
can overturn any gains that us renters make in this city.
This year, I moved downtown to CD14. I lived in CD4 for 10 years. In my
last months in CD4, I was proud to campaign and vote for Nithya Raman,
helping her secure a victory to become councilwoman. Map K2 feels like a
response to this victory and us working-class people finally having actual
representation. Anyone voting for Map K2 should be ashamed for supporting a
move that is blatantly undemocratic.
-- *Brad Flick*
e: bradflick.sound@gmail.com
c: 314-705-2175
w: bradflick.com
We were very disturbed by the new proposed redistricting plan.
I live in the area called Ladera.
We are part of the Westchester community, and have common interests with
our neighbors on the westside of Los Angeles.
Our representatives in the Neighborhood Council are in Westchester, we
attend community fairs. We share information, and common events.
We would be lost among the newly proposed district.
Although we are a small "finger shaped" niche of Los Angeles, we connect LA
to LAX! and are often overlooked in the bigger picture. At one point our
area is only one block wide. That's why we will do so much better
continuing with our current district.
Please reconsider.
Thank you,
-- Kyla Wilkenfeld
Heartsong Interpreting
323.577.Kyla (5952) voice/message
k.wilkenfeld@gmail.com
http://kwilkenfeld.wix.com/kyla-wilkenfeld
"The profession of interpreting will only improve when we, as individual
interpreters, begin to learn, share, and teach each other."
"Feel the fear..... and do it anyway. Even if you fail you can learn
something."
Love ** Fear

Mindy Schultheis

Brad Flick

Kyla Wilkenfeld
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Daniel Kilbride

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Daniel Kilbride
North Hollywood, CA
To the Redistricting Commission,
I’ve been living in Chinatown for over 30 years. I do not support Map K2 and how it splits Chinatown in District L. as it causes a lot of harm in the community. Chinatown is already disappearing as it is. Please keep Chinatown together.
Best,
Sophat
Dear Commissioners, <BRI am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. <BR<BRMiracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.<BR<BRMiracle Mile should also remain in same
district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.<BR<BRI want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. <BRI support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed
map. <BR<BRSincerely,
Hello,
My Name is Debra Suh, and I'm the Executive Director of Center for the Pacific Asian Family, a nonprofit organization located in Koreatown.
I am writing to wholeheartedly support the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. Draft Plan L best reflects the results of the census data and the identity of the Korean American community in Los Angeles because it
keeps Koreatown unified as a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Consolidating all Koreatown into one district also enhances our ability to work more cohesively on future community and land use planning projects while
giving our community a greater voice on citywide matters. I truly believe this proposed map gives our community the best chance to thrive in the future and respectfully request your support for Draft Plan L for the final map.
Best,
Debra Suh | Executive Director
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers
Center for the Pacific Asian Family
T 323.653.4045 x318 | 1.800.339.3940 24-hour multilingual helpline
NurturingChange.org
[cid:image001.png@01D7B619.EC5378D0] [cid:image002.png@01D7B619.EC5378D0]
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Chaim Tureff

To Whom it May Concern,
My name is Rabbi Dr. Chaim Tureff. I am part of the LA Jewish Communal
Redistricting Coalition. Thank you for this huge task and for your
commitment to equity and transparency.
Jewish residents and particularly those that adhere to orthodox Jewish
practice are part of a community of interest with particular need of
representation and cohesion because of our unique practice, social service
needs and rising antisemitism. Fairfax, LaBrea, have a large traditional
Jewish demographic, with many seniors and holocaust survivors who receive
services from organizations inside CD5. This is why I support Map K2,
though not perfect, it is currently the most equitable option presented so
far for our community and others. I strongly urge that you reject the late
to the discussion Map L which bypassed all the transparency and
consensus building
that went into developing Map K2.
In the last redistricting only 3 blocks of Hancock Park were put into CD5
and Valley Village was removed from CD5. The community has asked in
multiple redistricting processes to be made whole in the historic Jewish
district which is CD5. By some chance Map L should be moved forward we
implore you to make sure that Hancock Park, Beverlywood, and Pico Robertson
which is the center of Jewish Los Angeles, stay within their historic
community of interest which is Council District 5 and to allow Valley
Village to be part of the Western most portion of Sherman Oaks which shares
communities of interest in and around the Chandler Blvd Corridor which was
formerly CD5 as well. We strongly urge the commission to enact Draft Plan
K2- District J and support the Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition's
request for cultural equity.
Thank you so much for your wise consideration.
Sincerely,
Rabbi Tureff
-- Rabbi Dr. Chaim Tureff
He/Him
*Rav Beit Sefer*
*Zoom ID: 2598111427 *
The Rabbi Jacob Pressman Academy of Temple Beth Am
1055 S. La Cienega Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90035
Tel: 310.652.7354 ext.291 Fax: 310.360.0850
*Developing Minds. Nurturing Hearts. Instilling Jewish Values.*
*pressmanacademy.org *
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich communities. In particular, I would like us to
stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.<BR<BRHere's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will
weigh the interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have clear representation on City
Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
<BR<BRPlease ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Commissioners,
I know you all are very busy so I will be brief: I fully support the
redistricting proposal presented in your Draft Map K-2. I applaud your
efforts to keep communities of interest together and feel like including my
neighborhood, Hancock Park, with similar communities to the west and north
is a dramatic improvement to the hodgepodge that now constitutes District
4. This will have clear benefits to our community and I thank you for your
foresite, even in the face of opposition by certain council members who are
cynically resisting the changes so that they might more easily be
re-elected in the future.
Thank you,
Michael Connolly
533 S Muirfield Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90020
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Lydia Neeley

To whom it may concern,
Please do not redistrict echo park lake to CD1. Mitch has done a great job
returning the lake to the people. Gil Cedio’s district is one giant state
of disrepair. The residents of echo park are grateful for the leadership
Mitch has offered, and wish to remain CD13.
Sincerely,
Lydia Neeley
My name is Kelly Ho and I am an intern at Faith and Community Empowerment, a non-profit community organization based in Koreatown. I am writing in support of Draft Map L.
Koreatown is an incredibly multicultural neighborhood with shared characteristics that make it one single community. It must be kept whole in a single Council district so that the diverse communities – the Latino community, the Asian American
community, and the Bangladeshi community – have a single unified voice at the council level and their needs are listened to. Being split precludes the community from speaking with one unified voice, and it’s time we change this.
Thank you,
Kelly Ho
Intern
Faith and Community Empowerment
E: kelly.ho@facela.org
https://www.facela.org/
3550 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1124
Los Angeles, CA 90010
[cid:76672350-e08f-4d46-82f9-cd2da7019473]
To whom it may concern,I oppose Plan K2 bcause, among other things, it would decrease the Latino majority of the area and would place my neighborhood in an area to which we have no connectivity.I support Plan L, and sincerely hope you
consider my input. Thank you. Philip Valdez
To Whom It May Concern,
I am a long-time resident of the Hollywood area, Co-Founder of the
Hollywood Schoolhouse, owner of multiple residential income buildings, and
VP for the Central Hollywood Neighborhood Council.
I strongly advocate* Draft Map L keep Hollywood together *and keep my four
children and my grandchildren in the same Council District.
For more information, feel free to contact me at 323-573-8940 or by email.
Cheers,
Ferris
Ferris Wehbe
www.ferriswehbe.org
F and D Properties
323-465-6591 office
323-573-8940 cell

Kelly Ho
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sheldon larry

*TO: The Redistricting
Committee September 30, 2021.*
*My name is Sheldon Larry. I have lived at 363 South McCadden Place in
District 4 for 21 years.…*
*I want to thank you for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the
opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to stay together with our
like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where
we belong and where we know we will be best served. *
*But I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before
you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which ignores your
months of work and public testimony. Plan L will only divide and
redistribute neighborhoods arbitrarily. *
*You have been charged with the responsibility to draw fair and just
district lines based on census data, voting rights, commission-stated
guidelines, boundary lines and months of public and written testimony. If
you follow those guidelines, you will reject PLAN L. That is what
residents want. That is what is fair, just and equitable. Reject what
canonly be seen as backroom politics and political and financial
opportunism of Plan L. *
*Embrace K2. That is your only choice. *
*Thank you.*
*Sheldon Larry*
*363 south mccadden place, los angeles 90020.*
*323 839 4200*
*lwsheldon@gmail.com *
-- [image: photo]
*Sheldon Larry*
323 839 4200 | lwsheldon@gmail.com
363 south mccadden place. los angeles 90020.
Create your own email signature
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Steven Whiddon
7676 Hollywood Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90046
Sent from my iPhone
September 30th, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for thegeneral welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters,local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus LaurelCanyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areasto the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North ofSunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline,has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s firsttrackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians ofLaurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites have
had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles,The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around theworld. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holesappear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’sbacks. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive onscene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out thoseflames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans inplace. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radiooperators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Communityof Interest. The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whetherto keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to changewho we are as
friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites.It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that wetake serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support ofthe Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We alsovoice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split thecommunity of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. Weunderstand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in itsredistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyoncommunity united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in theinterests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
M RobinsonWoodrow Wilson LA CA 90046

steven.whiddon@gmail.com
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CCED Chinatown

To the Redistricting Commission:
Chinatown Community Equitable Development (CCED) adamantly opposes Map K2,
given that it splits the Chinatown community in District L. This is a BIPOC
working class community that is threatened by numerous market-rate
developments; predatory real estate developers would be the sole
beneficiaries of this map. Chinatown will be hurt significantly by K2; it
is absolutely necessary for Chinatown to remain whole to advocate for
sorely needed resources.
In recent years, CCED has supported the organizing of over 500 residents,
workers and business owners to combat egregious rent increases, poor living
conditions, landlord harassment, illegal evictions and the loss of working
class jobs. The fact that none of our community leaders were consulted
about this Redistricting Plan is another symptom of violent land use
policies. K2 Plan will literally remove one of our most populated senior
buildings, Cathay Manor, from our community. Our residents also rely on the
working class jobs provided by warehouses, bakeries and garment
manufacturers along Alameda, Main St., and Lincoln Heights that extend far
beyond the current boundaries. The city must not continue its injustices
against our community, ESPECIALLY NOT DIVIDING CHINATOWN!
Chinatown has responded to historical injustice by the city by building
together across generations to fight for our right to exist since the race
riots of the 19th century and the destruction of the first Chinatown to
make way for Union Station. This historic infrastructure cannot be replaced
or divided. This redistricting plan is dangerously reminding us how
history might be repeating itself.
Map L keeps Chinatown whole in one district, allowing for policies to be
addressed by the entire neighborhood at large. Advocacy for resources and
distribution of services as one district is crucial to our community’s
survival. I urge you to prioritize a district map that does not separate
our resources and consult with our community before making such important
decisions.
Chinatown Community For Equitable Development includes:
All Chinatown Tenant Union
920 Everett Tenant Association
Bartlett Tenant Association
651 Broadway Tenant Association
Hillside Villa Tenant Association
770 Hill Place Tenant Association
Residents of Cathay Manor
Residents of 1907 Broadway
Over 10 small businesses
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Anthony Weiss

Dear Commissioners,
I am writing to express my deep concern at recent developments in the
redistricting process and to request that the redistricting commission act
expediently to resolve the issues that are sapping public trust in the
commission's work and the redistricting process in general.
First of all, the redistricting commission should *immediately* disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for members of the public AND for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Such brutal treatment smacks of improper political
considerations, and even an agenda of vengeance against a councilmember for
plotting an independent course from the rest of the council.
Please fully discuss maps L, K2, and any other relevant maps — including by
disclosing district numbers, street names, and any other information
necessary for a COMPLETE AND TRANSPARENT public discussion on Thursday’s
meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the
October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Anthony Weiss
Dear Commissioners:
Thank you for Plan K2 and District J, which I support. Plan K2 appropriately places historic Larchmont Village and the Greater Wilshire community with our Community of Interest neighborhoods to the west with whom we share common interests
and characteristics, including living patterns, schools, churches, synagogues, parks, local newspapers, and sports leagues. Whereas, Plan L disregards this "community of interest" and would be totally destructive to the Larchmont and Greater
Wilshire community. Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council services to the Larchmont and Greater Wilshire community.
Thank you.
Betty Jung
Dear City Council Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 1912 Comstock Ave, LA 90025. I have lived here since 1983 and have served on the Century Glen HOA board of directors. I am directly impacted by the currently proposed redistricting maps. I very much
SUPPORT Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; *Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps Century Glen’s boundaries intact and within one City Council district
I oppose Map L because: *Map L uses residential streets within the Century Glen neighborhood as a boundary causing the neighborhood to become part of two Council districts thus disrupting our neighborhood's integrity and community
continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries of our area.
*Map L divides Westside Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and maintain our community's continuity.
Thank you for your consideration. Sincerely,
Stephen Randall
Good afternoon, My name is Kamrouz Farhadi and I am writing today to inform you that I respectively OPPOSE the redistricting of CD 13! I believe that the business district of Hollywood should be kept together in CD 13, which has been in CD 13
for more than 30 years and should remain there.Keep the Hollywood historic core / Walk of Fame / regional center / business district COMPLETELY in tact - in CD13!!! The commission must support Map L. It is much more equitable, fair, and
consistent for all communities. Map K2 radically alters the makeup of several Council districts, and this would disenfranchise voters in the middle of a pandemic.After the devastation most strongly felt by hotels, restaurants, bars, theaters, and
music venues because of the pandemic, it is necessary more than ever to have a single voice advocating our way back to revitalization. This will allow these businesses to work with the same councilmember to revitalize the business district. It will
also give the community a platform to have their interests ranging from housing, jobs, community, and transportation infrastructure be kept within one council district, so they are able to advocate together for their needs with one council
member.I thank you for all your hard work on this and urge you to please oppose the redistricting of CD 13!Thank you for your time.
Please note our family support for Map K-2.
Thanks!
Joe
Joe Hilberman
janddhilberman@gmail.com
S Bentley Ave

Betty Jung

Stephen Randall

Kamrouz Farhadi

Joe Hilberman
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Mary Rajswing

Dear Commissioners,
It is outrageous that hidden, non-public negotiations among City Council members to preserve a voter base would ever be weighed more heavily than the social continuity of the neighborhoods affected by redistricting.
It’s apparently acceptable that Nithya Ramen, when it suits her politically, is willing to leave her high moral ground to make sure she retains power. She is throwing the very people to which she appealed to remove David Ryu under the bus, now
that her hand-picked Commissioner seems to have done her bidding and erased all the testimony of GWNC and CD4 residents.
I urge you as strongly as I can to establish Plan K2 and its District J map. THROW OUT PLAN L!!!
Don’t think that any of us forget that a similar thing happened 10 years ago, specifically when the western side of Western Avenue, the OFFICIAL, UNDISPUTED western border of Koreatown was gifted to the Wilshire Center-Koreatown NC after
public meetings had ended.
Districts should be drawn based on CENSUS DATA, VOTING RIGHTS, COMMISSION-STATED GUIDELINES, NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL BOUNDARY LINES, and MONTHS OF PUBLIC ORAL AND WRITTEN TESTIMONY.
And by the way, the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force is an artificial entity created by businesses with money to pay signature-gatherers that did NO OUTREACH to the historic communities it wishes to annex.
My neighbors and I support Plan K2 and district, J. Although it is difficult to tell from the map, we are assuming Greater Wilshire includes both sides of Manhattan Place while Koreatown ends at the City Council decreed boundary of Western. If
this is not the case, please accommodate these boundaries. The boundaries of St. Andrews Square are both sides of Manhattan Place to Wilton and Beverly to Third. The Wilton Historic District includes BOTH sides of Wilton Place, as does the
Ridgewood Wilton neighborhood.
Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work as well as public testimony. It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding
Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But, Plan
L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire, cutting us off from our center, Larchmont and throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los
Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
Mary Sheehan Rajswing
220 S Wilton Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90004
rajswing2@aol.com
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Allison Day
Resident
Dear Commissioners,
I am a Sherman Oaks resident who lives on Camino de la Cumbre. Please keep the entire Sherman Oaks community whole in one Council District.
Thank you,
Vivian Gumbiner
Dear City Council Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 1912 Comstock Ave, LA 90025. I have lived here since 1983 and have served on the Century Glen HOA board of directors. I am directly impacted by the currently proposed redistricting maps. I very much
SUPPORT Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; *Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps Century Glen’s boundaries intact and within one City Council district
I oppose Map L because: *Map L uses residential streets within the Century Glen neighborhood as a boundary causing the neighborhood to become part of two Council districts thus disrupting our neighborhood's integrity and community
continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries of our area.
*Map L divides Westside Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and maintain our community's continuity.
Thank you for your consideration. Sincerely,
Stephen Randall

Allison Day

Vivian Gumbiner

Stephen Randall
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Kyle Pierce

Hello,
I do not want my elected representative, Paul Krekorian, removed from representing me and my family in Studio City. We are happy to be represented by him. Please make a new plan that keeps boundaries very similar. Drastic changes should
not be necessary.
Thank you,
Kyle Pierce
Sent from Mail for Windows
Subject: Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest
September 30th, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, Mary M Robinson34 year resident8086 Woodrow Wilson DriveLos Angeles, CA 90046
Dear Redistricting CommitteeWe have reviewed the maps that that have been suggested for redistricting CD4. We are in favor of the maps that include Encino, but opposed to the maps that extend north to North Hollywood. Including Encino will create another area in the
district that has similar needs to Sherman Oaks. The current district map tends to create favoritism and an unfair balance to the areas in the "city" as opposed to the valley.
Best,
Vivian Gumbiner
Sherman Oaks
To whom it may concern,
I'm not sure if others have brought this to your attention, but I wrote the following post about how Westside Jews are split in half in nearly every relevant district. Many districts like the Congressional and Assembly districts cut right through key
Jewish landmarks, like Pico-Robertson or Sinai Temple. I'd like to discuss overcoming this for the next redistricting.
http://ronfor37.org/2021/05/21/los-angeles-jews-and-redistricting/
I'll try to tune in to the phone call today, or you can reach me at 310-347-8255 to discuss.
* Ron Bassilian
Hi!
I am thoroughly repulsed by any map that gives more power to wealthy
property owners, while diluting the voices of poorer residents.
Please vote in favor of Map L. Anything else is regressive and unethical
gerrymandering.
Thankyou,
Noelle Hoffman

mary robinson

Vivian Gumbiner

Ron Bassilian

Noelle Hoffman
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Kent McCord

Thank you Don.
Kent Sent from my iPhone
On Sep 30, 2021, at 11:28 AM, Don Andres wrote:
Good morning,
We received an email this morning from Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell regarding the LA City Redistricting options.
I am contacting you on behalf of the Board of our neighborhood association. The Franklin / Hollywood West Residents Association was founded in November 1987 as a means of communicating with our city government regarding our
neighborhood issues and concerns. The Association boundaries extend from La Brea Ave on the east to Lauren Canyon on the west and from Hollywood Blvd on the south to the mountain ridge on the north.
Our neighborhood association is strongly in favor of Map K2 which keeps our neighborhood in tact in a single Council District O. Map L splits our neighborhood between District G and District O, and therefore is a bad choice for us. If you are in
favor of Map L, then we request that you modify it to consolidate our neighborhood in a single district, District O. Our neighborhood seems to align more with the neighborhoods in District O.
Thank you for your attention in this matter -- stay healthy and well,
Don
Don Andres, President
Franklin/Hollywood West Residents Association
Andres2007@sbcglobal.net
323-333-7445 (cell)
Note: The Franklin/Hollywood West Residents Association consists of more than 250 residents. If copied on this email, their respective email addresses do not appear due to privacy reasons.

Rose Matic

Why would you move him to another district when he’s done so much good for us !!??
DO NOT redistrict councilman KREKORIAN!
Rose Matic - 26 year home owner in North Hollywood. Sent from my iPhone
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Shida Pegahi

Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general
welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local
independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel
Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the
east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s
lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to
the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites
are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State
of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We
are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear
and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s
backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on
scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out
those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We
have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio
operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of
Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep
our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who
we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property
and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the
Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also
voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its
redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government
and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Shida Pegahi
8926 Crescent dr
LA, CA 90046
A Proud Canyonite since 2004
We Are Laurel Canyon
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Suellen Wagner

Dear Commissioners,
*On reviewing the new materials, K2 and L, I wish to* r*escind my previous
support for Plan K Corrected and Plan C2, as well as add the following
comments:*
Studio City appears to be bouncing around to other districts, with no
clarity as to whether we will retain our CD2 representation by Paul
Krekorian or be in a new District represented by Ramen or Koretz. It
appears that the interests and needs of Studio City are being ignored and
that we have merely become a puzzle piece that moves at the will of other
district offices.
- Studio City is a unique and historic community, founded in 1927, with
several historic neighborhoods including Fryman/Wilacre and the Silver
Triangle.
- With the exit of CBS Radford, we can no longer be considered an
"entertainment district." That is history and not current reality. We do
not want to encourage increased urbanization and digital billboards that
might be expected in such a district.
- We are a hillside community, known as a place for recreation and
peaceful respite in our parks and beautiful hillsides, including some of
the most visited parklands in the region.
- We are part of the Santa Monica Mountains that encompass our hillsides
and canyons.
- Hillside communities share special interests and challenges .
Residents are caretakers of irreplaceable natural habitat, open space and
wildlife and take that role seriously.
- We share the extreme threat of fire in the Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zone, and need to band together to prevent fire, protect public
safety, and mitigate fire risk.
- Contiguous neighboring hillside communities with common interests
should be grouped together. *With modifications, Plan L, District J
would best meet these requirements**.* However, the east side of Laurel
Canyon must be added. *All of Laurel Canyon, both east and west, AND
NORTH AND SOUTH, which is Studio City, belong in the same district, here
District J. *The proposed district is light in population at this
point, so the east side of Laurel Canyon can and must be added, perhaps by
removing areas north of Encino.* If these changes can be accommodated,
my neighbors and I residing in Studio City can support Plan L.*
Sincerely,
Suellen Wagner
Board Member Save Coldwater Canyon
Cofounder Studio City For Quiet Skies
12184 Laurel Terrace Dr.
Studio City 91604
[image: image.jpeg]
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Begin forwarded message:
*From: *SUELLEN WAGNER *Subject: **COMMENT FOR 9/27/2021 MEETING*
*Date: *Sep 27, 2021 at 7:07 PM
*To: *redistricting.la@lacity.org
*Cc: *Kimberly Turner Dear Commission,
Please accept this comment in lieu of live public comment, in deference and
response to the great number of commenters this evening:
I am a 30-year resident of Studio City, in CD2. Studio City, founded in
1927, is a low-rise residential and residential *HILLSIDE* community that
includes historic neighborhoods like Fryman Canyon/Wilacre and the Silver
Triangle, and multiple HCM designations including Silver Triangle Sycamore
Trees within the Silver Triangle.
*I am advocating continuity of representation for Studio City by
recommending PLAN C2, or as a second, less optimal alternate, PLAN K
CORRECTED.*
Studio City is known for its recreational opportunities including many
Santa Monica Mountain, SMMC/MRCA, *public *parklands and open space -these are among the most visited parklands in Los Angeles- - as well as the
beloved and historic, 16 acre, Weddington Golf & Tennis public facility
However, we must note that with the loss of CBS Radford Studios, we are no
longer an Entertainment District. We don't even have a movie theater. That
closed decades ago and is a Bookstar retail bookstore. So, the
Entertainment District is *history*, not the current reality. We do not
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Jaime Geaga

Statement on Redistricting CD 13
Thursday September 30, 2021
I urge commissioners to keep the voice Filipino Americans whole and intact.
To do this, please keep Historic Filipinotown within the boundaries of the current Council District 13.
In addition, the new proposed district should include Eagle Rock so that we can have a district with a strong Filipino American voice. Filipino Americans are the largest AAPI population in Los Angeles City and deserve fair recognition. There should
be a district with a strong Filipino American voice and vote, and not split among different districts.
We demand fair recognition and that Eagle Rock should be part of CD 13 and the new proposed district.
Respectfully yours,
Jaime Geaga
Chair, Carlos Bulosan Book Club (www.cbbc.club )
Pilipino American Los Angeles Democrats (www.palad.org )
Member, HiFi Coalition

Patrice Berlin
Mavi Llamas

T. Kelsay

Tim Patchett

Jaime Geaga

Liz Thurmond

Hello,
My name is Mavi Llamas, I live in Lincoln Heights (CD1). I want a district
map that protects renters (I am a homeowner and I own two rental properties
on Avenue 28). I repeat, I want RENTER PROTECTIONS, not landlord
protections, even though I am a landlord.
I DO NOT SUPPORT MAP K2. FULL STOP. Please work off of map L. Equity and
diversity are more important to me than profit. I do not support any
changes to CD4 that would reduce the power of the community to protect
renters and support our diverse neighborhoods, as well as their voting
power.
Respectfully,
Mavi Llamas
-- Mavi
Dear Commissioners, As a 30-year resident of the Miracle Mile, it was thrilling and validating when our neighborhood received HPOZ designation. The "P" in HPOZ is supposed to ensure the "preservation" of this historic neighborhood, yet there
has been a constant onslaught of threats to change zoning laws to subvert the HPOZ and allow uncontrolled development with no infrastructure upgrades or low-income housing requirements. There is a real risk of losing a true treasure chest of
early-1900's Spanish beauties along with the demise of livable neighborhoods in general.
Our actively-engaged community is focused on protecting what remains of our neighborhoods and can do this more effectively if we stay undivided and part of Wilshire Boulevard and our surrounding communities. We have an incredible
opportunity to create a modern updated city interspersed with historically-significant housing and walkable residential areas.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Thank you,T. Kelsay
Hello, As a long standing resident of Valley Village, I would be crushed by having Paul Krekorian’s district moved all the way East to a part of the valley he’s never known all these years. We in his district admire what he’s done to make this district
a better
place to live. He knows the area and is responsive to our input and gives great advice and results. I don’t want to lose him as my councilman and neither does anyone else I know. Please reconsider with some other plan that
would keep him in the are that he knows and that we appreciate having him in.
All the best,
Tim Patchett
Valley Village resident
Statement on Redistricting CD 13
Thursday September 30, 2021
I urge commissioners to keep the voice Filipino Americans whole and intact.
To do this, please keep Historic Filipinotown within the boundaries of the current Council District 13.
In addition, the new proposed district should include Eagle Rock so that we can have a district with a strong Filipino American voice. Filipino Americans are the largest AAPI population in Los Angeles City and deserve fair recognition. There should
be a district with a strong Filipino American voice and vote, and not split among different districts.
We demand fair recognition and that Eagle Rock should be part of CD 13 and the new proposed district.
Respectfully yours,
Jaime Geaga
Chair, Carlos Bulosan Book Club (www.cbbc.club )
Pilipino American Los Angeles Democrats (www.palad.org )
Member, HiFi Coalition
I am a sixteen-year resident of Miracle Mile in CD4, and I oppose Map K2,
which removes my neighborhood and those my friends and loved ones live in
and cuts us off from adjacent communities. The attempt to cut 70% of CD4
and limit it to neighborhoods of well-off homeowners is unacceptable in
building equitable representation. Please use Map L in developing districts
for Los Angeles that equitably represent the widest range of citizens and
interests, including renters.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Thurmond
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Stacey Behlmer

September 30th, 2021 / Thursday
Hello City Council Redistricting Commissioners:
As a long-time resident and property owner in Studio City, plus a member of their Residents Association, please know that I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Please move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N.
This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills from N in the far
northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Stacey Behlmer
3972 Tropical Drive
Studio City, CA 91604
(818) 762-5358
To whom it may concern I live in Spaulding Square. I'd like our districts to stay intact. Please
don't divide them. I think it works better for the community if we stay
together. Thank you.
Stephen Steelman
310.801.2438
https://brigantine.io
Sent from my phone.
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of
interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all
prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as
natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of
Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Christina Woo
Montana Ave., L.A. 90049
Dear Chairman Ali and all Commission Members
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills
in Council District 4. I strongly support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of interest from around the City together.
We strongly support the views of
Laurel Canyon and the many Groups you have heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance,
support, and consideration of the interests of the various communities. You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy” homeowners. This is nothing more than a ploy to divide us and make you
think that we don’t care about renters and their issues. That is not true. We fight for renters rights. Many of us were renters before we were homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental market.
I was a renter before moving to my present home. It is becoming increasingly necessary for me to become a renter again in the near future. Please support Draft Plan K2, Map O. Thank you very much for your time and kind consideration of our
requests. Woodrow Wilson Drive resident, Gail Reynolds Natzler

Stephen Steelman

Christina Woo

Gail Natzler
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Bob Ashen

Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your
consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater
Canyon, and request that you *extend District J* on Map K2 to include *Franklin
Canyon *in the *same district *as *our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air
Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, Council District 5*. Like most of the
area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire
prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding
member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been
included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because
the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important *issues we share with our Neighborhood
Council,* is this challenge of *dealing with fire danger in the hillside
area, fire prevention and fire preparedness*. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the
hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is *served by the fire
station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel
Air.* And,
like our Neighborhood Council, we are *served by the West Los Angeles
Police Station which is west of the 405*. Both of these stations are the
opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and
into the Valley.
District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in
an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community
faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses
focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers
confronting fire and hillside issues. *Please restore Franklin Canyon to
District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 *so we can continue, as
effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many
issues we face together. Thank you.
Robert Ashen
Hello,
Before tonight meeting of the redistricting committee I want to speak in
favor of Plan/Map L and against Plan/Map/Draft K/K2/Revised K.
Plan K splinters neighborhoods into broad geographical regions that
encompass too many different communities of interest. Plan L is more
palatable while also preserving Koreatown proper and aligning DTLA with
East LA rather than Atwater Village/Glassell Park where I live now (which
do not share landmarks, throughways, or the same civic needs).
Peter Haderlein
Chairman Ali & Commission Members,
Once again I feel compelled to write to you. I completely support Draft plan K2, map O. I am convinced this keeps communities of interest as well as neighborhoods in the City together. I agree and support Laurel Canyon and the other groups you
have already heard who likewise support Draft plan k@, map O.
Those groups/we think although Map L, (which by the way divides loads of communities - ours too, in the Hollywood Hills where my family has lived for over 27 years) is 'premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of
a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance, support, and consideration of the interests of the various communities.' I know you are hearing from groups playing renters against supposed "wealthy" homeowners. Clearly that is
a ploy to make you believe we-homeowners don't care about renters. It is a ploy being used to try to divide us. We care about all who reside in the City. We are committed to fight for those renter's rights. Scores of us were renters in the years
before we became homeowners in LA. Some neighbors eventually downsize in time to return to the rental market. We stand with all, but we Support Draft plan k 2, map O.
Thank you,
Karl Walter Lindenlaub
—————————————————Karl Walter Lindenlaub ASC
kwl@me.com
213 709 1041

Peter Haderlein

Karl Walter Lindenlaub
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Akio Katano

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings. We need districting that fairly represents our
communities, not gerrymandered districts that are designed to serve the
wealthy.
Sincerely,
Akio Katano
Resident of (presently) District 13
Hello,
My name is Mirabelle Johnson and I am a resident of Koreatown as well as a Program Coordinator/Housing Counsellor at FACE (Faith and Community Empowerment) which is a non-profit and HUD Certified Housing Counseling Agency located in
Koreatown.
I am writing to stand in support of making Koreatown a single unified district. Specifically I am in support of Map L. It is time to keep Koreatown whole - we want to be in a district where Koreatown¡¯s issues are valued and listened to. Koreatown
is an incredibly diverse and unified community that desires and deserves to be whole.
Thank you.
Mirabelle Ah-reum (¾Ƹ§) Johnson, MSW-LSC
Program Coordinator/Housing Counselor
Faith and Community Empowerment
E: mirabelle.johnson@facela.org
T: (213) 985-1500 x201
https://www.facela.org/
3550 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1124
Los Angeles, CA 90010
[cid:image001.png@01D7B616.0CA03280]
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I’ve lived here for six years, and one of the primary reasons I moved to this area was its inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. Having
previously lived in other Los Angeles neighborhoods that were not protected by such a designation or by inclusion in an HPOZ, I’ve witnessed firsthand the tearing down of 100-year-old homes that were replaced by mini-mansions, and the
destruction of a neighborhood’s character and cohesiveness through poorly regulated development.
It is critically important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to our needs and concerns. We depend on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and also for all of the unique services
that are required by historic areas. For these reasons, I am grateful to the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I fully support. Thank you for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded
Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Thank you.
Leigh Dana Jackson
120 Wilton Drive
Los Angeles 90004
213-618-9806

Mirabelle Johnson

Leigh Dana Jackson
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Christina Carroll

City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
Here comes a "Love Bomb" from my beloved Laurel Canyon neighborhood.
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided
safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire
department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of
its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Christina Carroll
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Hi, my name is Josh, I was born and raised in LA, and am a Jewish man from
the valley currently living in CD14. The best part about Los Angeles is the
diversity: of race, class, gender, identity, all of it. It's the vibrancy
that keeps our city the place I want to live in for my entire life. It
makes it home. And nowhere better illustrates that than Koreatown. For so
long, the people of Koreatown have longed to be united, and to my knowledge
CD4 is the only district that has been interested in accepting a united
ktown into their district. Why we would subvert the will of so many working
people of color, to turn CD4 into an "entertainment district" reaching all
the way to sylmar is completely beyond me.
map k2 is a nightmare. I say this as someone who spent 20 years of my life
living in the valley: it hurts the valley. There is no way there's common
interest between Hollywood and Sylmar. It's absurd. Also, as a jewish man
from the valley, I would like to point out that having CD5 bridge Encino
and Tarzana with Jewish populations over the hill would make many of us
valley Jews who moved over the hill, including my uncle in Encino, very
happy.
Please, I implore you, work off draft map L instead.

josh androsky
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Sophia Rome

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I am writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 13 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps.
Currently your plans are lacking community voices and that is truly
unforgivable. But you have a chance to redeem yourselves.
Assuming District G in both Plans K2 and L represents CD 13, our district
will be negatively impacted should Plan K2 be adopted. In CD 13 today,
Latinx and Asian voters comprise 38% and 17% of eligible voters,
respectively. Under Plan L’s District G, Latinx and Asian voters would
comprise 34% and 17%, respectively. Under Plan K2’s District G, those
concentrations would drop to 31% and 15% respectively. Plan K2 will
unfairly reduce the diversity that currently exists in CD 13 today by
further diluting the Latinx vote and the Asian vote.
Further, assuming District O in both Plans K2 and L represent CD 4, there
seems to be an effort to move CD 4 deeper into the Valley under Plan K2.
This would deeply dilute Asian voter concentration. In CD 4 today, Latinx
and Asian voters comprise 13% and 11% of eligible voters, respectively.
District O under Plan K2 increases Latinx concentration to 24%; Plan L to
16%. However, under Plan K2, Asian concentration falls to a paltry 6% of
eligible voters. Plan L would increase it to 19%. This dilution of the
Asian vote under Plan K2 is unacceptable and for this reason, Plan L should
be the starting point for this decade’s new map.
We CD 13 constituents share our concerns with those of CD 4 constituents:
Plan K2 seems to be an attempt to gerrymander CM Nithya Raman out of a more
diverse district. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs
of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. This effort would also negatively impact CD 13 by
further diluting its diversity.
Please fully discuss both maps L and K2 on Thursday’s meeting and advance
revised versions of both maps for further discussion and consideration in
the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Sophia
-- Sophia Rome
University of Michigan Class of 2018
BA Spanish, BA Political Science
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Virginia Olah Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 3:21 PM
Subject: LA City Redistricting Commission
To: Sir:
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and a resident of Cheviot Hills for 25
years.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and
splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked
together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects
the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Virginia Olah
2820 Anchor Ave.
Los Angeles, Ca 90064

Robert Battles
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Jess Barkley

Dear Commissioners,
Before voting on any draft CD maps:
1) have the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at today’s 9/30/21 meeting
2) oppose map K2’s regressive gerrymander of CD 4
3) advance only a modified versions of both Maps L & K2 for the public to review in October
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election with roughly 2 to 10 times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office.
Packing CM Raman into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago is anti-democratic and entirely for the benefit of monies interests that oppose any progressive legislation in this
supposedly democratic city.
Jess Barclay
Los Angeles constituent (but in what proposed new district given these opaque gerrymandered maps?)
Please do not allow our Community of Interest to be split up. For safety reasons involving traffic hazards as well as community interests, Sunset Square and its adjacent areas must not be split apart. To do so would divide us unnecessarily and
cynically to further solely political agendas that have no place in maintaining the safety and security of our neighborhoods.
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Carol Lifland Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 3:23 PM
Subject: Approve Map K-2
To: robert.battles@lacity.org Dear Sir:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of
interest as one cohesive area (section ), in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all
prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as
natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of
Valley-side, City-side
and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must
be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Carol Lifland
218 Bronwood Ave.
Los Angeles, CA
90049
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon at Laurel Canyon Blvd!!!!!! It makes no sense for our Community!!!
Thank you, Linda Marder longtime resident at 8835 Wonderland Ave, LA, Calif. 90046
Sent from my iPhone
Hello and thank you to the commissioners, staff and stakeholders for the incredible amount of work that you do.
I am awed by the time, care and attention you have already demonstrated in creating these maps, which has been hard and difficult work.
I ask today that you please consider leaving Balboa Park in the 6th District, as seen on Map L. I ask this because my city, Lake Balboa gets its name from the Park.
Please do not remove Balboa Park from District 6.
Thank you.
Sincerely, Doug Decker Lake Balboa, California
Hi,
I'm a resident of CD4 living in Koreatown--despite what can be found in the
boundaries in map K2, the area I live in (near 8th street between Wilton
and Western) is very much Koreatown. I do not support map K2. It removes me
from CD4, splits my part of Koreatown away from the rest of the
neighborhood, and cuts it off from several like-minded communities.
The area I live in has much more in common with the areas of Hollywood, Los
Feliz and Silverlake than it does to Westwood, Palms or Bel Air. K2 cuts
out an absolutely massive part of the district--pretty much everything
except the Hills and Toluca Lake--and that is completely unacceptable.
Map L is a much more fair map, reflecting much better than K2 what
communities should be grouped together. Please work off of map L instead of
map K2.
Thank you,
Jesse Alson-Milkman

Claire Guy
Robert Battles

Linda Marder

Doug Decker

Jesse Alson-Milkman
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megan mock

Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Megan Mock
Council district 4
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Hello Frank, Fred and Paul..
I’m a 25 year renting resident in Los Feliz and I would just like to voice my opinion on the new redistricting conversation. It has come to the attention of a large unaffiliated community in Los Feliz and the consensus amongst that of neighbors is
that we support Map K2, but please add Griffith Park to district G. Also, under closer inspection we do not support the proposed Map L. Los Feilz is one of the most interesting examples of Los Angeles at its best with a mix of young, old, affluent
and hopeful, all religions and a vast array of nationalities. Hope that you can hear the voice of some of its longest running tenants. Thank you. c. Charlie Collins - President c: 213.422.8950
Hello,
I'm currently a resident of Pasadena and I work in Koreatown. I do not
support the use of map K2 in redistricting CD4. I do not support splitting
up a district to serve wealthy interests above honoring the diversity of
race, income and tenants in Los Angeles. I support the unification of
Koreatown in one district in hopes that the residents there, of which I was
one until last year, will be better represented. As one of the most diverse
neighborhoods in Los Angeles, it deserves united, committed representation.
I urge the Commission to use Map L in working towards developing equitable
districts for our city.
Sincerely,
Hyeonjin Park
We concur with the Swans.
Jane Barrett and Greg Long
2315 East Live Oak Dr
LA
Sent from my iPhone
On Sep 30, 2021, at 3:53 PM, Susan wrote:
For the attention of Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, the Staff and Mr Mitchell:
Thank you for your hard work which has resulted in a choice between Draft Map K2 and Draft Map L.
K2 was not among our preferred choices for our Hollywood Hills community, which is majorly affected by issues both in the flats of Hollywood below us as well as the hills (and entrances to) above and adjacent to us in Griffith Park.
Of the apparent 2 final choices, however, K2 would make the most sense but only if Griffith Park is added in to District G. It makes no sense to remove Griffith Park from our potential district because our community is directly affected by Griffith
Park access and activities.
We also strongly oppose Draft Map L. This map makes no sense and was clearly included at the last minute with not enough time for full community review. Draft Map L in no way represents the wishes, considerations, and time of thousands of
residents who have weighed in so far. The historic boundaries of Los Feliz should not be split up.
We therefore ask that you please include Griffith Park in District G in the Draft K2 Map and forward that on to the Council for approval.
Thank you,
Susan and Harry Swan
2254 Mountain Oak Dr Los Angeles CA 90068-2534
Oaks residents, CD4
Dear Commissioners,
I emailed earlier to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and also request you not divide our neighborhood (Miracle Mile). Therefore, I support Redistricting Plan K-2, District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our
Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. I would like to add, I do not support the request by Mid City West Neighborhood Council (MCWNC), against Plan K, specifically the boundaries of District G. Under this plan, MCWNC
would be reduced in size. I support this. Since its inception, MCWNC has become too large. Too many meetings lasting for hours are a barrier to participation. As a result, MCWNC is no longer representative of the neighborhood in which I live. I
have observed other Neighborhood Councils (Tarzana and Boyle Heights) in action. Their smaller size makes it easy for neighbors to take part in and enjoy life-changing neighborhood improvements.
In closing, Redistricting will put the neighborhood back into our Neighborhood Council.
Sincerely,
Hana Kawano
Hana Kawano
To the Redistricting Committee:
Thousands of us came together last year to fight for representation that spoke to us, for someone whose skillset was actually meant to meet the moment of serving constituents rather than upholding a status quo where corporate interests took
center stage.
Don't take away what we fought for because you want to dismantle the rights of urban communities by essentially stealing their seat.
Trying to change an entire district to only be 27% of what it current is is Republican-esque gerrymandering in plain sight. The future is changing -- because it's what our communities are actually demanding. We want services, not sweeps. We want
tenant protections. We want solutions, not bandaids.
Keep Koreatown whole and keep CD4 representing the constituents who fought so hard to finally have representation that serves us.
Best,
Jordan Blakeman

Charlie Collins

Estar Park

Jane Barrett

Hana Kawano

Jordan Blake
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Truc Rastogi

My name is Truc Rastogi and I am a new home owner at 527 N Windsor Blvd,
Los Angeles CA 90004, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally
important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member
be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our
traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come
with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand
and be responsive to our special diversity. For these reasons and so much
more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I
support. We are grateful for the opportunity that with Plan K2 you have
given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of
Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be
best served.
I am unhappy with the last-minute Plan L which divides Greater Wilshire by
severing Larchmont.
Thank you,
Truc Rastogi
-- *"A superior man is modest in his speech, but exceeds in his actions."* *CONFUCIUS*
Truc Rastogi
truc.rastogi@gmail.com
(510) 823-9624
Please note as a resident and voter on the Westside I would like to register my opinion regarding the redistricting proposal currently under review: I strongly oppose Map L https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/LA-City-Draft-L.pdf
because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts; and • Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
I support Map K2 https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K2.pdf because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’ associations; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
For some reason whenever things come to the city in which we live and pay taxes, things become a problem. I would like to see you and all our public servants in LA stop fighting the public and do more to serve us. There are so many more
pressing topics where you could actually be solving some problem for the community. Thank you, Imogen Rogers
Cell: +1 (323) 316-5891

Imogen Rogers
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ashley brim

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to express deep concern about the way district lines are being
drawn by your commission. It appears that most of the lines being proposed
favor long time incumbent Councilmembers. However, one incumbent,
Councilmember Raman is going to be forced out of the district she was
elected to represent less than a year ago.
The redistricting commission must immediately disclose district numbers for
the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. It is unfair to
both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be
forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is
which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.
Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. We
deserve a clear understanding of what is being proposed and transparency
around how you have come to these options.
Sincerely,
Ashley Brim
-- Ashley Paige Brim // she/her/hers
Co-Producer / HOMELAND
Director / *An Act of Terror *& *The Goldfish*
Fox Directing Lab 2018-19
HALF Initiative Directing Fellow 2017
AWD Directing the Actor Fellow 2021
C: +1 704-968-6209
ashleypaigebrim@gmail.com
ashleypaigebrim.com
Dear Commission,
We have followed the redistricting process and are disheartened to see that
in the eleventh-hour, Plan L is also before you. We, along with Greater
Wilshire, do not support Plan L, which throws much of the city into chaos.
Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It
divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random and ignores the
Mulholland Corridor mandate. Additionally, it divides the hillsides down
Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. Similarly, it
divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the
United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood,
Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest.
Plan L reserves it’s most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire, throwing
us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea,
through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver
Lake.
We want to thank the Commission for Plan K2 and it’s District J, keeping
Greater Wilshire together, which we support. We strongly object to Plan L
and urge you to adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council
service to Greater Wilshire.
Sincerely,
Jean Claude & Kathleen Hoskanian
Windsor Square residents and homeowners

kathleen hoskanian
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Lee Lindenlaub

Chairman Ali & Commission Members - I am writing to you again to be clear that I STRONGLY support and want you as well, Draft plan K 2, map O. This absolutely keeps communities of interest/neighborhoods in the City together. In essence, I
support Laurel Canyon and the other groups you have already heard of in support of this.They and I feel as though Map L, which divides many communities, including here in the Hollywood Hills where I live, is premised on maintaining political
power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance, support, and consideration of the interests of the various communities. Right now you are hearing from groups that pit renters vs.
"wealthy" homeowners it seems. That is a ploy to make you think we don't care about renters and is being used to try to divide us. WE do care about all who dwell in the City and we are committed to fight for those renter's rights. You know that
loads of us were renters before we became homeowners and we see that many people downsizing return to the rental market.Please....support Draft plan k 2, map O. I cannot urge you enough.Thanks, Lee LindenlaubSent from my totally
addictive iPhone!
Lee Taylor-Allan
aka Lee Lindenlaub3021 Nichols Canyon RoadLA CA 90046
"It's the fragment, not the day. It's the pebble, not the stream, It's the ripple, not the stream that is happening." - Sondheim
Please do not break up our Council district Community of Interest. We are in
Sunset Square HPOZ, an HPOZ that took years for approval. That process
really gelled our community, creating a strong sense of common purpose. Our
sister HPOZ Spaulding Square is directly south of us below Sunset Blvd., and
together we work for local purposes and improvements in HHWNC Area 7. We are
solely residential, with small local businesses on Sunset between the two
HPOZs. It makes no sense to divide our COI down the middle, as is being proposed.
We are willing to join with District G or J if that makes staying together
as one COI possible.
Thank you,
Pamela Bothwell
1522 N. Fairfax Ave., LA 90046
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
I am writing to you to express my concern and opposition for Map K2. It drastically alters the makeup of several Council districts and would disenfranchise voters while we’re still in the COVID-19 pandemic.
It’s critical that Council District 13 is kept intact, and keep the Hollywood historic core, Walk of Fame, Regional Center and central business district completely intact in Council District 13.
The commission MUST support and vote to adopt Map L. This is much more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities.
—
Daniel Neman
C: 310.770.8091
daniel@ryda.us
RYDA
1525 S Broadway
Los Angeles, CA 90015
www.ryda.us
*I endorse The Benedict Canyon Association's position that any division of
our territory should be immediately east of Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest
Drives.*
Our message to the Commission is this:
1. *Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to
District "J" on Map K. *
2. *Please extend District "J" on Map K2 a little further east to include
Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of Bowmont,
Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives.* This change will not involve a large
population increase (2,756 residents) but will bring important open spaces
into district "J" that are an essential part of this community that shares
a community of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic,
and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of Interest Map
47000 on District. This is the dividing line for Police and Fire Department
services as well.
3. *District "O" on Map K2 is not geographically compact, bypasses some
populations to include others, and must be revised to meet redistricting
criteria.* Making this district more compact would inherently make it more
coherent. We support the inclusion of hillside communities to the east as
currently configured in District "O". We support our neighbor member
organization Laurel Canyon Association's request to have Laurel Canyon
included within a single council district.
4. *Although Map L keeps the territory together, it has too many other
problems that outweigh this fact, including dividing Laurel Canyon.*
*Sincerely,*
*Candice Hanson*
*1244 Shadybrook Drive.*

pamelabothwell@gmail.com

Daniel Neman

Candice Hanson
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Andrew Jhun

Dear Mr. Cardenas and Commission Members:
I write in support of Draft Map K2 and specifically as it applies to the
map of District J. I am a current resident of Council District 5 and a
former Vice-Chair of the Mid City West Community Council which is the
neighborhood council in the regions at issue.
Draft Map L with proposed map of District O presents a problem which has
been lamented repeatedly numerous times in the past: Council districts
should not include disparate geographical locales (which would have
different and varying unique needs) resulting in a lack of effective and
fair representation. Map L, District O would perpetuate that problem.
The City has recently been roiled with charges of corruption against some
of its councilmembers and employees. Repairing and restoring its
reputation is more vital now than ever. Regaining the trust of its
constituents is important to provide the public the confidence that the
City values fair and common sense representation.
Map L does and will perpetuate the assumption that the boundaries were
drawn as a result of improper gerrymandering. Common sense should
prevail. All other factors being equal, geographic boundaries (a more
objective basis) should be the prevailing factor in drawing boundaries.
Draft Map K2 and specifically the proposed map of District J makes far more
common sense. And, common sense should prevail. Also, the other factors
involving constituents' demographics are very much equal between the two
proposals. To the extent that there is a straggling southwesternmost area
of District G abutting West Hollywood through what appears to be La Brea
Avenue, perhaps further study could be done to incorporate it into District
J and a reciprocal portion of the northwestern area of District J could be
incorporated into District G.
Accordingly, please support Draft Map K2. Thank you for your consideration
and time.
Andrew Jhun
8460 W. 4th Street
Los Angeles, CA 90048
*Mobile: (310) 927-1401*
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Jamie Hall

September 30, 2021
*VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL*
Rafael Gonzales
Direct of Community Outreach and Engagement
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring Street, 2nd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
*Re: Laurel Canyon Association Redistricting Comments*
Dear Mr. Gonzales:
I am writing on behalf of the Laurel Canyon Association. LCA Is a
neighborhood association serving the area of the Hollywood Hills known as
“Laurel Canyon,” one the most beautiful and environmentally important areas
of Los Angeles. LCA covers Laurel Canyon Boulevard, its feeder streets and
the Kirkwood, Stanley Hills, Lookout Mountain and Wonderland bowl areas.
The neighborhood is bounded on the north by Mulholland Boulevard and at the
south by Hollywood Boulevard. The main streets are Laurel Canyon Boulevard,
Mulholland Drive, Wonderland Avenue, Lookout Mountain Avenue, Kirkwood, and
Stanley Hills. LCA is a residential stakeholder with membership in the Los
Angeles Neighborhood Council system, specifically, the Bel-Air Beverly
Crest Neighborhood Council (“BABCNC”).
As we indicated in our letter dated September 27, 2021, Laurel Canyon
Association *opposes* *any* proposed maps that would *divide Laurel
Canyon* between
two Council Districts at Laurel Canyon Boulevard.
Unfortunately, Map L would divide Laurel Canyon – the west part of Laurel
Canyon would be located in District J and the east part of Laurel Canyon
would be located in District O. LCA strongly believes that Map L should be
revised to move the eastern dividing line further to the east so that
Laurel Canyon is included within the *same *council district (ideally to a
natural barrier such as a ridge).
LCA also believes that Map K2 also needs to be revised. While the map has
positive attributes (e.g. unifying hillside communities, keeping Laurel
Canyon within the same district, including Studio City, etc.) the map is
not geographically compact and stretches all the way to the 210 Freeway to
include communities that do not share the same interests. If the Commission
was to adopt Map K2, then it would need to be revised to avoid these
problems.
Thank you for your consideration. Please note that our primary concern and
request is that Laurel Canyon be kept within the same Council District. I
may be contacted at 310-380-0845 or at jhall@laurelcanyon.org if you have
any questions, comments or concerns.
-- Regards,
Jamie T. Hall
*Laurel Canyon Association*
*President*
(323) 380-0845 office
(512) 619-4645 cell
j hall@laurelcanyon.org email
www.laurelcanyon.org web
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Tom Bellino

Hello Commissioners,
I am a board member of the MacArthur Park Neighborhood Council, but am
writing on behalf of myself. I am asking that you do not place our
neighborhood in "District L." Having our neighborhood - one of the most
densely populated, one of the most transit-dependent, one of the most
marginalized in the city - be dragged into a district that is predominately
made up of far-flung and much wealthier Highland Park (and Angeleno
Heights) is extremely unfair and robs us of a voice. We are surrounded on
three sides (really, all sides) by neighborhoods that resemble us, and it
is ridiculous to not place us among those. Koreatown, Downtown, Pico-Union
and Echo Park share much in common with us. Please place us among them.
There is interest for you in doing this as well. Having the bizarre
arrangements of Districts L and B, which, let's be honest, has no other
explanation than wanting to maintain constituencies for incumbents, is a
major albatross around your necks that has a ripple effect into every other
district. Including MacArthur Park and Pico-Union in District B and having
District L be entirely/all of Northeast Los Angeles is much more logical
and fair. Please do this. Thank you.
-Tom Bellino
MacArthur Park NC
Dear Commission Members,
I am attaching a copy of the letter from the Shadow Hills Property
Association expressing its strong desire to remain in the same district as
Lake View Terrace and La Tuna Canyon. It also requests that the
western boundary with what is now CD 6 remain the same. Please look at the
attached map. It is not a straight line, but it includes all of the
residences in Shadow Hills within the same Council District. Carving off
these few homes smoke of which have horses, makes no sense. If you need
more information please contact the SHPOA President at 818-926-1831 or
email her at Tnaeick@icloud.com -- William E. Eick,
Attorney at law
Eick & Freeborn, LLP
2604 Foothill Blvd. Ste C
La Crescenta, CA 91214
(P) 818-248-0050
(F) 818-248-2473
www.eickfreeborn.com
No e-mails received after 3:00pm on Friday will be checked until Monday morning
at the earliest. No e-mails are checked on Holidays. We do not accept ex
parte notice by e-mail.
IRS Circular 230 Disclosure: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed
by the Internal Revenue Service, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice
contained in this communication (including any attachments) is not intended
to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties
under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing, or
recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed herein.
This e-mail message is for the sole use of the intended recipient and may
contain privileged and confidential information. Any unauthorized review,
use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited.
If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by
reply-email and destroy all copies of the original message. Thank you.

William Eick
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Maria Malbas

To The Redistricting Commission,
My name is Maria Malbas. I am a resident of Park La Brea, and a
constituent and on the board of the MCWNC.
As elected officials, the Mid City West board has had lengthy conversations
with each other about how redistricting will impact our ability to serve
our neighborhood. As a resident, I have had lengthy conversations with my
neighbors about how redistricting will impact the community we share.
The nearly unanimous consensus is that Mid City West needs to be unified
under one city council district, not irresponsibly parceled up amongst
three council districts. I’ve attached a community impact statement
ratified by the Mid City West Neighborhood Council attesting to this.
So in writing to you today in a personal capacity, I ask that you *please
discard the current K2 draft of a map that places a small sliver of Mid
City West into Council Zone G* - see below image for reference. *In the
next draft, please end District G at La Brea. *
*I also ask that you make an effort to place Mid City West into a single
council district, not the two into which it is currently divided, to help
us more effectively serve our community.*
Thank you
-- Maria Malbas
Business Representative, Social and Racial Equity Secretary
Mid City West Neighborhood Council
[image: Screen Shot 2021-09-29 at 1.44.37 PM.png]
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I’ve lived here for six years, and the main reason I moved to this area was its inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. Having lived previously
in other Los Angeles neighborhoods that were not protected by such a designation or by inclusion in an HPOZ, I’ve witnessed firsthand the tearing down of 100-year-old homes and the destruction of a neighborhood’s character and cohesiveness.
Now that I live in Ridgewood-Wilton, I truly appreciate the meaning of a “community of interest”: I feel so grateful to be living alongside Angelenos who share my commitment to historic preservation, civic engagement, neighborliness, and
community-building. From the regular, water-wise maintenance of our beautifully planted traffic islands to the enthusiastic participation in book drives and bake sales for our local library, our neighborhood’s shared sense of purpose and
responsibility improves the quality of life in our city as a whole.
It is critically important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to our needs and concerns. We depend on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and also for all of the unique services
that are required by historic areas. For these reasons, I am grateful to the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I fully support. Thank you for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded
Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Sincerely,
Sarah Bynum
120 Wilton Drive
Los Angeles 90004
#213-590-7525
For the attention of Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, the Staff and Mr Mitchell:
Thank you for your hard work which has resulted in a choice between Draft Map K2 and Draft Map L. K2 was not among our preferred choices for our Hollywood Hills community, which is majorly affected by issues both in the flats of Hollywood
below us as well as the hills (and entrances to) above and adjacent to us in Griffith Park. Of the apparent 2 final choices, however, K2 would make the most sense but only if Griffith Park is added in to District G. It makes no sense to remove
Griffith Park from our potential district because our community is directly affected by Griffith Park access and activities.
We also strongly oppose Draft Map L. This map makes no sense and was clearly included at the last minute with not enough time for full community review. Draft Map L in no way represents the wishes, considerations, and time of thousands of
residents who have weighed in so far. The historic boundaries of Los Feliz should not be split up. We therefore ask that you please include Griffith Park in District G in the Draft K2 Map and forward that on to the Council for approval.
Thank you, Susan and Harry Swan
2254 Mountain Oak Dr Los Angeles CA 90068-2534
Oaks residents, CD4
Dear Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills
in Council District 4. I strongly support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of interest from around the City together.
We strongly support the views of
Laurel Canyon and the many Groups you have heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance, support,
and consideration of the interests of the various communities. You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy” homeowners. This is nothing more than a ploy to divide us and make you think that we don’t care about
renters and their issues. That is not true. We fight for renters rights. Many of us were renters before we were homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental market.
Thank you for your time and consideration,
Jason Jason Gonzalez
7735 Chandelle PL
LA, CA 90046

Sarah Shun-lien Bynum

Susan

Jason Gonzalez

Name

Public Testimony

Jodie Francisco

Hi esteemed committee and commissioners,
Unfortunately I will be unable to attend tonight's meeting, and would like to provide my input. I would vote for the new map L if given a choice between K2 and L, it appears that it encompasses Encino, Sherman Oaks Studio City and Bel-Air and
Beverly Crest along with a tiny sliver of Reseda, which I don't understand, as it looks like you have more than the ideal number of people in this district. This is very close to one of the maps that I had submitted and feel makes a lot of sense as we
share the Santa Monica Mountains with Bel Air/Beverly Crest, as well as Brentwood which I haven't seen in any of the proposals. As a realtor, we work on both sides of the "Hill" and we get a lot of westsiders coming to the valley. I would welcome
being a part of a mixed council district of both valley and city areas. Thank you again for all of your hard work...
Best regards,
Jodie
Jodie E. Francisco
Berkshire Hathaway Home Services California Properties14141 Ventura Blvd Suite 8Sherman Oaks, Ca. 91423
cell 818-970-3936http://www.jodiefrancisco.com
DRE # 01330628Encino Neighborhood Council Area 2 Representative 2021-2023Co-Chair Encino Neighborhood Council's Homelessness Committee Chair Encino Neighborhood Council's Ad Hoc Redistricting Committee
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills
in Council District 4. I strongly support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of interest from around the City together.
We strongly support the views of
Laurel Canyon and the many Groups you have heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance, support,
and consideration of the interests of the various communities. You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy” homeowners. This is nothing more than a ploy to divide us and make you
think that we don’t care about renters and their issues. That is not true. We fight for renters rights. Many of us were renters before we were homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental market.
Thank you for your time and consideration,
Sent from my iPhone
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills in Council District 4. I strongly support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of interest from around the City together.
We strongly support the views of Laurel Canyon and the many Groups you have heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance, support,
and consideration of the interests of the various communities. You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy” homeowners. This is nothing more than a ploy to divide us and make you think that we don’t care about
renters and their issues. That is not true. We fight for renters rights. Many of us were renters before we were homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental market.
Thank you for your time and consideration,
Janet Eckholm
Dear Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
A few days ago, I wrote you in support of Map 53505. However, the draft maps have changed since sending my email, so I am writing to ask you to support Draft Plan K2, Map O, for the redistricting plan you are currently discussing.
I live in CD4 and K2 is the best solution in keeping our neighborhoods and communities of interest together, not only for the “hills” area, but also for other communities in Los Angeles.
It is disheartening to hear comments that “wealthy” homeowners and renters are being painted in discussions as being against each other. This is just not correct, as most homeowners were once renters, and with downsizing, might become
renters again. This argument does not speak to the very supportive community of homeowners and renters. The issue is much more important than living area size - it is about keeping our neighborhoods together. I hope that you support K2, a
map that would provide the best governance, support and consideration of the interests of all communities.
Sincerely,
Joan Cashel
Upper Nichols Canyon
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team ham radio operators, of which I’m one.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, Stuart Ross
7906 Willow Glen Rd. Los Angeles, CA 90046
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Rafael Gonzalez

Thank you.
Rafael Gonzalez
Director of Community Outreach and Engagement,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St., 2nd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012
rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Twitter @CivicRafa
*For information on Redistricting please go to:* *LACCRC2021.org
*
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Claudia Pettit Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 2:34 PM
Subject: Aprove Map K-2
To: rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of
interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all
prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as
natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of
Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Claudia.pettit@outlook.com
Claudia L. Parra-Pettit
310-567-4242
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided
safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire
department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Shayne Lewin
Laurel Hills Homeowner
Dear Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
I am a resident of the Hollwyood Hills, CD4, and I support Draft plan K2, Map O— like many if not all involved residents of Laurel and Nichols Canyon. I believe that Map L is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage of a single
District and is not designed for the best governance of anyone else. Who ever heard of splitting Laurel Canyon down the middle? The idea is absurd. No one who knows anything about our community would even propose such a thing.
You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy” homeowners. But not everyone in the hills is wealthy — far from it — and almost all of us support renters rights. Please do what’s right and support K2 Map O, rather than
backing the last second power grab that is Map L.
Sincerely
Paul Golding
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malkeet gupta

Hi,
Im a longtime home owner at 2356 Pelham Ave, LA CA 90064.
I oppose oppose Map L because:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
Specifically OAC is cut right in half.
I support Map K2 because:
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities
Im an OAC member.
I can be reached at this email with any questions.
Thanks
Malkeet Gupta MD
Associate Clinical Professor
UCLA Emergency Medicine.
Hello,
I am concerned the new map, K2 for redistricting CD4 is cutting out close
to 70% of the current council district. I'm encouraging the council to work
off map L, which serves the interest of a greater proportion of communities
of color, renters, and lower income people that deserve a fair voice.
Chairman Ali and Commission Members, I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills in Council District 4. I strongly support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of interest from around the City together.
We strongly support the views of Laurel Canyon and the many Groups you have heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We oppose Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hollywood Hills. Map L is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT upon that which would provide the
best governance, support, and consideration of the interests of the various communities. You may be hearing from Groups pitting renters against “wealthy” homeowners. We believe that this is an effort to divide us and have you mistakenly think
that we don’t care about renters and their issues. We fight for renters rights. Many of us were renters before we were homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental market.
Thank you for your time and consideration,
Best, Robert Conrad 3120 Chandelle Rd. Los Angeles, CA 90046
To Whom it May Concern,
As a Laurel Canyon resident and homeowner whose children attend Wonderland Elementary School, I am voicing my strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. I am strongly opposed to any redistricting
map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Jodi Teti
8916 Allenwood Rd.
Los Angeles, CA 90046
Chairman Ali & Commission Members - I am writing to you again to be clear that I STRONGLY support and want you as well, Draft plan K 2, map Q. This absolutely keeps communities of interest/neighborhoods in the City together. In essence, I
support Laurel Canyon and the other groups you have already heard of in support of this.They and I feel as though Map L, which divides many communities, including here in the Hollywood Hills where I live, is premised on maintaining political
power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance, support, and consideration of the interests of the various communities. Right now you are hearing from groups that pit renters vs.
"wealthy" homeowners it seems. That is a ploy to make you think we don't care about renters and is being used to try to divid us. WE do care about all who dwell in the City and we are committed to fight for those renter's rights. You know that
loads of us were renters before we became homeowners and we see that many people downsizing return to the rental market.Please....support Draft plan k 2, map Q. I cannot urge you enough.Thanks, Lee Lindenlaub Sent from my totally
addictive iPhone!
Lee Taylor-Allan
aka Lee Lindenlaub3021 Nichols Canyon RoadLA CA 90046
"It's the fragment, not the day. It's the pebble, not the stream, It's the ripple, not the stream that is happening." - Sondheim
To the redistricting commission,
Please adopt Map L tonight to keep CD-13 as is. So much great progress is being made with Heart of Hollywood plan, the Hollywood master plan and various other non-government initiatives to improve Hollywood.
If there was a redistricting it would disrupt all the forward progress that has been made and that momentum needs to keep going.
I am family owners of a 102 year old business on Hollywood Blvd, please keep our district as is so we can continue the great work being done!
Thank you!
Mark Echeverria
COO/CFO/Proprietor
The Musso & Frank Grill
6667 Hollywood Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90028
(323) 464-6667
mussoandfrank.com
[cid:CF135322-7421-45F1-ABBF-283F6C010E7D]
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Pam Cohen

Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills in Council District 4. I strongly
support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of
interest from around the City together. We strongly support the views of
Laurel Canyon and the many Groups you have heard from in supporting Draft
plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including
here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the
advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides
the best governance, support, and consideration of the interests of the
various communities.
You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy”
homeowners. This is nothing more than a ploy to divide us and make you
think that we don’t care about renters and their issues. That is not true.
We fight for renters rights. Many of us were renters before we were
homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental
market.
Thank you for your time and consideration,
Pam Epstein-Cohen
*Pam Epstein-Cohen • 213.447.4459*
Hello: I am writing to state that Map L would seem to best represent the interests of Angleno's. It would keep Elysian Park in CD 1 and 13, dividing it more equally between the two districts. Elysian Park is the only open area green space park in CD
13 and should remain a part of CD 13. Also Angelino Heights should be a part of CD 13. Please keep Echo Park Lake and Echo Park in tact and in CD 13 for the protection of that park for the enjoyment of all Angeleno’s Thank you - Diana Beardsley.
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected - NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Daniel Giesberg
giesberg@amdtechnologies.com
This letter is to urge you to adopt Map L as part of the redistricting process in Los Angeles.
We are the agent for Occidental Entertainment Business Trust II, one of the largest privately held real estate portfolios in Los Angeles, with multiple entertainment-related properties located within Hollywood and the greater Los Angeles area.
We strongly believe it is important to keep CD 13 intact. The communities in CD 13 have been together for decades, and no compelling reason has been presented to break them apart.
It is also vital to keep the historic Hollywood core, Walk of Fame, regional center, and business district together as one whole, so this district can most effectively address its common business, community, and safety interests, as one cohesive
neighborhood.
The alternate map (K2) radically alters the makeup of several council districts, including Hollywood, and would unnecessarily disenfranchise voters as we continue to deal with the a pandemic.
We believe Map L is much more fair, reasonable, and consistent for all of our neighborhoods and communities, and ultimately what is best for our City.
We therefore strongly urge you to adopt Map L.
Yours truly,
Rick Howard
**********************
Richard Howard
Vice Chairman & Chief Operating Officer
Occidental Entertainment Group Holdings, Inc.
1149 N. McCadden Place
Hollywood, CA 90038
Voice: (323) 464-0055
Fax: (323) 464-0099
https://OccidentalEntertainment.com
[cid:image001.gif@01D7B5E9.0B5EAB40]follow us!
NOTE: This message contains information which may be confidential and/or privileged. It is intended solely for the addressee. If you are not the intended recipient, you may not use, copy, distribute, or disclose any information contained in the
message. If you have received this transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message. Thank you.
Dear Commission Members:
I am strongly in favor Map Plan K2 and, specifically, its District J. I
would like to speak today at the Zoom meeting at 5 pm.. I have lived the
Windsor Square/Larchmont Village area since 1980 and urge the Commission to
keep our community together and to join our community with other areas of
Los Angeles with whom we share a community of interest. Beth Garfield

Diana Beardsley
Daniel Giesberg

Howard, Rick

bethjogarfield@gmail.com
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Jordana Glick-Franzheim

Hello Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
I have been living in the Hollywood Hills in Council District 4 for over 20 years. I strongly support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of interest from around the City together. I strongly support the views of Laurel
Canyon, Benedict Canyon and the many Groups you have heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance, support,
and consideration of the interests of the various communities. You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy” homeowners. This is nothing more than a ploy to divide us and make you think that we don’t care about
renters and their issues. That is not true. We fight for renters rights. Many of us were renters before we were homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental market.
With respect,
Jordana Glick-Franzheim
Jordana Glick-Franzheim
mobile +1 424-285-0551
I'm a resident in Los Angeles, and I'm emailing to voice my disapproval of Redistricting Map K2. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is unacceptable, and a clear attempt to consolidate the political power of wealthy homeowners.
Los Angeles's diversity is its greatest asset, and its districts should be representative of that diversity. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
September 30th, 2021
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest. The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as
friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Gina Nelson
Member and 20 year resident of Laurel Canyon
2701 Laurel Pass Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90046
Dear Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills in Council District 4. I strongly support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of interest from around the City together.
We strongly support the views of Laurel Canyon and the many Groups you have heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance, support,
and consideration of the interests of the various communities. You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy” homeowners. This is nothing more than a ploy to divide us and make you think that we don’t care about
renters and their issues. That is not true. We fight for renters rights. Many of us were renters before we were homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental market.
Thank You,
Donnie Graves
2774 La Castana Dr
LA CA 90046
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners, We live in Nichols Canyon which is in the Hollywood Hills in Council District 4. We strongly support draft plan K2, Map O.
This map keeps neighborhoods intact and represents the best interests of a diverse city. Thank you for your hard work on our behalf,
Bob Tzudiker and Noni White
7534 Woodrow Wilson Drive
LA 90046
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Jewell Karinen

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I am a resident and business owner in Hollywood in district 4, and I do not
support map K2, which removes 70% of the current District 4, adjacent to my
neighborhood, from the district. This map is laughable and completely
unacceptable. It is an obvious and blatant attempt at gerrymandering, and
you should all stand up to it.
Please don't cut the Hollywood hills off from Los Feliz.
*For district 4, please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.*
Support diversity, equity, and community by keeping district 4 intact.
Don't wipe out the infrastructure we have already been working towards for
years.
I’m also writing to request the redistricting commission immediately
disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at
Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse
district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different
district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year
ago.
Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Jewell Karinen in 90068
Hello,
I live in Los Feliz within CD4 and am writing to oppose LA City Council
redistricting map K2. I have lived in Los Feliz for more than 15 years and
consider Griffith Park and adjoining neighborhoods like Silverlake an
important part of my community. Removing Los Feliz from this district is
unacceptable and would suppress the voting power of renters like me, who,
in a rare feat, overwhelmingly chose to oust an incumbent and put our trust
in Nithya Raman, a progressive woman of color. K2 looks a lot like an
attempt to undo that, and that certainly feels like something
an unelected redistricting commission should avoid. Map L must be used as
the basis for developing the new boundaries of CD4.
Phil Graziadei
pfgraz@gmail.com
** Address not found **
Your message wasn't delivered to outlook_BDB9C1DF11B9E68B@outlook.com because the address couldn't be found, or is unable to receive mail.
The response from the remote server was:
550 5.5.0 Requested action not taken: mailbox unavailable (S2017062302). [VI1EUR05FT060.eop-eur05.prod.protection.outlook.com]
Final-Recipient: rfc822; outlook_BDB9C1DF11B9E68B@outlook.com
Action: failed
Status: 5.5.0
Remote-MTA: dns; outlook-com.olc.protection.outlook.com. (104.47.17.161, the
server for the domain outlook.com.)
Diagnostic-Code: smtp; 550 5.5.0 Requested action not taken: mailbox unavailable (S2017062302). [VI1EUR05FT060.eop-eur05.prod.protection.outlook.com]
Last-Attempt-Date: Thu, 30 Sep 2021 15:32:42 -0700 (PDT)
I'm a resident of (neighborhood) in Council District 4, and I do not
support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it
off from several of my communities of interest. Don't divide us and cut us
off from Griffith Park. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District
4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an
equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Best,
Eric Dern

Phil Graziadei

Mail Delivery Subsystem
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Candice Cho

My name is Candice Cho and I work for a non-profit that serves the
Koreatown community. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one
district, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown
Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps
Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood
council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our
diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may
thrive.
-- Candice Cho (she/her)
Managing Director of Policy and Counsel
Asian Pacific Policy & Planning Council (A3PCON)
| Stop AAPI Hate
626.419.8702 cell
Chairman Ali and Commission Members, I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills in Council District 4. I strongly support Draft plan K2, map O, which keeps neighborhoods and communities of interest from around the City together.
We strongly support the views of Laurel Canyon and the many Groups you have heard from in supporting Draft plan K2, Map O.
We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of a single District and NOT for what provides the best governance, support,
and consideration of the interests of the various communities. You are hearing from Groups that are pitting renters against “wealthy” homeowners. This is nothing more than a ploy to divide us and make you think that we don’t care about
renters and their issues. That is not true. We fight for renters rights. Many of us were renters before we were homeowners and as people want to downsize, they are returning to the rental market.
Thank you.
Heid Lieberman
I support fair maps! Please stop rigging the district maps to serve those in power. I oppose K2’s regressive gerrymander of CD 4. Please advance the modified versions of both Maps L & K2 for the public to review in October. I support
transparency! Immediately disclose district numbers for the two maps under consideration so the public and commissioners can understand these maps in advance of Thursday’s meeting.
Thank you!
Stephen Gutwillig
CD13
Dear Commissioners:
Please adopt map K2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities
of Greater Wilshire together in District J - CD5
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC
neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside,
Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Fremont Place, Citrus Square, La
Brea-Hancock as well as nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and
adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest”
because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and
economic interests that should be included within a single district for
purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal
standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade,
political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of
communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order
to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best
represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents
of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community
of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and fairly
represented.
Sincerely,
Reuven Nathanson
132 S Mansfield Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036
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Audrey Jang

My name is Audrey Jang and I am a lifelong resident of Koreatown. I am 24
years old, and I have lived in Koreatown my entire life.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries.
I was 14 when the last redistricting occurred, and I grew up with its
consequences. My education, environmental conditions, political rights and
representation have been directly impacted by that Commission's decisions
to split my neighborhood and community into so many Council Districts.
Thus I urge this Commission to adopt the Koreatown Redistricting Task
Force's proposed map boundaries. We are the densest neighborhood in LA and
also one of the most transit oriented. We are primarily working class
immigrant renters, and we deserve to have a unified voice.
I love my neighborhood. I am so proud of the grassroots initiatives that
have started here, including advocacy for our unhoused neighbors and the
vibrant culture of small business entrepreneurship by people of color. We
deserve to have a unified voice to advocate for our rights and interests
for the next 10 years. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep
our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community
may thrive.
Sincerely,
Audrey Jang
To the Commission, here is my Written Public Comment regarding the two
draft maps (Draft Map K2 and Draft Map L),
As a Stakeholder I appreciate your listening to the community regarding
Echo Park and Elysian Park remaining in CD 13 and also Angelino Heights
community’s desire to be incorporated into CD 13. Yes!
It is very important that Elysian Park be equally shared by CD 1 and CD
13 to ensure that all the needs of this diverse community are addressed
democratically.
As a Stakeholder I also believe that the green space that Elysian Park
and Echo Park Lake give us is crucial to the health and well-being of this
community
Open Green Spaces (Especially Elysian Park and Echo Park lake) are and have
been extremely important to this community.
I support a division that would start at Vin Scully drive, go up around
the outside of Dodger Stadium (bringing Boylston St., into CD 13) and then
cut straight across Elysian Park to Riverside Drive between the Police
Academy and the Adaptive Recreation Center.
I really strongly prefer Map L over Map K2.
I thank you All for your dedication and attention to this.
Respectfully,
Kathleen Wakefield
1418 Sutherland Street, 90026
kathleenkleinwakefield.com
(213) 247-0611
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Rafael Gonzalez

Thank you.
Rafael Gonzalez
Director of Community Outreach and Engagement,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St., 2nd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012
rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Twitter @CivicRafa
*For information on Redistricting please go to:* *LACCRC2021.org
*
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Carol Lifland Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 3:23 PM
Subject: Approve Map K-2
To: rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org Dear Sir:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of
interest as one cohesive area (section ), in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all
prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as
natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of
Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Carol Lifland
218 Bronwood Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90049
I'm a local stakeholder in Chinatown and I do not support map K2 which
divides my neighborhood and further isolates already disenfranchised and
vulnerable communities. Chinatown is a BIPOC working class community being
threatened by multiple market-rate developments and predatory real estate
developers. Keeping Chinatown together is essential in being able to
advocate for community resources. Many generations of working class BIPOC
people have come to live in Chinatown because of economic and social
reasons. In the 19th century, many Asian Americans were forced to live in
Chinatown because they were unable to live elsewhere due to the threat of
violence and redlining. Keeping Chinatown in one district allows policies
that affect the entire neighborhood to be made more easily and
transparently.
Additionally, this attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is
completely unacceptable as it removes representation from diverse,
lower-income neighborhoods, taking away their voice in city affairs.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. The CD4 draft
maps serve to consolidate power of homeowners. It is crucial for the future
of Los Angeles to have diversity of race, income, and more tenant
representation in CD4. Please unify Koreatown in CD4 to ensure this. Use
this community produced map that has this diversity represented in CD4 and
CD13 instead: https://districtr.org/plan/52876.
- Jennifer Ly
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
I am apposed to Map K2. There is no need to alter several Council Districts. In addition, Council District 13 should be left intact. I am in support of Map L. Map L is much more fair.
Thank you,
Lauren Dang
C: 626.800.9733
lauren.dang@ryda.us
RYDA
www.ryda.us
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Susan Dawkins

My name is Susan Dawkins. I live on Westchester Place, 90005 zip code, in the HPOZ Wilshire Park neighborhood, located in Greater Wilshire. Three generations of my family have resided in our present location since 1955. It is of vital importance
to me, our family and to my neighborhood that our City Council members are aware of the importance our area is to supporting and maintaining the unique character, beauty, and prosperity of Los Angeles, that has been appropriately been
named "The City of the Angels". We count on our City Council Member to represent us, making the entire City Council aware of the constituents here, of the unique character of the area, and the part we play in supporting our City government in
preserving, protecting and maintaining a safe and high quality of life environment for all of our City's residents. I know for a fact that neighbors who live in the Greater Wilshire area, in which Wilshire Park is a part, volunteer in projects sponsored
by the City of Los Angeles, or by Private sector entities to help support solutions to problems we are experiencing such as homelessness, crime, teen and young adult needs, etc. We take time to work with the local Schools, the Los Angeles Police
Department, the Fire Department, Business Districts such as Larchmont Village, etc., specific to the areas under discussion. As Council Members have sometimes said to our neighborhood Association when they have attended our Wilshire Park
Community meetings, we are the "eyes and ears" for their office. We also depend on our City Council Representatives to be aware of and assist us in receiving all of the unique services that come with living in the City of Los Angeles in historic
homes, adjacent to our neighbors who live in multi unit dwellings, who enjoy sharing our common area....to understand and be able to respond to the unique needs of our area, to help us receive services to maintain and preserve this area, which
in turn benefits, in the larger picture, the entire City and it's residents. For these reasons and much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for crafting Draft Plan K2, specifically District J, which I support. We are grateful for the
opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. In being made aware of the redistricting process, I am
alarmed and dismayed to see that Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It is dividing and
redistributing neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western
Heights, and the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. Plan L throws us into a newly engineered district of special interests, stretching from Park La
Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. I object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice.
Please adopt Draft Plan K2, and it's District J, which will provide the best City Council services to our Community of Interest in Wilshire Park and Greater Wilshire.
Thank you.
-Susan Dawkins
(213) 249-3561
Sent from my iPad
Good afternoon,
I write to you today to urge you to *support map K2 and NOT map L*.
From the beginning of the process the Commission has stressed the
importance of keeping communities of interest together - I can't imagine a
more clear-cut community of interest than a local Neighborhood Council.
These districts will remain in place for 10 years - long after current
officeholders have moved on. But our Neighborhood Council will remain in
place, representing stakeholders at the most basic and vital level of City
government.
The Westside Neighborhood Council represents renters, homeowners, local
businesses, communities of faith, BIPOC cultural centers, educational
facilities, and more. Together we all work to improve the lives of our
stakeholders.
*Our only true ask in all this process was to keep our Neighborhood Council
together in a single district - and now, at the 11th hour a new map
proposal surfaces that splits our NC neighborhood into not 2 but THREE
different City Council districts. *
This is unbelievably tone-deaf to all the stakeholders who have submitted
their input over these past months.
I urge you to support map K2.
Jane Wishon
WNC Seat 13
Chair, Westside Democratic HQ
Political Vice President, Stonewall Democratic Club
Co-Chair Org Dev & Chartering, LACDP
She, They
To see why it's important to list pronouns, please click here
and I hope you'll join me.
310-559-7429 landline
310-993-2307 mobile
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Plummer, Jasmine

Thank you for your consideration. Please see attached letter in support of Draft Map K2
__
Jasmine Plummer, PhD
Associate Director
Applied Genomics, Computational & Translational (AGCT) Core
Cedars Sinai Cancer
Assistant Professor
The Center for Bioinformatics and Functional Genomics
Department of Biomedical Sciences
jasmine.plummer@cshs.org
Cedars-Sinai
8700 Beverly Blvd, Steven Spielberg Building | SSB365 | Los Angeles CA 90048
office 310-423-1124 | mobile 310-892-3972
cedars-sinai.org
agctcore.org
center4bfg.org
[A drawing of a face Description automatically generated][signature_1179223003]
IMPORTANT WARNING: This message is intended for the use of the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged and confidential, the disclosure of which is governed by applicable law. If the reader of
this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this information is strictly prohibited. Thank you
for your cooperation.
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section ), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland
and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected - NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Carol Lifland
218 Bronwood Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90049
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
I am writing to you to express my concern and opposition for Map K2. It drastically alters the makeup of several Council districts and would disenfranchise voters while we’re still in the COVID-19 pandemic.
It’s critical that Council District 13 is kept intact, and keep the Hollywood historic core, Walk of Fame, Regional Center and central business district completely intact in Council District 13.
The commission MUST support and vote to adopt Map L. This is much more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities.
—
RYAN NEMAN
C: 310.625.0003
ryan@ryda.us
RYDA
www.ryda.us
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Benny Rosenberg

Dear Commission Executive Director Cardenas, Commission Chair Ali, and
Commissioners,
My name is Benny Rosenberg, and I wanted to take the time to email you all
as a vested member of the community. I am a board member of the Hancock
Park Howeowner's association, as well as a board alternate for the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council.
I speak for many people in my neighborhood in* supporting Map K2 and
OPPOSING Map L *which was a late addition*.*
Furthermore, as an active member of the Orthodox Jewish community, it is
vital concern to have much of the community stay intact. Particularly with
Covid-19 and the rising spate of Anti-Semitic actions, it is of paramount
concern for the communities to be able to stay connected and aligned
regarding security, social services, medical, etc.
Map L has not been properly vetted, and I strongly urge the rejection of
this map.
I appreciate your attention to this matter and thank you all for the
consideration.
Benny Rosenberg
Board Member
Hancock Park Homeowners Association
Religion Seat / Alternate
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council
-- *-BR*
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section ), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland
and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected - NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Carol Lifland
218 Bronwood Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90049
Hi, I am writing you to ask you to please reject the proposed K2 map for
CD4. There is no good reason to change the shape of the district so
radically, especially after our city council member recently won election
with more votes than anyone in history. Please work off of Map L instead.
Thank you.
-Mike
Dear LA City Council Redistricting Commission,
I am writing to you to express my concern and opposition for Map K2. It drastically alters the makeup of several Council districts and would disenfranchise voters.
It’s critical that Council District 13 is kept intact, and keep the Hollywood historic core, Walk of Fame, Regional Center and central business district completely intact in Council District 13.
The commission MUST support and vote to adopt Map L. This is much more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities.
Sincerely,
Jodi Eilers
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: Keep all of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council in the revised Plan K, District J and maintain GWNC’s boundaries.
Dear Commissioners,
I live in Saint Andrews Square. I am writing again to support Plan K2—and to thank you for it--and to reject Plan L. My neighborhood asks to be part of Plan K2, District J, along with all of Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council, maintaining its
current boundaries. While Plan L answers some specific requests in other districts, it divides Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council into three parts in Districts H,O, and G, creating a worse situation than the one we have now. I am absolutely
opposed to this. Plan K2, District J keeps the Greater Wilshire NC together and unites us with our Community of Interest neighborhoods to the west. It is based on the weeks of public input, census data and state and federal voting right
protections. We share schools, synagogues, parks, churches and HPOZ's with our western neighbors. Please adopt Map Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council services to all our communities of interest and neighborhoods in Greater
Wilshire.
Very truly yours,
Deborah Willis
Saint Andrews Square

Carol Lifland

Michael Yank

Jodi Eilers
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jennifer barrett

My name is Jennifer Barrett. I live in Windsor Square/Larchmont Village which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City
Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our
significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together
with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Kind regards,
Jennifer Barrett
Hi there,
I'm a resident of CD4 in Los Feliz, and I would like to write my support of
Map L. My home district should not be cut off from Griffith Park, which is
the backyard of our neighborhood. Map K2 is unacceptable, and is a blatant
attempt to cut off renters and tenants. Please allow us to retain the sense
of community and camaraderie that we have built in our district by allowing
us to remain with our neighbors!
I support Map L.
Thank you,
Katherine Simon
3116 Rowena Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
I would like to express my concern and opposition to Map K2. It completely alters the makeup of several Council districts and would disenfranchise voters while we’re still in the COVID-19 pandemic.
It is highly important that Council District 13 is kept intact. The Hollywood historic core, Walk of Fame, Regional Center, and central business district should be completely intact in Council District 13.
The commission MUST support and vote to adopt Map L. This is much more equitable, fair, and consistent for all communities.
—
BRIGITTE NEMAN
C: 310.991.8147
brigitte.neman@ryda.us
RYDA
www.ryda.us

Katie Simon

Brigitte Neman

Name

Public Testimony

Joy Calisoff

Please see my letter below. I have also attached it to be included with
the notes during your meeting today.
Sincerely
Joy Calisoff
To Whom It May Concern:
My husband and I are longtime residents & homeowners in Sycamore Square. We
moved to the neighborhood in July of 1996. Over the years, we have seen
vast improvements in the area, especially with residents getting more
involved. Years ago, Liz Fuller, a property owner in our neighborhood
spearheaded the effort to improve our community and helped get it named
Sycamore Square. She led an effort to plant Sycamore trees on our streets
which continue to thrive to this day. She also brought us closer to our
political representatives and other city apparatuses that benefited our
community and Los Angeles as a whole.
Our neighborhood is comfortably set in its boundaries of Wilshire,
Highland, La Brea and Olympic Blvd. Olympic Blvd is like an ocean to us,
and we rarely if ever walk south in the neighborhood. Redistricting
Sycamore Square would take away a part of its identity, could potentially
affect property values and be detrimental to the relationships that
Sycamore Square residents have established with Police, Fire, Public
Safety/Disaster relief agencies in Los Angeles. This could be dangerous to
us especially with the continued issues with homelessness, increased
homicides and criminal activity in our area during the Pandemic.
I have been involved with the Sycamore Square Association & worked with
local traffic police on monitoring speeding & increased traffic in Sycamore
Square to help make our neighborhood safer. Additionally, after the
streetlight in front of our home burst into flame, I wrote a letter to our
councilman, & we were able to expedite the process of having all of the
streetlights rewired to low voltage to avoid possible injury and property
damage throughout Sycamore Square. * I want to be of service to my fellow
neighbors in my already small enclave & don't want to have it split
further. *
There is no reason to split residents. For example, our street, Citrus Ave
would be drastically affected if split into two zones based on the fact
that one resident lives north of the 800 block and another resides just
south of this intersection.
I am against the redistricting of Sycamore Square and a split of this
nature would only be detrimental to the progress I have made in our small
community.
Joy Calisoff
912 S. Citrus Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036
p. (323) 823-8554
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and a resident of Cheviot Hills for 25 years.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Virginia Olah
2820 Anchor Ave.
Los Angeles, Cal. 90064
Please Don't wipe out the current District 4.
The district should protect the voices of tenants in LA.
Dump mapK2 ! Please use Map L
David Oberg
LA, CA. 91607
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William Ferrer

To Whom It May Concern:
I am a long-time resident of Sherman Oaks in Council District 4 and wanted
to write to express my dissatisfaction with proposed map K2. I am concerned
that a map such as this one consolidates power among wealthy homeowners and
dilutes the voice of renters like myself. I am also frustrated at what
appears to be a brazen attempt to unseat progressive councilmember Nithya
Raman by divorcing her from the diverse coalition that elected her. As
someone who supported Ms. Raman in the election, a map like this feels
pointed and political: an act of disenfranchisement meant to undo an
election result a select (wealthy) few are unhappy about. K2 removes 73% of
CD4 from CD4. How on Earth is that fair to those of us who democratically
chose Ms. Raman to represent us?
Thank you,
Will Ferrer
Hello Commissioners,
My name is Dustin Sheets, I am a Hollywood resident and I live in CD13. I
have called into the last 3 meetings in hope of providing a verbal public
comment on the importance of keeping Hollywood intact and in CD13.
Many of the people from Hollywood who have given comment have stressed the
importance of keeping Hollywood intact and in CD13 from a business
perspective, but I wish to provide my perspective as a resident of
Hollywood.
My Neighborhood (Sunset to Fountain, Vine to Gower) has a great working
relationship with CD13, and know that they are a voice for the residents of
Hollywood in City Hall.
We have been working on long-term neighborhood improvement with them that
would fall to the wayside if CD13 is not kept whole. It is also important
to not separate the residential parts of Hollywood from the business
district, those entertainment and tourism dollars are reinvested back into
our neighborhood and it would be devastating for the residents to lose that
connection to the business district.
I will be joining the meeting tonight at 5 and hope to have a chance to
speak. Thanks for all that you are doing.
-- *Dustin Sheets*
740-683-0304
Commissioners,
I support Map Plan K2 and section J as drawn.
I DO NOT support Plan L.
I live in St Andrews Square which is part of the GWNC and has been from the establishment
of the Neighborhood Councils.
Ruth Silveira
Please see attached document regarding the redistricting of Sycamore Square. As a long time Sycamore Square property owner/resident, I’m against it. Sean
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Jennifer Doud

September 30th, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, Jennifer Doud, 8088 Mulholland Dr, Los Angeles, CA 90046
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
I am writing to you to express my concern and opposition for Map K2. It drastically alters the makeup of several Council districts and would disenfranchise voters while we're still in the COVID-19 pandemic.
It's critical that Council District 13 is kept intact, and keep the Hollywood historic core, Walk of Fame, Regional Center and central business district completely intact in Council District 13.
The commission MUST support and vote to adopt Map L. This is much more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities.
Mitchell Yokogawa
C: (213) 905-2851
Mitchell.Yokogawa@ryda.us
RYDA
www.ryda.us
Hello and happy Thursday,
Please do not divide our area COI or HPOZ our Neighborhood. Please keep our area/Community of Interest together. Our area is great the way it is. To divide wouldn’t make sense as we are a family neighborhood and we want to keep our
community together b/c we are a COI and we’re the Sunset Square HPOZ, our sister HPOZ is Spaulding, we are a solely a residential neighborhood on west side of Hollywood, on Weho border, we are all part of Area 7 HHWNC etc.... imagine the
change for the children who go to Gardner not to mention the families and their strain of their children after years and the pandemic having to change schools. Map L divides our community in half, which is ridiculous. Please keep our community
together. This is our area/COI, l am insisting this be honored in the redistricting process— we must keep this as a COI. I’m just asking that you’re aware and please don’t split us. Warmly
Nicole Stuart
Nicole Stuart
213.598.1029
www.nicolestuart.com
Nicole Stuart
p:213-598-1029 | e:nique1280@aol.com | w:nicolestuart.com| a: P.O.BOX 69955 West Hollywood, Ca 90069
We want to let you know that my husband and myself are strongly in favor of the K2 version of a council district for Sherman Oaks. It brings the Valley people together. We hope that the council person’s displeasure does not override the voices of
many in the community that are strongly affected by the decision. She is one person the positive voices of the direct community are many.
Thank you for your hard work.
Ann Rubin
Sheldon Rubin
4641 Noble Avenue
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403

Mitchell Yokogawa

NICOLE STUART

AnnRubin
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Dominique Ong

Hello LA City Redistricting Commission,
I do not support Map K2, which divides Chinatown in District L. Keeping
Chinatown together in one district is essential to advocating for resources
and implementing policies that impact the entire neighborhood more swiftly
and easily.
Home to multiple generations of working class, BIPOC people, Chinatown is
already threatened by predatory real estate developers. The people of
Chinatown do not need yet another barrier to necessary resources and
services.
I support keeping Chinatown together in one district and urge the
commission to reject Map K2. Map K2 will result in harm to the Chinatown
community. The commission should prioritize a community-produced map that
advances an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Best,
Dominique
Dear Commission,
Going along with what I mentioned previously, the Commission is not recognizing what impact Warner Center Is to the communities of the West Valley.
Warner Center is the Downtown of the West Valley. As an economic and growth engine of the West Valley, Warner Center affects all of Woodland Hills along with Canoga Park (which is partly in Warner Center) and West Hills and Winnetka plus
Tarzana. It is the shopping zone and job center. As such, all these communities should have influence on the Council Member for the District that contains Warner Center. If other communities are entitled to demand influence and access to their
economic interest zone, so should the West Valley.
Maps that split Woodland Hills often put parts of Woodland Hills together with distant areas of the Valley with different issues. This makes serving such a dispersed district very hard for a Council Member to Serve. Splitting Neighborhood Councils
also doubles the work and effort when they have to interact with more than one Council District office.
Map K2 does not serve the interests of the West Valley. Woodland Hills is far removed from issues in Valley Glen and vice versa.
Map L does not serve many neighborhood Councils in the Valley because it puts some in 2 or 3 Districts. Other maps have offered better configurations.
Just add this to my previous list of comments.
Sincerely, August Steurer

August Steurer
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Blanche D'Souza

City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general
welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local
independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel
Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the
east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s
lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to
the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites
are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State
of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We
are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes
out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablazeCanyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills
on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us
and get to work putting out those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We
have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio
operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of
Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep
our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who
we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property
and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the
Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also
voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its
redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government
and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Blanche D’Souza
Hello! From a very happy Los Feliz lady!
Hope this email finds you well! I love our district and my community, and I
am writing because I do not support map K2. Council District 4 is my home.
I have volunteered, worked, and played here for years. I moved to Los Feliz
for these immaculate vibes and want to keep our beloved community intact.
Please please please, do not cut me off from my neighbors I've forged
relationships with and especially do not cut me off from Griffith Park--a
major reason I moved here.
Trying to rip apart 70% of current District 4 is not okay and not in the
best interest of the residents AT ALL. I majorly support working off Map L
in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you for taking the time to hear my concerns.
Best,
Alice Stanley (90027)
-- AliceStanleyJr.com

Alice Stanley
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Brittany Ashley

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Brittany Ashley
LA Resident
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I am a resident of Los Angeles County who is deeply concerned about the
redistricting proposal exhibited in the K2 map. It would carve up the
district in a way that would impact the residents of District 4 negatively.
District 4 is a diverse community in the heart of Los Angeles and
separating this district into pieces would destroy the vibrancy and unique
voice of this part of the city.
It is not lost on me that the most diverse parts of the district--both in
culture and in income level--are the ones being excised and sent to the
Valley. Not only would this move be illogical and unnecessary; I fail to
see how it would improve either the Mid-City area or the Valley as those
areas are geographically and demographically distinct.
As a resident of Los Angeles, I am greatly concerned by this gerrymandering
attempt. It is imperative that every citizen's voice be heard and
represented. The council cannot carve up a district to suit its needs;
rather, it is the people of a district who must dictate the needs of the
council.
Sincerely,
Cristina Rivera
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Jackie Josephjackiejoseph@yahoo.com
To Whom it May Concern at LA CITY:
As I am not free later today for the Zoom Meeting, I would like to take this opportunity to voice my opinion, in writing.
My address is 9126 Calle Juela Drive, 90210 (Beverly Hills Post Office).
I am very concerned about my neighborhood’s representation at the City Council. My fellow neighbors and I are enormously concerned re: the MAP K2, as it is in it’s current form — we are OPPOSED to it, as it eliminates us from our community of
shared interests with our neighbors — those to our West on Benedict Canyon and Beverly Glen. We share the same issues and concerns: the same topography, the same construction considerations, the same public safety issues, i.e. fire danger,
Life Safety services, etc., and feel that it makes absolutely no sense to keep us out of this community.
Hillside living is very different from living down in the flat areas of the city. It is crucial that we share the same district with other hillside neighborhoods that share our conditions and concerns. For the last 10 years we have been denied the same
protections as CD5. It is just not right, and it’s just not fair.
MAP L WOULD BE THE IDEAL SOLUTION FOR OUR PARTICULAR AREA OF BOWMONT-HAZEN-BRIARCREST, but again, we do support the BABCNC’s amended version of MAP K2.
I urge you, do not make the mistake that the City made 10 years ago, which has made and will continue to make our lives unfairly difficult.
EITHER EXTEND MAP K2 to include Bowmont-Hazen-Briarcrest as proposed by our Neighborhood Council. OR — use Map L as an alternative.
PLEASE - I hope you will take the above to heart..our neighborhood is in need of your help to do the right thing.
Thank you, in advance…..for taking the time to examine this situation.
Best regards,
Barbara Title

Cristina Rivera

jackie joseph

Barbara Title
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Tracey

Hello My name is Tracey Goldstein,
I am part of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition
Thank you for this huge task and for your commitment to equity and transparency.
Jewish residents and particularly those that adhere to orthodox Jewish practice are part of a community of interest with particular need of representation and cohesion because of our unique practice, social service needs and rising antisemitism..
Fairfax LaBrea, have a large traditional Jewish demographic, with many seniors and holocaust survivors who receive services from organizations inside CD5.
This is why I support Map K2, though not perfect it is currently the most equitable option presented so far for our community and others.
I strongly urge that you reject the late to the discussion Map L which bypassed all the transparency and consensus building that went into developing Map K2. In the last redistricting only 3 blocks of Hancock Park were put into CD5 and Valley
Village was removed from CD5. community has asked in multiple redistricting processes to be made whole in the historic Jewish district which is CD5.
By some chance Map L should be moved forward we implore you to make sure that Hancock Park ,Beverlywood and Pico Robertson which is the center of Jewish Los Angeles, stay within their historic community of interest which is Council District
5 and to allow Valley Village to be part of the Western most portion of Sherman Oaks which shares communities of interest in and around the Chandler Blvd Corridor which was formerly CD5 as well.
We strongly urge the commission to enact Draft Plan K2- District J and support the Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition's request for cultural equity. Thank you for your wise consideration.
Dear City Leaders:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Fwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected with NO on
Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Bob Pettit
bob.pettit@outlook.com
Dear Redistricting Committee, et al —
We are Westside NC Stakeholders, residents of Cheviot Hills since 1994.
We have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities.
We urge you to support Map K2.
Sincerely, Donna M. and Corvin G. Simmons
Donna & Corvin Simmons
10319 Cheviot Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90064-4505
phone: 310-558-3084
Hi,
As a home owner resident at The 9th block of Citrus Ave, I would like to urge you not to split our small neighborhood in two. It is extremely difficult to build community in LA, especially at this times. I was a former neighborhood board member
and I know first hand how hard it is to keep residents engaged in community and participate in decision making. The proposed split of taking two blocks south of 8th and joining them with neighbors south of Olympic would ruin long and hard
efforts by residents to make this the wonderful neighborhood we are. I can’t think of a good reason to split such a tiny neighborhood in two. Thanks,
The Fridman family
846 S Citrus Ave
Sent from my iPhone
I do not support map K2 which removes the Hills, Larchmont, Hancock Park, Los Feliz, and part of Silver Lake from CD4. This is an audacious attempt to GERRYMANDER this district in favor or wealthy homeowners in the valley. This map removes
existing neighborhoods from the the district and cuts off several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70%(!!!) of the current District 4 is UNACCEPTABLE. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the
entire city. The CD4 draft maps blatantly serve to consolidate the power of homeowners in the valley - a region that should be in CD5. I support diversity and equity and I want a district that protects the voices of working class tenants in L.A., not a
district that’s wiped out for the sake of the wealthy to wield even more power on the city council.
Make CD5 the bridge to the valley.
Keep Los Feliz in CD4
Keep Echo Park in CD13
Unify Koreatown into CD4.
It’s the right thing to do.
-R.J. Glass

Bob Pettit

Donna Simmons

Moshe Fridman

R.J.
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Robert Battles

---------- Forwarded message --------From: Marcos Sanchez Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 2:46 PM
Subject: Fwd: VNY Airport- Council Redistricting
To: Rafael Gonzalez CC: Robert Battles , Frank Cardenas <
frank.cardenas@lacity.org
Rafael:
I wanted to make sure you received this.
Thank you.
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Jonah Glickman Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 1:21 PM
Subject: Fwd: VNY Airport- Council Redistricting
To: Marcos Sanchez FYI
*From:* Curt Castagna *Date:* September 29, 2021 at 4:17:00 PM PDT
*To:* "redistricting.lacity@lacity.org." *Cc:* Kathryn Purwin , "Kevin Fletcher (
kevin.fletcher@gulfstream.com)" ,
Michael.McDaniel@jetaviation.com, Brad Wright ,
Waldman Stuart , Vanyek Nancy <
Nancy@sanfernandovalleychamber.com, Eric Hill <
eric.hill@signatureflight.com, "Tony L. Marlow (tmarlow@castlecooke.com)" <
tmarlow@castlecooke.com, Mort Scholnick , Steve
Argubright , Stephen Maloney <
smaloney@sunairjets.com, "Jim Hansen (jhansen@wja.aero)" ,
Christine Dunn , Refugio Rios ,
Sonya Blake , "Justin Erbacci (
jerbacci@lawa.org)" , "Flora Margheritis (
FMargheritis@lawa.org)" *Subject:* *VNY Airport- Council Redistricting*
Attached (and below) please find comments relative to the City of Los
Angeles Redistricting Commission support Draft Version “L”
Sincerely,
*Curt Castagna, C.M.*
President
Van Nuys Airport Association (VNAA)
P.O. Box 7333
Van Nuys, CA 90806
Office: (562) 981-2659
Cell: (562) 824-8554
Email: ccastagna@thevnaa.org Web: www.thevnaa.org September 29, 2021
City of Los Angeles
City Council Redistricting Commission
Attention: Commissioner Fred Ali- Chair
*RE: City Council Redistricting Commission- Comments from Van Nuys Airport
Association*
Dear Members of the City Council Redistricting Commission:
I respectfully submit this correspondence on behalf of the Van Nuys Airport
Association (VNAA), a non-profit membership organization representing more
than 100 businesses and 5,000 employees located at Van Nuys Airport (VNY).
Many of these airport businesses share a long and successful history of
collaborating with the City and VNY Airport, and in hosting operations that
not only serve the region’s air transportation needs, but also support
local work force development programs, charitable, film and other special
community events. These businesses provide many social and educational
benefits to our community, and serve as a catalyst for economic growth in
the San Fernando Valley. In the wake of the devastating impacts resulting
from the COVID-19 pandemic, VNY tenants and their employees look forward to
playing a critical role in Los Angeles’ future recovery efforts, and
require the experience of stable city council leadership that best
understand aviation and airport related policy and oversight.
The VNAA is pleased to express our strong support for version “L” – the
draft map showing CD6 as the continued representative to the Van Nuys
Airport and surrounding neighborhood community. We wish to submit the
following public comments to the commission, in reviewing the merits of
plan version “L”
· Covid 19 presented many challenges to business and communities
that moving forward, now requires a stable and experienced city council
district and leadership
· The Van Nuys Airport (VNY), is the largest combined employer in
the San Fernando Valley. As a critical asset and component for the City and
region’s transportation infrastructure, coordination between CD6, Los
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Margo Hamilton

City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided
safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire
department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of
its residents’ safety.
Sincerly,
Margo Hamilton23 year Resident of Laurel Canyon
Dear members:
I recently sent a letter supporting plan K but in reading these more closely, I want to voice my strong support for Plan L and remove my support of Plan K.
I am a forty year resident of CD4 and want the district to continue to include renters, not just private home-owners. The support of the HPHOA and by its leader Cindy Chvatal-Keane is yet another effort to get rid if Councilperson Raman, who was
elected to represent our district. She( Keane) is part of the recently dropped Recall Raman group. Their letter is racist( we don’t want renters or K-town.. in other words,” poor people”), and the diversity of CD4 as it exists now is much more
diverse and democratic, with a small D. These values are important to me as a 4th generation Angeleno, a private homeowner, and I value greatly the diversity of CD4. Changing the boundaries would remove the majority of constituents who
elected Raman. This is grossly unfair!
Sincerely,
Suzanne Buhai
Windsor Square
Will do, thanks!
On Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 4:23 PM Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission wrote:
Hi Rob!

Suzanne Rosenblatt

Robert Battles

Taniea, here.
Monica Rodriquez with the "Eastsider LA" is working on article regarding
the map and asked that you please give her a call at your earliest
convenience. Her contact is (909) 815-5315.
Thank you,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall,
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275,
Los Angeles, CA 90012 (213) 263-5765
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darcyrharris@aol.com

Further to below, I want to register my strong support, on behalf of myself and many neighbors and residents I have spoken with, for keeping Echo Park Lake part of proposed District G/CD 13 and together with the rest of the Echo Park
neighborhood. Thank you,Darcy Harris
-----Original Message----From: darcyrharris@aol.com
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org ; councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org Cc: juan.fregoso@lacity.org Sent: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 2:16 pm
Subject: Testimony on Proposed Redistricting
Hello,
I am a 20+ year resident of Echo Park and former Chair of the Echo Park Neighborhood Council (EPNC). I am writing to support the draft map L as far as the southeastern boundary of CD 13/District G near Echo Park is concerned. It makes sense to
include Angelino Heights together with the rest of Echo Park in one council district, preserving the historic boundaries and aligning the CD boundary with the Neighborhood Council boundary. I would also recommend extending the border on the
north of Sunset a few blocks east to Everett Street, which is currently the eastern boundary of EPNC, as Everett Street is part of the original Angelino Heights tract and is named after Everett E. Hall, one half of the Angelino Heights Tract
development team. It also makes practical sense to have Vin Scully and Everett St. in the District G to help coordinate the impact of the Dodgers traffic on this neighborhood. Keeping historic neighborhoods together and aligning with
Neighborhood Council boundaries will better represent stakeholders who share common interests in their communities. Thank you,Darcy HarrisBelmont Street, 90026
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Faithe Raphael Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 4:57 PM
Subject: Support Map K2
To: robert.battles@lacity.org Please do not create more division. Do not support Map L.
Thank you,
Faithe R Haimer
To Whom it May Concern,
I am a neighbor in Country Club Park and don’t want to see it divided in half! I love my neighborhood and my neighbors. Please vote for Plan K2 which will keep us intact and DO NOT support Plan L which divides us in two.
Thank you for your time and attention,
T. Chick McClure
1265 3rd Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90019
323-356-5866
chick@tchickphoto.com
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Thanks,
John Martin213-350-5626 off213-380-7532 fax
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Shelley Stamm Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 5:49 PM
Subject: Approve Map K-2
To: , , <
robert.battles@lacity.org, , <
layla.hamedi@lacity.org
Dear Ladies and Gentlemen,
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of
interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all
prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as
natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of
Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you, Shelley Stamm
422 Denslow Ave., L.A. 90049
shelley.stamm@gmail.com
To whom it may concern,
My family and I are adamantly opposed to redistricting our neighborhood as
outlined in Map L.
I oppose Map L because:
Map L ignores historical boundaries;
Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
I do support Map K2 because:
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’ associations; and
Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
I hope the council will value my family's input on this important issue
and institute Map K2
Sincerely,
Yvonne Zagala

Robert Battles

T. Chick McClure

John Martin
Robert Battles

Yvonne Zagala

Name

Public Testimony

Robert Battles

---------- Forwarded message --------From: Marcia Maiten Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 6:34 PM
Subject: Approve Map K-2 Redistricting
To: Thank you,
Marcia G. Maiten
11693 San Vicente Blvd
.
PMB 802
Los Angeles, CA 90049-5105
310-476-5532
Dear LA City Redistricting Commission,
My name is Patricia Kim and I am a former board member at the Wilshire
Center Koreatown Neighborhood Council. As a longtime community advocate, I
am writing today to express my strong support for Map L which not only
keeps Koreatown whole but also honors the commitment of the Commission to
keep neighborhoods together.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Patricia Kim
Hello My name is Mary Streit
I am part of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition
Thank you for this huge task and for your commitment to equity and transparency.
Jewish residents and particularly those that adhere to orthodox Jewish practice are part of a community of interest with particular need of representation and cohesion because of our unique practice, social service needs and rising antisemitism..
Fairfax LaBrea, have a large traditional Jewish demographic, with many seniors and holocaust survivors who receive services from organizations inside CD5.
This is why I support Map K2, though not perfect it is currently the most equitable option presented so far for our community and others.
I strongly urge that you reject the late to the discussion Map L which bypassed all the transparency and consensus building that went into developing Map K2.
In the last redistricting only 3 blocks of Hancock Park were put into CD5 and Valley Village was removed from CD5. community has asked in multiple redistricting processes to be made whole in the historic Jewish district which is CD5.
By some chance Map L should be moved forward we implore you to make sure that Hancock Park ,Beverlywood and Pico Robertson which is the center of Jewish Los Angeles, stay within their historic community of interest which is Council District
5 and to allow Valley Village to be part of the Western most portion of Sherman Oaks which shares communities of interest in and around the Chandler Blvd Corridor which was formerly CD5 as well.
We strongly urge the commission to enact Draft Plan K2- District J and support the Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition's request for cultural equity.
Thank you for your wise consideration.
As a homeowner in Larchmont Village, it is vitally important to me, my family and my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique
services that come with living in historic homes. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. I am grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community
of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.The excellent Plan K2 — prepared by Commission staff after hearing extensive public testimony has been exhaustively vetted and debated. However, the
eleventh-hour "Plan L" is a last-minute proposal throws the entire process, the months of public input, and most City Council districts into chaos. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which turns a deaf ear to your months of work and
public testimony. It throws the Greater Wilshire district into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. I object to Plan L in the loudest possible
voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
Best regards, Kristin Agopian
---------- Forwarded message --------From: June Martin Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 7:28 PM
Subject: Approve map K2
To: June Martin
Martinjk35@gmail.com
Sent from my iPhone

Patricia Kim

Mary Streit

Kristin

Robert Battles
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Robert Battles

---------- Forwarded message --------From: Tina Gittelson Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 7:38 PM
Subject: Approve Map K-2
To: , , <
robert.battles@lacity.org, , <
layla.hamedi@lacity.org
Dear Commission Members:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of
interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all
prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as
natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of
Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Tina Gittelson
Tgelegant@gmail.com
---------- Forwarded message --------From: David Foxman Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 8:19 PM
Subject: Please support Map K2
To: CC: Thank you,
Jonathan Foxman
2759 Dunleer Place
90064
Sent from my iPhone
Hello!
I live in Brookside (currently in CD4). I strongly support proposed map K2.
Thanks for all your hard work.
-J
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Brigitte Dewez Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 8:22 PM
Subject: Please support map K2
To: CC: Thank you
Brigitte Dewez
2759 Dunleer Place
LA 90064
Sent from my iPad

Robert Battles

AandJinLA@gmail.com
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Natalie Nichols

City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
I am adding my voice to the We Are Laurel Canyon message below. I think
they've summed up their position well, and I support it.
I want to add that I am a Canyon resident who lives on the west side of the
boulevard. If the redistricting really uses Laurel Canyon Blvd as a
dividing line, I will most likely be separated from my closest neighbors,
who all live across the street—but that is merely steps away. I've known
several of them, both homeowners and renters, for over 20 years, as I have
lived in this house since 1997. And now, since the death of my longtime
companion in 2016, I am a homeowner too. Our little patch of the boulevard,
to me, is my neighborhood, and it would be beyond weird to be in a
different district than my neighbors and friends, who over the years have
shown me the meaning of community, helping me out in small and big ways as
I navigated the vagaries of L.A. home ownership while in the throes of
nearly paralyzing grief.
Likewise, WALC has been an invaluable asset to this community, and has also
been a great help to me personally.
I hope that, when making this decision, you will consider the effects both
large and small on those of us who don't see this incredibly special place,
our home, as something that can be arbitrarily divided. "We" are Laurel
Canyon, and that means all of us.
Thank you,
Natalie Nichols
2249 Laurel Canyon Blvd
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general
welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local
independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel
Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the
east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s
lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to
the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites
are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State
of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We
are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear
and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s
backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on
scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out
those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We
have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio
operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, *We Are a Community of
Interest.*
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep
our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who
we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property
and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our *strong support *of the
Commission’s *Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. *We also
voice our *strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd*.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its
redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government
and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
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---------- Forwarded message --------From: Joanne Dorfman Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 10:19 PM
Subject: Los Angeles redistricting maps
To: robert.battles@lacity.org Hello Mr. Battles,
I am a homeowner on Ayres Avenue within the current boundaries of CD5.
I have studied two versions of redistricting maps and am voicing *my
support for* *MAP K2*.
Our community has many civic groups, and our Westside Neighborhood Council
that work in a cohesive manner serving the local residents. We share common
interests, values, and ethnicity.
After studying *Map L*, I am *not in favor* of my area being cut up into
three different council districts.
It seems random, without sound reasoning that this map was drawn. We should
not be separated as this would negatively impact our community. I work with
our local Riddick Youth Center that serves local scout groups, and youth
activities. It's hard enough nowadays to bring people together, and it
hurts to think that our officials will draw new boundaries to try and
divide our interests, and representation.
Sincerely,
Joanne Dorfman
10983 Ayres Avenue
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Edgar ardon Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 10:25 PM
Subject: Redistricting
To: robert.battles@lacity.org * Isupport Map K2 because*:
- Map K2 keeps our Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within 1
District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations;
- Map K2 respects the boundaries of our WSSM HOA; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
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Adeena Bleich

Dear Redistricting Commission and Staff,
Thank you for the HUGE effort you are undertaking. Thank you for hearing the call of the LA Jewish Communal Redistricting Coalition and moving the meetings around this week to create equity and inclusion for practicing Jews to participate
without having to break their long held cultural traditions.
Some people think Judaism is only a religion, but it is so much more---We are an ethnicity and a culture that only makes up less than .2% of the world population, are stereotyped and largely misrepresented and yet are hugely diverse. We are a
minority that shares and lives with the collective trauma of thousands of years of anti-Semitism.
We are a community who stand against injustice against any and all people. And in this matter, I whole heartedly support the unification of Koreatown. As the Yiddish sayings goes "Shoynt Zayt!". Its time. I truly hope that this commission can find
a way to bring equity for the Armenian community and to the residents of Watts by further looking at the map and populations. Perhaps for Watts the map could run West to pick up population from the residents who live just below the airport-it makes sense perhaps to have the populations of the airport and LA port be represented by the same person. This would bring a COI together and also allow for the people of WATTS to have representation that they feel is more equal.
And this brings me to the Jewish Communal Coalitions requests to also hear the reunification for our communities. Hancock Park has also requested to be put into the district to the West for multiple redistricting hearings in the past and not been
heard. And in the last redistricting Valley Village was removed from Council District 5 and the Jewish COIs within.
I urge the commission to further work with MAP K2 to make it equitable for all the COIs still not fully whole. It's almost there! Please reject the last-minute submission of MAP L which is not based on the thoughtful principles of this commission
and the transparent consensus work that went into building MAP K2. Though not perfect MAP K2 is approaching one of the most ethical and equitable maps this City has ever seen for a redistricting process. MAP L will divide all of the Jewish COI's
as well as so many others.
Jewish Community has unique needs and historic precedent as a community of interest in Council District 5. As a young field deputy for the City of LA in the early 2000s I worked for the ONLY JEWISH Member of the LA City Council. I was not hired
to do Jewish community inclusion and cultural awareness but this quickly became part of my official position in the Council Office. In addition, it was not long before our CD5 office started getting calls from Jewish community members outside of
Council District asking for support regarding unique services particular to the practicing Jewish community.
Whether it was for help:
1. For security needs after 9/11,
2. Standing against hate crimes, including a string of Friday night muggings focused on Jews walking back and forth to synagogue,
3. For permits for street closures for Torah dedications or marches for remembrance of the victims of the holocaust or to join with our brothers to march against genocide,
4. For relaxed parking for shiva (Jewish week of mourning) or during the high holidays for every synagogue in this Cit ,
5. To support agencies that serve Jews living under the poverty line in the heart of the Jewish district many of them Seniors and Holocaust survivors with food and social services,
6. In notifying City department heads and LAFD and LAPD when the holidays were so that they did not schedule important meetings on the sabbath or high holidays,
7. In coordinating special trash pickup for the Passover holiday or special palm frond recycling from sitting trimmings for the holiday of Sukkot (which we just ended),
8. For sabbatical light timing to make sure that people could cross streets safely without pushing a button and break the sabbath or holiday.
9. Help for permits for fundraising programs for young disabled Jews who can't afford camp and need buses to get to programs
10. When antisemitic sentiment in a neighborhood almost convinced a sitting Councilmember to close a Jewish organization
11.
The list goes on and on....
These are just the tip of the iceberg of the unique support that the Jewish community has as a community of interest.
When I first started working for the City there wasn't even an awareness or effort made to have Jewish Holidays in mind when setting hearings and events hosted or sponsored by the City. A lot of progress has been made since this time, due to
the work of Jewish non-profits as well as the support of Jewish Councilmembers and non -Jewish allies on the Council but the community is still not seen for who they are and should be housed in representative peer districts.
Often Jews are lumped together and stereotyped and told who they are and what their story is, but the community is hugely diverse and yet still connected in our Jewish culture. Did you know that there are 1 million Jews of color in the USA
alone?
Thank you for making Beverly wood whole again in MAP K2 and if possible, to include Valley Village into the District that represents Sherman Oaks this would make the most sense for the traditional Jewish community in this area.
Please give the Jewish community the dignity of being put within districts for which they can have a representative voice who can serve our unique needs as a community of interest. Please move forward an updated version of MAP K2 in the
name of equity and transparency.
In gratitude for your service and consideration.
Thank you,
Adeena Bleich
---------- Forwarded message --------From: alicia trelles Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 3:40 AM
Subject: I support map K2
To: CC: westwoodgardens@gmail.com Redistricting Commission
Members,
I oppose Map L because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
Alicia Ames-Trelles
2735 Overland Ave.
Los Angeles,CA. 90064
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---------- Forwarded message --------From: Don Wood Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 6:06 AM
Subject: Map L
To: robert.battles@lacity.org I actually think that this map is a very good idea. The existing power
structures are so entrenched that no progress can be made towards changing
the very needed density in this area. I say this as a property owner 2000
block Bentley.
Don Wood
3102660545
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Anna Cera Sones Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 7:36 AM
Subject: approval of map k-2
To: robert.battles@lacity.org Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of
interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all
prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as
natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of
Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Anna Sones
asones@getty.edu
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Laura LaCorte Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 8:52 AM
Subject: Approve Map K-2
To: , , <
robert.battles@lacity.org, , <
ayla.hamadi@lacity.org, Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of
interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all
prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as
natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of
Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Laura LaCorte
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Sent from my iPhone
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Hannah Howard

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I am writing to express my deep opposition to the current revised K2 plan
for redistricting in Los Angeles. This plan essentially gerrymanders CM
Raman, one of the only progressive councilmembers who was elected by
overwhelming majority just a year ago, out of a district. The worst part
was K2 was drawn up by the chair and executive director at the last minute
without district numbers and it's hard to tell if "District O" is even CD4!
As a lifelong resident of Los Angeles, I've lived in CD4, CD13, and am
currently in CD10. Map K2 is an insult to the city I call home -- breaking
up diverse districts with high renter populations and concentrating power
in the hands of white homeowners. CD13 should keep Echo Park and absorb
Angelino heights. It certainly shouldn't get Eagle Rock added!
Map L, the latest proposal, while far from perfect, is at least the
beginning of something that represents the people of Los Angeles. Please
discuss both maps fully, with clear distrinct numbers, and advance both
maps for consideration in October Public headings.
Sincerely,
Hannah Howard
Hello there,
I am writing to submit a comment ahead of today's 5PM meeting to discuss
changing the current borders of LA's council districts. Though I am a
resident of council district 11 and a homeowner, I do NOT support map K2,
which amplifies the voices of wealthy homeowners over those of renters. The
vibrant and diverse neighborhood of Koreatown should be unified under a
single district, not divided and tethered to another, wealthier one. The
same goes for Echo Park. This redistricting is an outrageous attempt to
silence workers, immigrants, renters, and communities of color. Do not wipe
out the current maps of CD4 and CD13.
I personally support this map, produced by community members of CD4 and
CD13: https://districtr.org/plan/52876
Please do more outreach to low-income communities when redrawing districts,
especially diverse ones. Their needs are just as important as the needs of
those of hire income.
-Cherie Heiberg
CD11
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Ralph Yep Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 10:56 AM
Subject: Redistricting
To: Dear City Council Redistricting Commissioner Battles,
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 2027 KerwoodAve. I am directly
impacted by the currently proposed redistricting maps. I very much SUPPORT
Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations;
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps Century Glen’s boundaries intact and within
one City Council district
I oppose Map L because:
*Map L uses residential streets within the Century Glen neighborhood as a
boundary causing the neighborhood to become part of two Council districts
thus disrupting our neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries of our area.
*Map L divides Westside Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current
neighborhood boundaries intact and maintain our community's continuity.
Thank you for your consideration.
Ralph Yep

Cherie Heiberg
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---------- Forwarded message --------From: Jane Shen-Miller Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 10:58 AM
Subject: Approve Map K-2
To: To whom It May Concern:
Please, please, YES on Map K-2, NO on map L.
Thanks, We appreciate your attention.
Sincerely, J.S. Schopf
169 Greenfield Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90049
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Hilary de Vries 2717 Woodstock Road
Los Angeles, CA
Hello,
I'm a resident of the southwestern portion of Koreatown in Council District
4, and I do not support map K2, which consolidates the power of wealthy
homeowners at the expense of tenants. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city and, in
particular, giving Koreatown unified representation.
Sincerely,
Tony Carfello
To Whom it May Concern at LA CITY:
I not available for the “Redistricitng” ZOOM MEETING today, but still would like my voice to be heard.
I live at 9126 Calle Juela Dr. in the Beverly Hills POST OFFICE area, 90210. (Calle Juela is a small cul de sac off of Hazen Dr.)
I am very concerned about my neighborhood’s representation at the City Council. My neighbors and I are greatly opposed to MAP K2 in its current form as it banishes us from our community of shared interests with our neighbors — those to our
West on Benedict Canyon and Beverly Glen.
We have had to suffer with this illogical cut-off —which seems rather arbitrary given that we share the same issues and concerns: the same topography, the same construction considerations, the same public safety issues, i.e. fire danger, Life
Safety services, etc.
Hillside living is very different from living down in the flat areas of the city. Having lived in 3 different homes in this area, I know all the downsides quite well. But it’s time to mitigate some of those downsides for us.
It is crucial that we share the same district with other hillside neighborhoods that share our conditions and concerns. For the last 10 years we have been denied the same protections as CD5. It is just not right, and it’s just not fair.
MAP L WOULD BE THE IDEAL SOLUTION FOR OUR PARTICULAR AREA OF BOWMONT-HAZEN-BRIARCREST, but again, we do support the BABCNC’s amended version of MAP K2.
PLEASE do not make the mistake that the City made 10 years ago, which has made our lives unfairly difficult.
EITHER EXTEND MAP K2 to include Bowmont-Hazen-Briarcrest as proposed by our Neighborhood Council. OR — use Map L as an alternative.
Thank you for taking the time to read this, and I truly hope you will do right by our neighborhood.
Best regards,
Susan Title
I previously sent a letter supporting Map K, but have changed my support to Map L, supported by CD4 elected council person Raman, and am preferring that Windsor Square continue to be connected to Silverlake and Los Feliz and parts of
Koreatown.
I find the support of the HPHOA, stating that they don’t want to be in the same district as “renters” ( people who have less financial assets) to be tinged with racism and a weakening of diversity, which is important to me as a homeowner and a
supporter of democracy. This local organization and the WSA have active members and leaders who have been part of the recall Raman movement and this is another effort to remove our area from her progressive politics.
Suzanne Buhai
Windsor Square
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---------- Forwarded message --------From: Suzanne Furst Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 2:10 PM
Subject: LA City Redistricting Commission
To: robert.battles@lacity.org Dear Robert,
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and are residents of Cheviot Hills for 20
years.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historic boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and
splits up prominent homeowners associations that have successfully worked
together to address Westside Issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects
the boundaries of our HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities.
We urge you to support Map K2 to avoid any bad decisions made that could
harm our communities. Why would there be a need for change that is
detrimental to the community being served?
Thank you,
Suzanne Furst
310-890-8114
2792 Monte Mar Terrace
Los Angeles, Ca. 90064
Suzanne Furst, ASID, CID, GREEN A P
[image: sign]
*WE’VE MOVED!! OUR NEW ADDRESS IS!!*
8966 National Blvd.
Los Angeles, Ca.
90034
Phone: 310-275-8077
Fax: 310-275-8859
www.suzannefurstinteriors.com suzanne@suzannefurstinteriors.com
Dear Commission Executive Director Cardenas, Commission Chair Ali, and Commissioners,
Map Plan K2 – The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association reiterates its support and recommendation for Map Plan K2 as the Commission’s Approved Draft Map for public consideration. This Plan K2 includes all of Sherman Oaks in District A,
including POSO – a 100% Valley district with four adjacent Communities of Interest that share a broad range of common challenges along the Mulholland Corridor. Most importantly, our own analysis demonstrates that Map Plan K2 gives the
Valley its fairest population balance to the rest of the City – better than any other map from Plan A1 through Plan L. We would be glad to share our analysis with you. We further appreciate that Plan K2 joins Tarzana, Encino, and Sherman Oaks
together as many public comments requested and Commission Regional Group 3 recommended.
Map Plan K2 results from Executive Director Cardenas’ vision and passion. We agree with him that it naturally emerges from basic assumptions of fairness. We are thrilled that the Valley finally gets the 5.7 districts it deserves. Map Plan K2 also
results from the Commission’s courage to look outside the box for new solutions, such as a single bridge district through the Cahuenga Pass. It has been fairly vetted and deserves selection.
Map Plan L – Map Plan L is a challenge because it was recently and abruptly introduced. Although Plan L has all of Sherman Oaks in a single bridge district through the Sepulveda Pass and reasonably balances the Valley and City populations, SOHA
cannot recommend it. We have seen and heard too many concerns about Plan L from multiple organizations across the City. We see too little time to fully resolve these Plan L concerns to the level that Plan K2 has been resolved. We further feel
there is no need to make Plan L any sort of backup or alternate approved plan – this would cause confusion. Plan L is in the public realm, so let the public tell the Commission if they favor it during the four major upcoming public meetings and
public comment period.
District Numbers – SOHA strongly reiterates our recommendation that the Commission’s Approved Draft Plan include assigned Council District numbers – and not simply provide confusing letter identifiers. We have communicated with Council
offices and even they cannot figure out which district would be theirs. The public needs to know which district they will reside in. This information can influence the public’s perception of a district. Please prevent confusion and provide Council
District assignments on the Approved Draft Map.
Thank you.
Bob Anderson
Board Member and Chair, Transportation Committee
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA)
www.SOHA914.com Mobile: (213) 364-7470
BobHillsideOrdinance@gmail.com
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---------- Forwarded message --------From: Claudia Pettit Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 2:35 PM
Subject: Aprove Map K-2
To: robert.battles@lacity.org Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of
interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all
prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as
natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of
Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Claudia.pettit@outlook.com
Claudia L. Parra-Pettit
310-567-4242
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G. Since there is no population in Griffith
Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
-Berislav Zlokovic
Los Feliz resident
Dear commissioners,
I'm writing this email after seeing some of the new CD map proposals for
los angeles and find the draft with District O in the northeast valley and
N in the center/west valley to be an abomination. It feels incredibly
undemocratic to gerrymander CM Raman's voters away from her, and somehow
even weirder to give CM Krekorian 0% of his current district.
Instead, please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in Los Angeles that
supports diversity and equity without wiping out the current districts 2
and 4. Please unify Koreatown in CD4 and make CD 5 the bridge to the
valley.
-Roger Carnow
Los Angeles City Resident (CD 2)
(818)428-8456
As a constituent in Council District 4, and I do not support the K2 map. Stop gerrymandering on city into oblivion. Please use the L map in improving representation across the city. Thank you
David coe
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the
representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember
Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a
dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public
hearings.
Sincerely,
Andrew Thomas-NathanA CD 8 Constituent
Hello - We are writing to express our strong support for Map L with the following adjustments:
* Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N in the southeast San Fernando Valley.
* This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast San Fernando Valley.
Placing Studio City in Map L -- District N would create both ethnic and economic diversity in District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into District N, the commissioners could remove Shadow Hills from District N in the far northeast Valley.
Shadow Hills is an equestrian community which is neither economically nor ethnically connected to Studio City and the southeast Valley's issues.
Thank you for your consideration.
Name: Allen & Joanie Clement
Address: 12443 Sarah St. Studio City, CA 91604
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I live in Benedict Canyon and am concerned about the City Council Redistricting.
Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to District “J” on Map K.
Please extend District “J” on May K2 a little further east to include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives. This change will not involve a large population increase (2756 residents), but
will bring important open spaces into District “J” that are an essential part of this community that shares a community of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of
Interest Map 47000 on District. This is the dividing line for Police and Fire Department services as well.
Thank you for your consideration,
Linda Montanti
1921 Benedict Canyon Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
beachglass@earthlink.net
Hello
My name is Jae Lee and I am a resident of Koreatown and I also work in
ktown. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one district and I
advocate for draft map L because a single unified council would keep our
diverse community as whole and would benefit our community in many ways.
PLEASE listen to the voice of community members.
Thank you for your hard work redistricting committee!
Sincerely,
Jae Lee
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Claudia.pettit@outlook.com
Claudia L. Parra-Pettit
310-567-4242
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I am writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 13 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps.
Assuming District G in both Plans K2 and L represents CD 13, our district
will be negatively impacted should Plan K2 be adopted. In CD 13 today,
Latinx and Asian voters comprise 38% and 17% of eligible voters,
respectively. Under Plan L’s District G, Latinx and Asian voters would
comprise 34% and 17%, respectively. Under Plan K2’s District G, those
concentrations would drop to 31% and 15% respectively. Plan K2 will
unfairly reduce the diversity that currently exists in CD 13 today by
further diluting the Latinx vote and the Asian vote.
Further, assuming District O in both Plans K2 and L represent CD 4, there
seems to be an effort to move CD 4 deeper into the Valley under Plan K2.
This would deeply dilute Asian voter concentration. In CD 4 today, Latinx
and Asian voters comprise 13% and 11% of eligible voters, respectively.
District O under Plan K2 increases Latinx concentration to 24%; Plan L to
16%. However, under Plan K2, Asian concentration falls to a paltry 6% of
eligible voters. Plan L would increase it to 19%. This dilution of the
Asian vote under Plan K2 is unacceptable and for this reason, Plan L should
be the starting point for this decade’s new map.
We CD 13 constituents share our concerns with those of CD 4 constituents:
Plan K2 seems to be an attempt to gerrymander CM Nithya Raman out of a more
diverse district. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs
of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. This effort would also negatively impact CD 13 by
further diluting its diversity.
Please fully discuss both maps L and K2 on Thursday’s meeting and advance
revised versions of both maps for further discussion and consideration in
the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Grace Doyle

Jae L

Claudia Pettit

Grace Doyle
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REGINA JONES

Hello,
I am a 55 year resident of Country Club Park. Over these years I have witnessed a new and possibly the most diverse demographics group in Los Angeles evolve, settling into a very workable and supporting neighborhood.
I have served for over 15 years as a board member of the 35-year-old Country Club Park Neighborhood Association. This responsibility has me in communication with individuals and families throughout our wonderful neighborhood.
Please keep our neighborhood intact. Do not dismantle a group of people who live in residences that date back to the very early 1900's. Third and fourth generation families still live here. Country Club Park is Olympic on the west to Pico on the
east; Western on the south and Crenshaw on the north. We are north at Western and one of the early streets where Koreatown began. I am writing on behalf of my family. PLEASE VOTE YES for K2 Thank you respectfully,
Regina JonesKaren Jones HadleyMark Hadley
9/30/21
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
We just reviewed the proposed maps for tonight’s agenda at 5pm and want to thankyou for listening to the community of North Hills West in keeping us in CD12 with the natural boundary being the 405 freeway. We support either map “L” or
“K2”. Thankyou again. Sherry and Craig Sotres
9320 Debra Avenue
North Hills CA 91343
310-600-1946 cell
Sent from my iPhone
310 600 1946

Sherry Sotres
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Sanford Gendel

September 30th, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general
welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local
independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel
Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the
east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s
lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to
the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites
are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State
of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We
are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear
and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s
backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on
scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out
those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We
have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio
operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of
Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep
our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who
we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property
and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the
Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also
voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its
redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government
and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Sandy (Sanford) Gendel
Homeowner since 2005 resident of Laurel Canyon since 1996
8037 & 8057 Rothdell Trail and the 3 parcels in between and behind two homes
Business owner of Pace Restaurant which I opened March 3rd, 1999
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JASON LI

To the Redistricting Commission:
I adamantly oppose Map K2, given that it splits the Chinatown community in
District L. This is a BIPOC working class community that is threatened by
numerous market-rate developments and predatory real estate developers,
both of whom would be the sole beneficiaries of this map. Chinatown will be
hurt significantly by K2; it is absolutely necessary for Chinatown to
remain whole to advocate for sorely needed resources.
Chinatown is a community of interest-- one that has simultaneously faced
historical injustice by the city and built together across generations to
still exist resiliently. In the 19th century, many Asian Americans were
forced to live in Chinatown, because they were unable to live elsewhere due
to the threat of violence and redlining. The very first Chinatown was
terrorized by mobs and then displaced for the development of Union Station.
With nowhere to go and being cast aside by the city, the people of
Chinatown were forced to endure with resilience. Support was drawn in the
community to advocate for our needs over the past century.
In recent years, the daily lives of community members have been under
threat by inequitable developments and gentrification. The many generations
of working class BIPOC families came to live in Chinatown as a result of
various socioeconomic reasons. We still come together in mutual support and
solidarity. The city must not continue its injustices against our
community, especially not in dividing Chinatown in policy.
Map L keeps Chinatown whole in one district, allowing for policies to be
addressed by the entire neighborhood at large. Advocacy for resources and
distribution of services are easier within one district. I urge you to
prioritize a district map that does not separate our communities.
Sincerely,
Jason Li
Sorry, the last sentence should read “I ask that you promote diversity by developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.”
Thank you again.
Tom
On Sep 30, 2021, at 2:07 PM, Tom Ceraulo wrote:
My name is Tom Ceraulo, and I live just outside District 4 in District 13. I am writing to urge you not to wipe out the current District 4.
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in L.A. I ask that you diversity by developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Sincerely,
Tom Ceraulo
90027

Tom Ceraulo

Saab and Raffi

Big Sky Nicholas

Michael Clark

i am a business owner at district 13.
please keep district 13 together as much as possiple
please register my support for draft mapL
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided
safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire
department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, Sky Nicholas and Dan Rothchild
As a resident of L.A. City in District Council 13, I strongly request to
remain in the District that is represented in Draft Map "L."
Michael Clark
772 North Kenmore Avenue
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Canon Price

September 30th, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Dear Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided
safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire
department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Canon Price Canyon Resident
2368 Mariscal Lane
Los Angeles, CA 90046
September 30th, 2021
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided
safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire
department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of
its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Marilyn Frandsen
frandsen@sbcglobal.net
213 598 3116

Marilyn Frandsen
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Cassandra Seto
To Whom it May Concern:

My husband and I have been residents of Cheviot Hills for over 10 years,
and my husband grew up in this neighborhood. We have both reviewed Map
K2 and Map L. Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the WNC into
three districts, and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have
successfully worked together to address Westside issues. Conversely, Map
K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single district, respects the
boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities. In light of this, we urge you
to support Map K2.

Sincerely,

Cassandra Seto and Jonathan Neyer

*Erica A. Bose *
[image: Cox, Castle & Nicholson, LLP]
Cox, Castle & Nicholson LLP
2029 Century Park East | Suite 2100 | Los Angeles, CA 90067
*direct: *310.284.2225
*main: *310.284.2200 |* fax: *310.284.2100
ebose@coxcastle.com | vcard
| bio | website
This communication is intended only for the exclusive use of the addressee
and may contain information that is privileged or confidential. If you are
not the addressee, or someone responsible for delivering this document to
the addressee, you may not read, copy or distribute it. Any unauthorized
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please call
us promptly and securely dispose of it. Thank you.
Susan Gosman

Dear Honorable Commissioners:
I am writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at today’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents
of CD4 and CD 2 to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on
which district is which.
Please fully discuss both maps at today’s meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public Hearings.
Sincerely,
Susan Gosman
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Forest Casey

Hello -My name is Forest Casey, I've been an L.A. resident since 2007, and a
resident of CD4 for the past three years, living in Sherman Oaks. I was
proud to campaign for Nithya Raman in the past election, as I feel she
represents the viewpoint of myself and the other members of my household,
and has the best interests of the city as a whole in mind.
My previous place of residence was in Palms, CA, and I participated in many
neighborhood council meetings about the revision of the L.A. city plan with
regards to zoning. This was an incredibly slow process, with plenty of time
for the city planners to receive public feedback.
This current plan of transferring an entire district from one CM to another
is the exact opposite. Quite simply, we should not have to be emailing at
the last minute to plead to not take our representative away. It is neither
fair nor just, and it does not reflect the many thousands of voters who
expressed their approval for CM Raman at the previous election.
Please call if you have any questions -- I would be happy to air my
opinions about this unjust, surprise switch of representatives. Installing
a new representative without a vote is, quite simply, the opposite of
democracy.
Thank you sincerely for your time,
- Forest Casey
5437 Cedros Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411
c: 323-308-0388
Hello,
I am a 20+ year resident of Echo Park and former Chair of the Echo Park Neighborhood Council (EPNC). I am writing to support the draft map L as far as the southeastern boundary of CD 13/District G near Echo Park is concerned. It makes sense to
include Angelino Heights together with the rest of Echo Park in one council district, preserving the historic boundaries and aligning the CD boundary with the Neighborhood Council boundary. I would also recommend extending the border on the
north of Sunset a few blocks east to Everett Street, which is currently the eastern boundary of EPNC, as Everett Street is part of the original Angelino Heights tract and is named after Everett E. Hall, one half of the Angelino Heights Tract
development team. It also makes practical sense to have Vin Scully and Everett St. in the District G to help coordinate the impact of the Dodgers traffic on this neighborhood. Keeping historic neighborhoods together and aligning with
Neighborhood Council boundaries will better represent stakeholders who share common interests in their communities. Thank you,Darcy HarrisBelmont Street, 90026
No on K2 And shame on you for doing this in the first place. Sent from phone place.
Dear Commissioners,
While I support the Los Feliz Improvememt Association and recognize the
importance of keeping this historic community intact, I also strongly
support keeping the core of Hollywood in Council District 13. Los Feliz is
important to the historic significance of Los Angeles as is continuing the
restoration of Hollywood that has been at the core of the 13th District.
Keep the core of Hollywood in the 13th District.
I applaud your good efforts on behalf of the City of Los Angeles.
Best regards,
Nyla
Hello.
My name is Esther Song and I have been serving the Koreatown community for over 30 years. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate
for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our
community may thrive.
In gratitude,
Esther

darcyrharris@aol.com

Nathaniel Boggess
Nyla Arslanian

Esther Song
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da_kidd@pacbell.net

Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city
Into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly
affect the area in which I have lived for the past 55+ years.
As a long time follower and vocal stake holder of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council,
I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues,
which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further
complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both
principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area
north of Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses
and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea
merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Thank you,
Shelby Blecker
Resident since 1965
7620 Waring Ave.
Los Angeles 90046
My name is Ung Tak Han and I have worked at a Koreatown non-profit for 2
years and having been serving the Koreatown community in various roles for
2 years (Please include if you reside in Koreatown or serve on a board or
own a business).
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a
single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed
our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district, so our community may thrive.
My name is Emily S Lorber. I was born and raised in Hancock Park and have
lived here all my life.
I have reviewed the proposals for redistricting and favor
Plan K2. It allows cohesiveness of the constituents of the closely tied
community and neighborhoods.
Plan L is deleterious to the above attributes and should be rejected.
Choosing Plan 2K , the superior proposal, is the right thing to do.
Thank you for considering my view.
Emily Lorber
Virus-free.
www.avast.com
Please don't divide our COI. We are an HPOZ with similar interests and would be appropriately added to District G but definitely should not be split along the proposed lines. See attached map regarding our community of interest.
Thanks,
Roxanna KazHomeowner7465 Hawthorn AvenueLA 90046
Hello,
I'm a resident of Miracle Mile in Council District 4, and I do not support
map K2 - a map drawn with the express purpose of taking power away from
less-wealthy residents (and renters such as myself) while muting the
inclusive, diverse character of the district I've been proud to call home
for over 15 years.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. Map L represents a much more accurate picture of the people
who make up CD4.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city and keep Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together
with Mid City in District 4.

Chris Han

Peter Lorber

Roxanna Kaz

James Cobo
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Teresa Humphrey

September 30,2021
The Baldwin Hills Estates Homeowners Association (BHEHOA), which represents3300+ residents at the northern end of Council District 8 in South L.A.,respectfully submits the following Community Impact Statement regarding theL.A. City 2021
Council Redistricting process.
We are supportive of current proposals (Map K1) to maintain ourneighborhood in what is currently CD 8. We consider our neighborhood to be an integral part; culturally,politically, and economically; of the only predominantly black (CVAP) CD in
thecity. We have historically, as one ofthe area's higher resource neighborhoods, been impactful in South L.A., andlook forward to continuing to do so.
However, we do feel that the last redistricting and some aspects of thecurrently proposed mapping present serious disadvantages to this district. Thelast redistricting process, which was clearly politically motivated, hascreated hardships which
must be rectified. In that last process we wereseparated from both local allies and more importantly stripped of economicassets. While redistricting concentratesupon equity in populations and maintaining sensical boundaries, if it is to betruly
equitable and allow these districts to thrive, it MUST consider the economicviability of districts and provide opportunity for all districts to thrive.
Thus, the previous redistricting, which removed the assets of Leimert ParkVillage, USC, Expo Park (including the African American Museum), andKaiser/Marlton Square, robbed this district of necessary cultural and economicassets which were
truly integral to enabling this district to thrive. In theyears since, the district's residents have suffered and will continue to do soinequitably unless corrections are made. We therefore request that the currently proposed process create asituation
of improved equity for a challenged district.
We ask that the redistricting return a fair share of these historicalportions of CD8 to our district. With more of them we can try to reverse thecourse of the district as one of the city's most challenged. Initial map drafts provided the return of
atleast Leimert Park Village. However, the current commission overtly removedthat from the current map K2. Whilemaintaining both north and south section of Leimert is understandably the desireof some of the residents there, and perhaps the
current Councilmember, doing sosimply further diluted the proposed CD8. At the same time, it is clear thatCD10 has more economic viability, and CD9 is proposed to receive significantresources from the downtown region. Thus,these districts
have improved economic viability.
Please correct the imbalance which was created in the last redistrictingand return CD8 to a district with ample opportunity and assets. This can be achieved relatively simply, as suchwas the case for many years prior to 2012. BHEHOA will
contribute to the advancement of CD8, but the district as awhole needs equitable consideration in the redistricting process. Specifically, we are not supportive of MapL, and ask for revisions to map K2.
Thank You,
Teresa Humphrey, President
Baldwin Hills Estates HOA, Inc.
My name is Tom Ceraulo, and I live just outside District 4 in District 13. I am writing to urge you not to wipe out the current District 4.
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in L.A. I ask that you diversity by developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Sincerely,
Tom Ceraulo
90027
I support plan K2 and oppose Plan L. Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Committee Members,
I support Map K2 but would like Griffith Park added to District G. I do NOT support Map L.
Thank you,
June HartonLos Feliz
September 30, 2021
Dear Mr. Cardenas, Ms. Jukes, Mr. Battles, Ms. Hamed and others
Subject: LA City Redistricting Commission.
I am a Westside NC Stakeholder and a resident of West Los Angeles since 1964.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
I urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
James O. Pike
10808 Richland Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064
Chairman Ali and Fellow Commissioners,
My name is Duane paul Murphy and I am a resident of Sherman Oaks in the San Fernando Valley, residing on Chandler Blvd. bordering Van Nuys. I currently reside in the 4th city council district, which is racial and ethnically diverse as well as a
significant mixed-income renter population. Recent proposed district boundary maps such Map K2 have almost drastically reduced the amount of low income working class and poor rental areas, who are mostly non-white racial and ethnic
minorities of color, students, immigrants, disabled, retired elderly senior citizens, and families with young children, and seems to likely benefit as well as mostly include financially well off homeowners and property owners, who are
disproportionately White. Proposals such as Map K2 with further marginalize and disenfranchise social and cultural minorities who are mostly working class and poor renters from political representation in city council. As someone who identifies
as queer, someone who was shelter insecure during the Great Recession of 2007 and 2008, and someone who is currently unemployed in part due to the current COVID-19 pandemic public health crisis despite being college educated and a law
abiding citizen as well as taxpayer, I am using my own personal privileges and experiences to speak up for those who cannot. I strongly urge this commission to support Map L, which would unite Koreatown with other diverse local communities,
as well as other proposals that would include equal and equitable representation and inclusion for renters not just only for CD4, but for all districts citywide. Please listen to the many, not the few.
- Duane Paul Murphy

Tom Ceraulo

Marjorie Lewis
JUNE HARTON

Jim Pike

Paul Murphy
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Jill Nusbaum

I am an LA homeowner. I do not support map K2, which clusters wealthy
homeowners, and amplifies their already-amplified political power.
Koreatown is a vibrant and diverse neighborhood with specific needs and
community interests, and it deserves to be unified under a single district.
I and the many others who live and work in this city should not have to
squint at street signs and guess which council jurisdiction we fall under
on a block-by-block basis. The attempt to slice off 70% of the current
District 4 and paste it onto the back of Sun Valley is unacceptable and
egregious.
The voices of renters, workers, immigrants, and communities of color are
what make LA a world-class city. Do not let us be gerrymandered into
silence.
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general
welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local
independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel
Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the
east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s
lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to
the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites
are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State
of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We
are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear
and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s
backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on
scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out
those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We
have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio
operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, *We Are a Community of
Interest.*
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep
our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who
we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property
and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our *strong support *of the
Commission’s *Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. *We also
voice our *strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd*.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its
redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government
and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Adam Baer

Adam Baer
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Debra Rosenbaum

Attached PDF version of my statement.
Thank you, Marianna Elliott
-----Original Message----From: Marianna Elliott [mailto:mariannaelliott@me.com] Sent: Thursday, September 30, 2021 6:22 AM
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Cc: Debra Rosenbaum ; SOHO Subject: Re: Barton Avenue and potential redistricting of GWNC September 30, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
By email to: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council and South Hollywood Neighborhood Association Statement on Council Redistricting
Hi Commissioners,
My 16 year old and I are 16 year residents of one side of a large duplex on the south side of Barton Avenue, on the corner of Barton and Las Palmas. The elderly lady who has owned the property since the early 1970’s, lives in the other side and
she maintains the property beautifully .
I beg you not to redistrict and not to split South Hollywood. Please keep our block on Barton, the south side, as part of South Hollywood and the GWNC. On that small block, there are no fewer than six children under 17, at least three of whom are
under three years old. We are a close knit block who looks out for each other in ways no other neighborhood I have ever lived in any state do.
There are residents of all ages who grew up there.
The block is so pretty that many people who live in large apartment complexes and have dogs literally drive to our block to walk their dog. It is one of the very rare places in Hollywood where kids can actually safely play basketball and skate board
in the street. Please respond to me.
My cell phone is 323-823-8648.
Thank you,
Marianna Elliott 6626 Barton Ave.
L0s Angeles, CA 90038
Sent from my iPhone
September 30th, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest. The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as
friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, Jen Polenzani
323-449-5700 Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
September 30th, 2021VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.orgCity Council Redistricting CommissionCity of Los Angeles200 North Spring Street, Room 275Los Angeles, California 90012RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of InterestChairman Ali
and Commission Members,We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt
Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district.We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+
years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the
Mulholland corridor.Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.When water mains burst, trees fall, the power
goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work
putting out those flames.We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We
Are a Community of Interest.The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also
voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd.We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We
request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.Sincerely,We Are Laurel Canyonon behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon

Jen Polenzani
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Patrick Chen

Hello,
I am a resident of Chinatown Los Angeles and have comments regarding the
Redistricting plans being considered.
I do not support Map K2 and how it splits Chinatown in District L in a
strange carveout along Ord and Hill St. I support keeping Chinatown
together, as illustrated in Map L instead.
As a working class community being threatened by multiple market-rate
developments and predatory real estate developers, keeping Chinatown
together is essential in being able to advocate for resources as well as
assessing and responding to how the community is being impacted.
Chinatown is a community of interest: many generations of working class
BIPOC people have come to live in Chinatown because of economic and social
reasons. In the 19th century, many Asian Americans were forced to live in
Chinatown because they were unable to live elsewhere due to the threat of
violence and redlining.
Keeping Chinatown in one district allows policies that affect the entire
neighborhood to be made more easily.
Thank you,
Patrick Chen
90012
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood, and have lived here for over
15 years. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that
our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which
includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east
to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay. This assists the neighborhood in continuing to have a
diversity that is vital to its growth in even the last 10 years.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Anna Karlsson
90036 zip code
My name is Sewon Lee and I have lived in the Koreatown for 8 years. I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully support draft map L because it
keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work. Sincerely,
Sewon Lee

Anna De La Cruz

Sewon Lee
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jeffrey chua

September 30th, 2021
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest. The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as
friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, Jeffrey Chua We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Sent from my iPhone
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California …and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators. And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Jeremy Gardiner
8751 Wonderland Park Ave.
Laurel Canyon, CA 90046
323-899-4505
jeremy.gardiner@gmail.com
Laurel Canyon home owner since 2009
LA resident since 1966
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kelly c. hill

City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general
welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local
independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel
Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the
east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s
lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to
the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites
are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State
of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We
are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear
and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s
backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on
scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out
those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We
have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio
operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of
Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep
our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who
we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property
and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the
Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also
voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its
redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government
and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Good afternoon, My name is Oscar Arslanian and I am writing today to inform you that I respectively want to Keep CD13 in tact, and keep the Hollywood historic core / Walk of Fame / regional center / central business district completely intact IN
CD13!Thank you.

Oscar Arslanian
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Ilene Atkins

I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish
moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove
Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an
equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to
Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues.
*Recap:*
*Support Map L with adjustments: *
*Move Studio City from District J to District N*
*Move Shadow Hills out of District N*
Name: Ilene Atkins
Address: 4029 Willow Crest Ave, Studio City, CA 91604
Hello! I do not support map K2, it’s going to negatively impact my
Chinatown. Please don’t divide Chinatown!
-Nelly Olivares
-- Nelly Olivares Mejia
San José State University
Master of Library and Information Science, 2023
---------------------------------------------------------------University of California, Irvine
B.A. Public Health Policy, 2015
Medical Anthropology
olivaren@uci.edu
NO NO NO NO NO!!!!
No we are not going to allow our neighborhood to the split. we are united by special geography in the hills. We share a common geographic living area that brings us close together both on the east and the west of Laurel Canyon & Ventura and
we all are here for a reason and that is to share in the beauty of the mountains. We need each other because we are a community that helps each other because we don’t have a 7-Eleven a block away and we don’t have an urgent care down the
street we don’t have all that kind of stuff, we have to help each other so we have to stay united and united we will
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Jason Reitz
Rock Realty Group
323-656-1800 cell
323-656-4000 office
323-656-4004 fax
www.RockRealtyGroup.com
CalBRE Lic #01147587
Thank you Judy and Tom. Seeing your emails made it simple for me to utilize your hard work and doing a tiny bit of editing to make it reflect me. This really motivated me into action. Now I'm going to copy a few people on my email. Are either of
you going to be on the meeting at 5pm today?
-----Original Message----From: Judy Reidel To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org Cc: tom Smith ; REGINA JONES Sent: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 8:06 am
Subject: Support only K2 in Area H
I’m in Country Club Park HPOZ n Olympic Park neighborhood association. Only K2 plan in area H keeps us whole with other mid city historic areas n HPOZs. Hancock Park n Greater Wilshire MC agree. The K2 plan is very good. The L plan is very
bad. K2 keeps CCP intact and keeps CD10 looking much like it does now. Plan L cuts CCP in two and makes no sense at all. Plan L also slices up the OPNC. Plan L would kill us. In both plans, our district is District H; District H will become CD10.The
Hancock Park call to action to support K2 is appropriate and we in Counry Club Park agree with it. xxx judy reidel323-731-4200Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners:
Please adopt map K2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in District J - CD5
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Fremont Place, Citrus Square, La Brea-Hancock as well as
nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests.
Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As
residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and fairly represented.
Thank you,
Shaul Ozair
Sent from ProtonMail mobile

Nelly Olivares Mejia

Jason Reitz

REGINA JONES

Shaul Ozair

Name

Public Testimony

Cindy Kahn

September 30th, 2021
*VIA EMAIL*: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general
welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local
independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel
Canyon Chabad), and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the
east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of
Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s
lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to
the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites
are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State
of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We
are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear
and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s
backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on
scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out
those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We
have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio
operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of
Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep
our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who
we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as
Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property
and life that we take serious issue!
*The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the
Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also
voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the
community of Laurel Canyon down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. *
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its
redistricting decision. *We request that the Commission keep the Laurel
Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government
and in the interests of its residents’ safety.*
Sincerely,
Cindy Kahn
56 year Laurel Hills Resident/Homeowner
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Celeste Wolfe

Hello City Redistricting Commissioners:
I want to bring to your attention an issue with map L, which I would like
adjusted. Please include the corner of Beverly Glen/Olympic as part of
district "H" in Map L. I live in this neighborhood and would like control
of this corner of the intersection as it is a major ingress/eggress point
for our neighborhood. IT DOES NOT BELONG to another district. Nor should
it be separated from our neighborhood boundaries.
The intersection of Beverly Glen and Olympic, which is a major ingress and
egress point for our neighborhood has been designated to J. This is NO
GOOD in that we will no longer have a say on the what happens to the
development of this southeast corner, which necessitates feedback from us
if a different district creates a bad traffic plan.
If my neighborhood is to be included in map L's "H" district, then I
request that the southeast corner of the intersection of Beverly
Glen/Olympic be included as that the top border of "H," and be extended to
include the east side of Beverly Glen which is our
neighborhood's traditional western border.
My preference is for Map K2 for continuity, but if momentum is for Map L,
then I would like to make this boundary adjustment request to prevent
district wars over a section of my neighborhood that should* not be* in the
jurisdiction of "J" in Map L. *The intersection of Beverly Glen/Olympic
should be included in "H" boundaries of Map L.*
Thank you for making this adjustment, a directly impacted stakeholder who
uses this intersection daily.
--Celeste Wolfe
10269 Orton Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest. The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as
friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Dear Commissioners:
Please adopt map K2 to keep our communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire together in District J - CD5
Under California law, our Hancock Park neighborhood and other GWNC neighborhoods Windsor Square, Larchmont, Wilshire Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Windsor Village, Fremont Place, Citrus Square, La Brea-Hancock as well as
nearby Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and adjacent Beverly-Fairfax neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests.
Under California law, consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As
residents of Hancock Park and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and fairly represented.
Mia Adler Ozair, EdD, LPCC
310-467-2288
Sent with ProtonMail Secure Email.

Douglas Baily

Mia Adler Ozair
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Alan Estes

I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills from N in the far
northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Thank you
Alan Estes
3201 Oakdell Rd
Studio City 91604
South Hollywood Neighborhood Association
SouthHollywoodNHA@gmail.com www.southhollywoodnha.org
September 29, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
By email to: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council and South Hollywood Neighborhood Association Statement on Council Redistricting
Dear Commissioners,
South Hollywood Neighborhood Association (SoHo) is located in Greater Wilshire.
The SoHo Association area includes the following area:
[cid:image003.jpg@01D7B601.52CDCAC0]
We want to thank the Commission for Plan K2 and District J; we support of the Redistricting of GWNC and SoHo in one district CD, Plan K2 (keeping Greater Wilshire within one CD, keeping SoHo in same CD and we support that our Neighborhood
Association, SoHo includes Willoughby Avenue and the South side of Barton Avenue between Las Palmas Avenue and Seward Street. The North side of Barton Ave. abuts studios with different issues, but the South side of Barton Avenue is
residential and is contiguous to our neighborhood of residential domiciles.
Please consider including this area of Barton Avenue in the Plan K2 plan so it continues to be a part of GWNC and that SoHo is not split between districts.
District J keeps Greater Wilshire together, for which our Association is so grateful for. Plan K2 places the historic homes of Greater Wilshire with our Community of Interest neighborhoods to the West. We share schools, churches, synagogues,
local newspapers, and sports leagues with our Western neighbors.
Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council services to Greater Wilshire.
Approved by majority Internet Vote on 09/29/2021.
Thank you for your consideration and please include us in any notifications or decisions related to this case.
Debra Rosenbaum
Debra Rosenbaum CID
President, South Hollywood Neighborhood Association (SoHo)
southhollywoodnha@gmail.com
310-344-3059
South Hollywood Neighborhood Association
Visit us at www.southhollywoodnha.org
Joanne Steuer, Ph.D.
Please find attached my letter of support for Map K2 and opposition to Map
L.
Kimberly Christensen

Debra Rosenbaum

Joanne Steuer
Kimberly Christensen
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Jamie York

Thank you!
On Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 2:53 AM Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission wrote:
Thank you - you will be called upon
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall,
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275,
Los Angeles, CA 90012 (213) 263-5765

On Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 1:37 AM Jamie York wrote:
Hello,
The RNC wishes to speak at the meeting tomorrow during the segment
dedicated to neighborhood councils community impact statement.
Jamie York

Joshua Sliwa

Amy Adelson

September 30th, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
Thank you for your time and energy in helping to make our city the vibrant community that it is!
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest. The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as
friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life with which we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, G. Joshua Sliwa
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
I am a representative of the Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest Coalition.
We support our Neighborhood Council’s position to extend District "J" on map K 2 further east to include the area of Franklin and Coldwater Canyons and Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest.
But, to be clear, we are vehemently opposed to MAP K2 in its current form.
As it currently exists, K2 banishes us from our community of shared interests with our neighbors to our west on Benedict Cyn and Beverly Glen. This is an arbitrary and illogical cut-off, particularly as we share the same topography, the same
construction considerations, the same fire danger, the same public safety issues, and the same critical Life Safety services.
It is crucial that we share the same district with hillside neighborhoods that have identical conditions and concerns. We have spent the last 10 years being denied those same protections as CD5.
Map L would be the ideal solution for our particular area of Bowmont Hazen Briarcrest, but again we do support the BABCNC’s amended version of MAP K2. PLEASE don't make the same mistake as the City made 10 years ago. Either extend MAP
K2 to include Bowmont Hazen and Briarcrest as proposed by our Neighborhood Council. Or use Map L as an alternative.
Sincerely,Amy Adelsonamyadelson1@aol.com
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Alex Fierro-Clarke

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and
advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Alexander Fierro-Clarke
I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills from N in the far
northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Judy Gordon Studio City Sent from my iPhone
Hello Redistricting Board!
I have been trying to get through to you but have not heard back!!!!!
I'm a voting constituent in CD 13 and I want it TO REMAIN INTACT.
I SUPPORT THE HOLLYWOOD CORE.
I SUPPORT MAP L.
Please keep district 13 as it is. It is the FAIR, EQUITABLE decision for the community of Hollywood.
AGAIN, the only person in government who has helped me with the homeless/housing crisis is MITCH O'FARRELL. His governance has impacted me personally. Do not redistrict a Council Person and Plan that is working.
Thank you,
Jessica Elizabeth Bradley
6201 Yucca Street 105
LA CA 90028
805.455.4590
liz@ostreetcatering.com
Hi,
My name is Mijung Konakov and enjoy visiting the Koreatown for shopping and
meeting friends.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown redirecting task force.
I advocate for the draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in
a single district and respects neighbourhood council boundaries.
Please hear our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community
whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you.
Regards,
Mijung Konakov
-- 남가주 글렌데일 한국학교 교사

Judy Gordon

Elizabeth Bradley

mijung Konakov
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Pam Friedman

I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish
moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove
Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an
equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to
Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues.
Please realign these districts to reflect the interests of we who live in
the San Fernando Valley. Paul Krikorian is an example of an elected
official who has ZERO regard for his constituents in the Valley, outside of
Glendale. We deserve a Valley district that will FINALLY concentrate on our
areas of concern.
Thank You,
Pamela Friedman
4218 Alcove Ave, Studio City, CA 91604
818-970-1228
pam.friedman4@gmail.com
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I ask that you reconsider you redistricting plan, particularly regarding
Map K2, as it unfairly favors some incumbent council members. If Map K2 is
implemented it will give affluent neighborhoods a disproportionate voice in
the council and limit the voice of lower income/diverse neighborhoods in
Los Angeles, particularly in regards to how district 4 is divided. Please
instead use Map L as it does not remove representation from lower income
constituents and people of color.
Best,
Nabeel Arshad

Nabeel Arshad
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Kristen Stavola

September 30th, 2021
VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
RE: Laurel Canyon as a Community of Interest
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided
safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire
department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that
your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our *strong support* of the Commission’s *Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2.* We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon
down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and
efficient government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
( https://share.polymail.io/v1/z/f/NjE1NjFhODc3MWU1/nAnYwORgaRok2zIc2my4oZFYa3w_xPUNMj4WlpT_IxH9XPTusSCPOIuttEI1YaeFIR784zD8ixo1U7xMcy4TMrxrSl2w4O0WIWWF0OyUGoOHwHtc5v0LdiwRN8l0fkqBkHv5Z3_R4lvkD2z2I4pxHtcsDZ0f-7jzsyi2lF99B_bRjxumzfmGhOTc-HuJlPRsoEU/Community Of Interest WALC.pdf )
Community Of Interest WALC.pdf
( https://share.polymail.io/v1/z/f/NjE1NjFhODc3MWU1/nAnYwORgaRok2zIc2my4oZFYa3w_xPUNMj4WlpT_IxH9XPTusSCPOIuttEI1YaeFIR784zD8ixo1U7xMcy4TMrxrSl2w4O0WIWWF0OyUGoOHwHtc5v0LdiwRN8l0fkqBkHv5Z3_R4lvkD2z2I4pxHtcsDZ0f-7jzsyi2lF99B_bRjxumzfmGhOTc-HuJlPRsoEU/Community Of Interest WALC.pdf )
134.9 KB
( https://share.polymail.io/v1/z/f/NjE1NjFhODc3MWU1/nAnYwORgaRok2zIc2my4oZFYa3w_xPUNMj4WlpT_IxH9XPTusSCPOIuttEI1YaeFIR784zD8ixo1U7xMcy4TMrxrSl2w4O0WIWWF0OyUGoOHwHtc5v0LdiwRN8l0fkqBkHv5Z3_R4lvkD2z2I4pxHtcsDZ0f-7jzsyi2lF99B_bRjxumzfmGhOTc-HuJlPRsoEU/Community Of Interest WALC.pdf )
( https://share.polymail.io/v1/z/f/NjE1NjFhODc3MWU1/nAnYwORgaRok2zIc2my4oZFYa3w_xPUNMj4WlpT_IxH9XPTusSCPOIuttEI1YaeFIR784zD8ixo1U7xMcy4TMrxrSl2w4O0WIWWF0OyUGoOHwHtc5v0LdiwRN8l0fkqBkHv5Z3_R4lvkD2z2I4pxHtcsDZ0f-7jzsyi2lF99B_bRjxumzfmGhOTc-HuJlPRsoEU/Community Of Interest WALC.pdf )
Kind regards, Kristen Stavola
Exec Director
We Are Laurel Canyon
323-713-1700 (o)
323-580-1177 (m) ( https://www.paypal.com/cgi-bin/webscr?cmd=_s-xclick&hosted_button_id=PAACMNBDBWJNS&source=url )
( https://www.paypal.com/cgi-bin/webscr?cmd=_s-xclick&hosted_button_id=PAACMNBDBWJNS&source=url )
Support We Are Laurel Canyon and its many neighborhood initiatives today! ( http://www.wearelaurelcanyon.org )
*
*
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of
all Angelenos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and
consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Scott Campbell
Board of Directors
Friends of the Hollywood Central Park
6464 Sunset Blvd, Suite 535
Los Angeles, CA 90028

aftonneighbor@gmail.com
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Charlie Mihelich

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
We need fair maps that don't only serve those in power and preserve the
status quo. K2 is a regressive gerrymander of CD4, and you should advance
modified versions of both Maps L & K2 for the public to review in October.
Furthermore, you need to immediately disclose district numbers for the two
maps under consideration so the public and commissions can understand these
maps in advance of Thursday's meeting.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Charlie Mihelich
Dear Redistricting Commission,
On behalf of the Bradley Place Neighborhood Watch in the northeast section of Westchester (90056 - Ladera), our 28 residents strongly oppose any plan to redistrict our neighborhood from Council District 11 to South Los Angeles.
We are tied to Westchester by attachments to churches, libraries, retail shopping, restaurants, and entertainment. In conjunction with the 63rd & Acacia Neighborhood Watch, we work with Council District 11, LAPD Pacific Division, and
Neighborhood Council Westchester/Playa del Rey to enhance our community safety and services. Severing these ties would negatively impact our community and residents.
We are also tied to the LAX International Airport through our Heights at Ladera Homeowners Association open space adjacent to the west side of La Cienega which sustains LAX utility easements. Our residents pay $80/month in dues which
substantially go to maintenance and repair of this green space. We are in the process of working with Council District 11 and the Ladera Heights Civic Association to to secure improvements toLa Cienega. This shabby section of La Cienega leads to
thefuture main LAX Transit/Parking Center.
Our diverse community represents inclusivity at its best. Moving it between the least diverse districts (from a district with 65% non-minorities to a district with 7% non-minorities) is indefensible.
Thank you for your reconsideration.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Zimmerlin de PazBradley Place CaptainHeights at Ladera Neighborhood Watch
Dear Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt. Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district.
We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our community’s lifeline, has provided
safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd. and the Mulholland corridor.
Canyonites have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe.
When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow setting homes ablaze, Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly "party houses" set our hills on fire, Canyonites arrive on scene before the
fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames.
We have elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest.
The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. What we take
issue with is with the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life.
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth inDraft Plan K2.
We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split up the community of Laurel Canyon, such as down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. Split up your own neighborhood.
We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of
its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,
Heidi Servey
Laurel Canyon resident for over 10 years
Sent from [ProtonMail](https://protonmail.com), encrypted email based in Switzerland.
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years. Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely, Michael Tavares1203 S. Redondo Blvd.Los Angeles, CA 90019

K. L. Zimmerlin De Pa

HS

Michael Tavares
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Eleanor Bray

*Dear Honorable Commissioners,*
*I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which. *
*Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.*
*Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday’s meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.*
*Stop rigging district maps to serve those in power.*
*Sincerely,*
*Eleanor Bray*
-- *Eleanor Bray*
*503.367.2551*
Dear Commissioners,
I have lived in the Miracle Mile for more than 35 years. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
It is vitally important that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile shouldn't be divided from the very boulevard that
essentially made the "Miracle Mile."
The Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South
Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for its work and reiterate my support for Plan K-2 and in request that you not divide our neighborhood.
Sincerely,
Thanks,
Avak S.
Cloverdale Ave
Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley (10 cents a ride!) in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites
have had a profound impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and
transformers blow- setting homes ablaze- Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly Party Houses set our hills on fire Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have
elderly assistance programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.
And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest. The outcome of the redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as
friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. It is the fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life that we take serious issue!
The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting map which will split the community of Laurel Canyon down
the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient
government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely, Lisa Ellin
We Are Laurel Canyon
on behalf of the residents of Laurel Canyon
Dear Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
We Are Laurel Canyon. We are a 501c3 which advocates for the general welfare of the Laurel Canyon community. We are homeowners, renters, local independently owned businesses, a religious community (Mt. Olympus Laurel Canyon Chabad),
and an elementary school district. We are a tribe who call ourselves Canyonites. We occupy the areas to the east and west of Laurel Canyon Boulevard. South of Mulholland. North of Sunset. Over the last 100+ years, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, our
community’s lifeline, has provided safe passage to millions of commuters dating back to the Nation’s first trackless trolley in 1905. Canyonites are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd. and the Mulholland corridor. Canyonites have had a profound
impact on the City of Los Angeles, The State of California … and sparked a cultural revolution felt around the world. We are a formidable tribe. When water mains burst, trees fall, the power goes out, sink holes appear and transformers blow
setting homes ablaze, Canyonites have each other’s backs. When unruly "party houses" set our hills on fire, Canyonites arrive on scene before the fire department can reach us and get to work putting out those flames. We have elderly assistance
programs and pet emergency plans in place. We have CERT members, block captains and emergency communication team radio operators.And in case we haven’t made it perfectly clear, We Are a Community of Interest. The outcome of the
redistricting commission’s decision on whether to keep our community whole in one City Council District is not going to change who we are as friends and neighbors. It will not change our status as Canyonites. What we take issue with is with the
fact that your decision might cause loss of property and life.The residents of Laurel Canyon are voicing our strong support of the Commission’s Map for District O, as set forth in Draft Plan K2. We also voice our strong opposition to any redistricting
map which will split up the community of Laurel Canyon, such as down the middle of Laurel Canyon Blvd. Split up your own neighborhood.We understand that the Commission must consider numerous factors in its redistricting decision. We
request that the Commission keep the Laurel Canyon community united in the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of its residents’ safety.
Sincerely,James MillsResident

avak sarafian

impiphany@gmail.com

james mills
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Nyla Arslanian

Dear Commissioners,
A long time residents of Los Angeles we have experienced at least 4
redistrictings. It's one of the realities of living in a city that continues
to grow and evolve. Our Los Feliz Improvement Association has worked
tirelessly, and fairly, through the years to ensure that this historic
community remains vital and intact. We support the K2 redistricting option.
We applaud the work of your commission and are pleased that so many public
hearings have been available to the public using the technology that is now
available to us. Best regards,
Oscar and Nyla Arslanian
2489 N. Edgemont Street
Los Angeles, CA 90027
I'm a resident of Sherman Oaks in CD4 and co-leader of East Valley
Indivisibles, a progressive activist group with over 10,000 people on its
mailing list. I oppose map K2 which removes my neighborhood from the
district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The
attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city. While I realize that either map removes
Sherman Oaks from CD4, I understand the desire for a contiguous Valley
district. But I still want a CD4 that protects the voices of tenants in
L.A. and I don't want the current CD to just be completely wiped out.
Suju Vijayan
Co-leader, East Valley Indivisibles
Hello,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from
several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Do not cut Los Feliz off from Griffith Park.
sincerely,
Andrea Urban
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G. Since there is no population in Griffith
Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
-Scott Miller
Los Feliz resident
Commissioners,
I live in Larchmont in Council District 4, an actual renter in the area for the past five years. Of the redistricting options being considered to advise the city council on, Map L is the one that best maintains the demographic balance reflected by the
most recent census. Map K2 features a strong preference towards homeowners, who have demonstrated time and again that they will use taxpayer resources and government mechanisms to create and reinforce their preferred policies and
boundaries. It is irrational to believe you can segregate the problems of the city, and sociopathic to try to do so by any means necessary. Whether people want to believe it or not, their life will always be affected, in ways great and small and good
and bad, by other human beings, many of whom won't be anything like them.
Redrawing a council district so that some citizens can continue to block themselves off from other citizens is the worst kind of governing, usually requiring some sort of strong intervention by an interested council to correct over time -- but in this
case, maintaining the status quo requires no strong intervention. It's easy to do right now and the way to go.
Council District 4 represents the entire culture of Los Angeles perhaps better than any other district because of its mix of communities and interests. That conflict is not something to run from, and the Commission's consideration of a plan that
would seek to segregate by those interests, goes against the Commission's core purpose:
"... allocate constituents proportionately while also accounting for the unique histories, experiences and interests of communities, such that those interests will have the highest probability of being served by elected representatives and the City
of Los Angeles."
Electorally, powerful people are trying to have the map redrawn so that they can more easily control who represents them. While we can all agree "that's just the way the world works and there's nothing we can do about it," consider this -- there
IS something YOU can do about it, and you wouldn't be doing anything terrible to these people who don't like the Nithya Ramans of the world or sharing a council district with Koreatown. The push-pull between communities, the wants and needs
of the few versus the many, is part of this city's unique history (with the many usually losing big, of course). Continuing to find ways to create gated communities, literally or metaphorically, is a bad faith interpretation by a public servant of their
responsibilities to the people they've been chosen to serve.
If you've read this far, thanks. I know these public comments do nothing and the decision has already been made.
Bryan Murphy
Resident, Council District 4
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iknowcrystal

Dear Commissioners,
I am writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. The lack of transparency is unfair to both the representatives and
constituents of CD 4 and CD 13.
As a BIPOC woman living in Koreatown and with elderly family living in
Chinatown, I do not support Map K2 and how it splits Chinatown in District
L. Both the K2 and CD4 maps serve to consolidate the power of wealthy
homeowners. I support unifying Chinatown and unifying Koreatown. We need
diversity of race, income, and more tenant representation in CD4!
These BIPOC working-class communities are being threatened by multiple
market-rate developments and predatory real estate developers. Keeping
Chinatown and Koreatown together is essential in being able to advocate for
resources. Chinatown is a community of interest: many generations of
working-class BIPOC people have come to live in Chinatown because of
economic and social reasons. In the 19th century, many Asian Americans were
forced to live in Chinatown because they were unable to live elsewhere due
to the threat of violence and redlining. Keeping Chinatown in one district
allows policies that affect the entire neighborhood to be made more easily.
Assuming District G in both Plans K2 and L represent CD 13, our district
will be negatively impacted should Plan K2 be adopted. In CD 13 today,
Latinx and Asian voters comprise 38% and 17% of eligible voters,
respectively. Under Plan L’s District G, Latinx and Asian voters would
comprise 34% and 17%, respectively. Under Plan K2’s District G, those
concentrations would drop to 31% and 15% respectively. Plan K2 will
unfairly reduce the diversity that currently exists in CD 13 today by
further diluting the Latinx vote and the Asian vote.
Further, assuming District O in both Plans K2 and L represent CD 4, there
seems to be an effort to move CD 4 deeper into the Valley under Plan K2.
This would deeply dilute Asian voter concentration. In CD 4 today, Latinx
and Asian voters comprise 13% and 11% of eligible voters, respectively.
District O under Plan K2 increases Latinx concentration to 24%; Plan L to
16%. However, under Plan K2, Asian concentration falls to a paltry 6% of
eligible voters. Plan L would increase it to 19%. This dilution of the
Asian vote under Plan K2 is unacceptable and for this reason, Plan L should
be the starting point for this decade’s new map.
We CD 13 constituents share our concerns with those of CD 4 constituents:
Plan K2 seems to be an attempt to gerrymander CM Nithya Raman out of a more
diverse district. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs
of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. This effort would also negatively impact CD 13 by
further diluting its diversity.
Please fully discuss both maps L and K2 on Thursday’s meeting and advance
revised versions of both maps for further discussion and consideration in
the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Crystal Tsang
-- Crystal Tsang
LinkedIn | www.crystaljtsang.com
crystal13097@gmail.com | 909.636.7889
ᐧ
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Trish Bakst

Dear Sirs/Mesdames– I am a Westside Neighborhood Council (“NC”) stakeholder and a 30 year
resident of Cheviot Hills. I have reviewed Maps K2 and Map L. In my
opinion, Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3
Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have
successfully worked together to address Westside issues. Conversely, Map K2
keeps our NC within a single District, respects the boundaries of the
various Homeowner associations within the Westside NC and continues the
historical relationships of the Westside communities. In my opinion, Map K2
is the better map and I urge you to support its adoption. Thank you for your consideration,
Trish Bakst (She/her)
Law Office of Patricia M. Bakst
11301 W. Olympic Blvd. Suite 467
Los Angeles, CA 90064
Tel: 310.488.0924
web: trishbakst-law.com CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE -- PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL
This communication and any accompanying documents are confidential and
privileged. They are intended for the sole use of the addressee. If you
receive this transmission in error, you are advised that any disclosure,
copying, distribution, or the taking of any action in reliance upon this
communication is strictly prohibited. Moreover, any such inadvertent
disclosure shall not compromise or waive the attorney-client privileges as
to this communication or otherwise. If you have received this communication
in error, please contact me at the above internet e-mail address. Thank you.
ü Please Consider the Environment Before Printing this email
-- This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
https://www.avast.com/antivirus
My name is Andrew Lee and I am own a business in Koreatown and enjoy the
businesses of Koreatown too
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in "O" in a
single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community
whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you in advance for your consideration.
Best regards,
Andrew Lee
Dear Committee Members,
I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills from N in the far
northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues.
Thank you for your time and service to our city,Conor DuffyStudio City

andrewleeusa@gmail.com
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Cindy Chvatal

Executive Director Cardenas, Chair Ali and Commissioners,
On behalf of the Hancock Park Homeowners Association, thank you for your
hard work and dedication to the Redistricting process. You have already
received many letters and emails and heard public testimony from our
Hancock Park residents.
*We are in strong support of Map K2 and our new District J. *We
appreciated Executive Director Cardenas’ thoughtful and well explained
approach to how he worked on this map.
And we are looking forward to working with our neighbors in our new
District. And we support our neighbors and friends around the City who are
supporting MapK2.
We do have serious concerns and oppose Map L, which would divide our
established communities of interests and our GWNC Neighborhood Council and
is based on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of
the Councilmember and NOT for what provides the best governance,
Executive Director Cardenas, Chair Ali and Commissioners,
On behalf of the Upper Nichols Canyon Neighborhood Association, I want to
say thank you for your hard work and dedication to the Redistricting
process.
We are in CD4 in the Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council.
Although we live in the Hollywood Hills and work closely with our Hillside
Neighbors on issues specific to our area, we care a lot about our whole
City. In this remapping process, we hoped that making more cohesive sense
of the districts would improve overall governance and serve the diversity
of our City better.
*We are in strong support of Map K2 and our new District O! *We appreciated
Executive Director Cardenas’ thoughtful and well explained approach to how
he worked on this map.
And we are looking forward to working with our neighbors in our new
District. And we support our neighbors and friends around the City who are
supporting Map K2.
We do have serious concerns with Map L which we strongly oppose. We feel as
though Map L, which would divide many communities, is premised on
maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of the
Councilmember - NOT for what provides the best governance and consideration
of the interests of communities, Nc's or state and federal voting rights
protection.
Some of the Commissioners have already pointed out, how many more maps are
going to be introduced for consideration? We all thought we were working
and commenting on K Corrected and we were blindsided by the new submission
in the 11th hour.
We are also concerned at the recent social media posts and news media
articles that attempt to pit renters against what they are calling wealthy
homeowners. *This is not helpful. This is just plain wrong.*
On behalf of Hancock Park HOA we ask you to support K2.
I have attached our original letter sent to the Commission earlier this
month.
Sincerely,
Cindy Chvatal-Keane
President HP HOA
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do NOT support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable and genuinely infuriating. How dare you?! Many of us tenants in the current CD4 map worked incredibly hard to elect Nithya Raman, a progressive candidate fighting
for our values and this offensive, secretive way of dividing the district is downright shameful.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. We want a map like this one produced by the community. Keep Los Feliz in CD4!!!
Best,
Josh Crampsey (Resident of 90027)

Josh Crampsey
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William Eick

Dear redistricting Commission and members,
Attached is a copy of the Letter from the Fond Land Preservation Foundation
which objects to the splitting of the Foundation's publicly accessible, but
privately owned, open space between two Council Districts. I would be happy
to answer any of your questions and hope to be able to be called upon
tonight as part of the zoom meeting. I waited in the Que earlier in the
week but was not called upon.
-- William E. Eick,
Attorney at law
Eick & Freeborn, LLP
2604 Foothill Blvd. Ste C
La Crescenta, CA 91214
(P) 818-248-0050
(F) 818-248-2473
www.eickfreeborn.com
No e-mails received after 3:00pm on Friday will be checked until Monday morning
at the earliest. No e-mails are checked on Holidays. We do not accept ex
parte notice by e-mail.
IRS Circular 230 Disclosure: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed
by the Internal Revenue Service, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice
contained in this communication (including any attachments) is not intended
to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties
under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing, or
recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed herein.
This e-mail message is for the sole use of the intended recipient and may
contain privileged and confidential information. Any unauthorized review,
use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited.
If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by
reply-email and destroy all copies of the original message. Thank you.
Dear folks, I strongly object to redistricting our city, and strongly support plan for district K2, where it would include those areas currently under our Westwood Neighborhood Council. There are many reasons to support K2, keeping our are intact
to continue improving our neighborhood.Thank you for listening, Marcelo Olavarria, 2242 Midvale Ave...LA90064
My name is Suah Jang and I am resident of Koreatown.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in ¡°O¡± in a single district and respects
neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
³»¿ë
³»¿ë
[Á ÓÀϺ¸]
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Suah Jang Reperter | Newsroom
690 Wilshire Place, Los Angeles, CA 90005
T 213.368.2665 F 213.389.8384 M 213.268.5013
E jang.suah@koreadaily.com www.koreadaily.com
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Ivan S

Dear City Council Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 10338 Tennessee Avenue, LA. I am
directly impacted by the currently proposed redistricting maps. I very much
support Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
1. Map K2 keeps Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within one
district.
2. Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners'
associations;
3. Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
4. Most importantly, Map K2 keeps Century Glen’s boundaries intact and
within one City Council district
I oppose Map L because:
1. Map L uses residential streets within the Century Glen neighborhood
as a boundary causing the neighborhood to become part of two Council
districts thus disrupting our neighborhood's integrity and community
continuity.
2. Map L ignores historical boundaries of our area.
3. Map L divides Westside Neighborhood Council into three districts!
4. Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current
neighborhood boundaries intact and maintain our community's continuity.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Ivan Shulman
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your
consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and
request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in
the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council, Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed
within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area
extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding member of the Bel
Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been included in this
Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of
fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood
Council, is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area,
fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the
hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire
station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air.
And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles
Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the
opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and
into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in
an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community
faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses
focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers
confronting fire and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to
District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can continue, as effective
partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face
together. Thank you. Denise and Richard Colla

Denise Colla
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David Wingo

As a resident of Los Angeles I urge the committee to please reject Map K2. I
want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA and feel that
this serves the opposite purpose. We need to Support diversity and equity,
please don't wipe out the current District 4. We Don’t need to consolidate
the power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of tenants...Map L makes
much more of an effort to keep the current map intact and I urge you to
consider it instead.
Thank you
David Wingo
Chair Ali, Redistricting Commissioners and Paul Mitchell, September, 30, 2021
Help! Map L completely carves up our area and literally separates intact neighborhoods and our small businesses.
See two (2) attached maps for your reference.
We are the area along Sunset Bl, west of La Brea and “Area 7” of the Hollywood Hills West NC (HHWNC).
Draft Plan “L”, District map “O”, literally divides our community. The plan splits our small businesses by dividing Sunset Blvd down the middle, separates the HPOZ in half at Sierra Bonita, separates the elementary school and drops thousands of
our renters. Plan L even carves off the Will & Arial Durant library (our community meeting place) into a different council districts. Our community (Area 7-HHWNC), is two Historic Preservation Overlay Zones (HPOZ), both neighborhoods over 100
years, Spaulding Square directly adjacent to and the south side of Sunset Bl and Sunset Square adjacent to and north side of Sunset Bl. We have small local businesses and wonderful multi-family who all attend Gardner Elementary, located just
north of Sunset Bl.
We oppose any plan or map that carves up and separates our common area and diverse community. Sunset Bl runs east-west though this neighborhood area. Not to be confused with the “Sunset Strip” which is the City of West Hollywood, not LA.
We have natural boundaries with the City of West Hollywood and a natural dividing line at La Brea Ave with the Hollywood regional center. We do not cut off at Fairfax Ave as LA Times map shows. We are one community with common interests
and goals that has worked together for over 30 years.
Our boundaries are:
South Boundary: Fountain Ave
North Boundary: Hollywood Bl
East Boundary: La Brea Ave
West Boundary: City of Los Angeles / City of West Hollywood boundary line, at about Marmont Dr.
We already navigate between the City of LA and the City of West Hollywood. Splitting us up between two council districts would create further challenges for this community.
Keep our community whole and together from La Brea Ave to the City Border. Splitting along Sunset Bl make zero sense with the City boundary 2 blocks south at Fountain Ave.
Draft Plan L, District map “O" completely carves up and divides our community. This is not good.
Keep our community and NC area together.
Please see Attached maps for your reference.
I thank you for your time and hard work on this difficult endeavor. Valorie Keegan
I *support Map K2 because*:
- Map K2 keeps our Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within 1
District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries current thriving homeowners associations;
- Map K2 respects the boundaries of my WSSM HOA
- Map K2 allows for the continuation of existing relationships of the
Westside communities.
*I oppose Map L because*:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries
- Map L divides the Westside Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts
- Map L splits up longstanding homeowners associations including
Westwood South of SM Blvd. HOA.
Regards
Dr Judy Sachter
President of 1933 Selby HOA

valorie keegan
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Brian Folb

SUBJ: Support Map L
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.

Claire Savage

Courtney Small

Sincerely,
Brian Folb/ Multi Commercial Property Owner in District 13, BOD Hollywood Chamber, BOD Hollywood Partnership BID, BOD Friends of Hollywood Central Park, BOD of Hollywood Police Activities League and Hollywood Police Support Association.
Brian Folb
---PARAMOUNT CONTRACTORS & DEVELOPERS, INC.
6464 Sunset Blvd., Suite 700
Hollywood, CA 90028
p. 323.462.6727
f. 323.462.0863
www.hollywoodoffices.com
www.facebook.com/hollywoodoffices
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
-----------------------------------------Claire J Savage
*(they/them/theirs)*
Dear Redistricting Partners,
I live at 1600 Courtney Avenue in the Sunset Square HPOZ.
Our neighborhood is an amazing group of homes and neighbors who have worked for years to become a community.
It would be bizarre to break this community in half. Map L does just that. You can see a map of the HPOZ below and how the proposed division splits us into two.
[cid:58CE9FDD-AE77-4984-886E-DB527A72F0E6]
We want to not only keep the HPOZ unified, but our larger community together as defined in map below:
[cid:BF5D2774-3DE0-4EBB-A711-2CA9BD59F0AE]
We are fine with this cohesive community - COI - being added to District G or District J as you see fit, but it must stay together as a community of interest.
We are all part of Area 7 HHWNC. It makes sense that we stay together with our sister HPOZ Spaulding Square. We are a solely residential neighborhood on the west side of Hollywood. For so many reasons, we absolutely should be considered a
solid unit.
Thanks for not dividing our Neighborhood.
Cheers,
Courtney Small
Courtney Carol Small
CS&FS Interiors
6715 Hollywood Blvd., Suite #220
Los Angeles, CA 90028
(323) 850-0866
cs@csandfs.com
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Mark

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Mark Goldwert
1926 N. Kenmore Avenue
Los Angeles
-----------------------------My name is MIKE Sikowitz and I am a resident home and business owner in the Sunset Square HPOZ neighborhood of Hollywood. I AM WRITING TO URGE YOU TO STOP A CYNICAL PROPOSAL THAT WOULD DIVIDE OUR NEIGHBORHOOD AND COI
in half, for no reason. Our neighborhood (see below map in blue) is a single family pedestrian neighborhood and recently gained HPOZ status. I AM WRITING TO OPPOSE COUNCILWOMAN RAMAN’S proposal to divide our neighborhood at Sierra
Bonita (see yellow line). It makes no sense. it separates stakeholders with common interests in a cynical attempt for the councilwoman to add more renters to her district. It would draw a line right through our elementary school and isolate single
family home owners to the west and south.
Dear Redistricting Committee,
I support redistricting Map K2.
Redistricting is how communities with similar social, cultural, and economic
issues keep themselves intact and are thus able to elect leaders who
represent and legislate their interests politically. The Westside
Neighborhood Council represents such a community in West Los Angeles.
The strength of our community and our local institutions has been nurtured
by the commitment and stability of the Westside Neighborhood Council and its
leadership. WNC committees and board members have given voice and
opportunity to the residents, businesses, first responders, religious
institutions, and the public spaces within our borders. In doing so, WNC has
become a reliable partner to our neighboring NCs as well. West Los Angeles is a place. The WNC neighborhoods knit within it are each
part of an historic, geographic, political, and cultural fabric.
Redistricting Map K2 keeps the WNC community intact within one district, and
respects the boundaries of essential, decades-old homeowners associations
and community groups. To fragment the WNC neighborhoods into three separate
districts (per draft Map L) would negatively impact our public schools,
religious institutions, economic community, and essentially erase our
political voice and meaningful participation.
I urge you all to support Redistricting Map K2.
Please honor the integrity of our intact, cohesive WNC community as you seek
to lift all.
Sincerely,
Lawrence Heller
Lawrence E. Heller
Heller & Edwards
21650 Oxnard Street
Suite 1580
Woodland Hills CA 91367
(818) 564-4470-phone
(818) 564-4481-fax
(310) 995-1580-cell

Mike Sikowitz

Lawrence Heller
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Phuc Pham

I do not support Map K2 and how it splits Chinatown in District L. I
support keeping Chinatown together. As a BIPOC working class community
being threatened by multiple market-rate developments and predatory real
estate developers, keeping Chinatown together is essential in being able
to advocate for resources. Chinatown is a community of interest: many
generations of working class BIPOC people have come to live in Chinatown
because of economic and social reasons. In the 19th century, many Asian
Americans were forced to live in Chinatown because they were unable to
live elsewhere due to the threat of violence and redlining. Keeping
Chinatown in one district allows policies that affect the entire
neighborhood to be made more easily.
I am a resident of CD4 and am AGAINST the map K2 Redistricting. I am tired of low income residents being silenced by home owners. Please work off Map L!
Nicholas Mandernach
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Sent from Mail for Windows
My name is Jeannette Bronson and I live in the area called "Ladera" within
90056.
I understand the current plans will move us from what has been CD11 to
what has been CD 8.
My concern is that we are removing us from our community of interest.
Our area is one that does not require a high level of services, however,
when we were previously part of CD8, we were always on a back burner due to
the needs of the rest of the community.
One plan that I reviewed would separate us from Westchester, which is the
community that we participate in politically... our neighborhood work with
the Westchester community has grown over the years and we have mutual
interests. Our neighbors are directors on the Westchester/Playa
Neighborhood council.
Our local LAPD and LAFC coverage are in CD 11, and we would be separated
from them in these plans.
Please reconsider removing us from the communities that we have become
integral members in.
Please let me know if you have any questions, or I can explain it more
completely.
Thank you ,
Jeannette Bronson
Howdy city council,
I'm writing to let you know that I think it would be great if y'all would
stop gerrymandering the city's districts in such a way that right-leaning
voters have an unfair advantage. It's sort of a total sabotage of the most
basic tenets of democracy and makes me and many others doubt your sincerity
as leaders of the community.
I recommend making the districts simple shapes that are comparable in size,
like squares or rectangles or maybe a trapezoid or two. Instead of
meticulously mapping out districts that are the shape of vomit splattered
on a wall. The latter approach is a painfully obvious scam and an insult
to/crime against the people of Los Angeles.
Just my two cents!
K.C. Katsaros
My name is stacey yoon and I have lived or have been doing a business in the Koreatown for ______ years. I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
fully support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district
so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work. Sincerely,

Nicholas Mandernach

Ian

Jeannette Bronson

K.C. Katsaros

Stacey Yoon
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Dante Harper

We are longtime residents of Beachwood Canyon, and I in NO WAY support map K2, which will remove my neighborhood from the district and cuts us off from several of the communities we are a part of. We don’t want to be cut off of Los Feliz.
The attempt to cut 70% of our district off is completely unacceptable to me. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable and sane set of districts for the entire city. Best
Dante Harper & Patrick Scott Ratcliff
2501 Verbena Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90068
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.
Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Anne Freiermuth
Good afternoon, My name is Leslie Blumberg and I am writing today to inform you that I respectively OPPOSE the redistricting of CD 13! I believe that the business district of Hollywood should be kept together in CD 13, which has been in CD 13
for more than 30 years and should remain there.Keep the Hollywood historic core / Walk of Fame / regional center / business district COMPLETELY in tact - in CD13!!! The commission must support Map L. It is much more equitable, fair, and
consistent for all communities. Map K2 radically alters the makeup of several Council districts, and this would disenfranchise voters in the middle of a pandemic.After the devastation most strongly felt by hotels, restaurants, bars, theaters, and
music venues because of the pandemic, it is necessary more than ever to have a single voice advocating our way back to revitalization. This will allow these businesses to work with the same councilmember to revitalize the business district. It will
also give the community a platform to have their interests ranging from housing, jobs, community, and transportation infrastructure be kept within one council district, so they are able to advocate together for their needs with one council
member.I thank you for all your hard work on this and urge you to please oppose the redistricting of CD 13!Thank you for your time.
Please retract my letter altogether. I would like to submit no comment.
Sorry about this. On Sep 30, 2021, at 10:54 AM, maryamnow wrote:
I would like to retract my letter. Instead I support Map L
On Sep 29, 2021, at 6:30 PM, maryamnow wrote:
Hello City Redistricting Commissioners:
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 10329 Keswick Ave and am directly impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I SUPPORT the J boundary of Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because: *Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a major thoroughfare. Thus disrupting
our neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries.
*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity. Thank you,
Maryam Nowakhtar 10329 Keswick Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
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joanne flaster

Sept 30th..
To Whom It May Concern:
My name is Joanne Flaster and live in Hollywood/CD13 on Bronson Ave and 1/2 block from Franklin Ave and above (hills) that is part of Nithya Raman's CD4. Can't attend tonight's zoom meeting but would like to weigh in on this matter... I do NOT
want to be absorbed into her district as she voted against the ordinance. And residents who wanted her recalled did so because she's indifferent to their concerns of homeless/crime/drugs, etc. plaguing them on a regular basis. While I am not
happy with the conditions where I live in CD13 at least Mitch O'Farrell voted FOR the ordinance..And I was able to have on going communication with Sean Starkey former Deputy Director of Field Operations. And his replacement Hannah Cho
about the homeless outside and all around here.
MY WORLD: 1. I live next to the BRONSON encampment on overpass the city council knows is a BIG problem: trash/rats/drugs/theft etc.2..I live TWO blocks from CARLOS encampment the city council knows has the same set of issues..3. I am 3 to
4 blocks from GOWER encampment. 4 Down the block on Bronson/Hollywood Blvd in front of Tommy's burgers is a smaller yet visible encampment in front of eatery.5. Then on off ramp next to that on Caltrans property are more tents..
FYI: Seems this part of Hollywood is the destination for homeless because the neighborhood has a myriad of services they need.
Food/showers/vouchers for metro/laundry/mobile medical units/shelter and more provided by: Saban Clinic/Churches/The Salvation Army/The Greater West Hollywood Food Coalition that OTHER areas of Hollywood and greater LA do NOT have
or if they do is VERY limited in comparison to this location. And is the reason why we have a HUGE concentration of homeless/mentally ill because services are NOT being spread out to other communities...
I am SURROUNDED by filth/garbage and blocked sidewalks..And I have not seen any improvement. Sanitation services even before the pandemic was not reliable. And during the pandemic NON EXISTENT for weeks.. And that gave rise to the rat
population that has spread to our bldg..(neighbors in back with yard have an infestation)..
I do hope CHANGES ARE COMING...And SOON..Because these disease ridden encampments MUST be removed..Our streets MUST be cleared/cleaned and made usable again..NOT continue to be Motel 8 sidewalk living because TWO of the council
members want it that way..Raman/Bonin along with the progressive activists who profit off the misery of these folks..
Many call this: HOLLYWOOD/SKID ROW...Not good.. Thanks. Look forward to hearing more about this issue going forward..
JF
Redistricting commission:
I reside in Mid-City and work in Koreatown in CD4. I do not support
map K2, which
clusters wealthy homeowners, and amplifies their already-amplified
political power.
Koreatown is a vibrant and diverse neighborhood with specific needs and
community interests, and it deserves to be unified under a single district.
I and the many others who live and work there should not have to squint at
street signs and guess which council jurisdiction we fall under on a
block-by-block basis. The attempt to slice off 70% of the current District
4 and paste it onto the back of Sun Valley is unacceptable and egregious.
The voices of renters, workers, immigrants, and communities of color are
what make LA a world-class city. Do not let us be gerrymandered into
silence.
I ask that you work off of Map L in developing an more equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
Thank you.
Meredith Alden Lewis
September 27, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission,
The Hollywood Partnership (The HP) is the non-profitmanaging entity of the Hollywood Entertainment District Property-Based Improvement District (HED). The HP has enjoyed a relationship with the City of Los Angeles for more than 20 years as
the administrator of Business Improvement Districts in the Hollywood area. We have leveraged tens of millions of dollars in assessments from property owners within the BIDs to provide services that benefit the community, from maintaining the
safety and cleanliness of the area to transforming the public realm with art, lighting, and other enhancements. The HP is governed by a volunteer Board of Directors who are property owners from within the HED who collectivelyrepresent a
significant portion of Hollywood.
The HED covers a geographic area that is bounded by Yucca St. to Santa Monica Boulevard, and La Brea Blvd. to the Hollywood Freeway. This area includes 15,000high-density residential units, 290 acres of non-rights of way land and over onethousand private parcels – all of which are located within Council District 13 (CD13).The HP qualifies as a Community of Interest as we have a defined geographic district on file with the City Clerk’s office, are guided by a shared mission & vision,
and areprofoundly impacted by decisions made by the City of Los Angeles as our work is dedicated to managing and improving the City’s public rights-of-way.
As the Commission develops recommendations through the redistricting process, as a Board Member of The HP, I respectfully request that the HED and the Hollywood core remain within CD13. Over many years, The HP has built a strong working
relationship with CD13 and weregularly collaborate and partner on solutions to some ofthe greatest challenges that affect Hollywood and Los Angeles. These partnerships help maintain and improvearea infrastructure, protect public safety,
enhance thevisitor experience, and provide outreach and assistance to the most vulnerable in our community. Additionally, thedemographics of our community, its built form, density, mix of land uses and industrial composition are
mostcomparable to other nodes within CD13 such as SilverLake, East Hollywood, Echo Park, Atwater Village and the Sunset Corridor. As such, CD13 is best positioned to understand and appreciate the dimensions and character of the HED and
serve the citizens that live and work in our district.
I appreciate your serious consideration of this request to remain within CD13.
Respectfully, Leslie Blumberg
My name is Bonnie Sikowitz and I am a resident home and business owner in the Sunset Square HPOZ neighborhood of Hollywood. I AM WRITING TO URGE YOU TO STOP A CYNICAL PROPOSAL THAT WOULD DIVIDE OUR NEIGHBORHOOD AND COI
in half, for no reason. Our neighborhood (see below map in blue) is a single family pedestrian neighborhood and recently gained HPOZ status. I AM WRITING TO OPPOSE COUNCILWOMAN RAMAN’S proposal to divide our neighborhood at Sierra
Bonita (see yellow line). It makes no sense. it separates stakeholders with common interests in a cynical attempt for the councilwoman to add more renters to her district. It would draw a line right through our elementary school and isolate single
family home owners to the west and south. Bonnie
Bonnie Sikowitz
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C KURE

Hello my name is Connie Ku and I have been volunteering and working at a
nonprofit in Koreatown for nearly 3 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for your consideration.
Best regards,
Connie Ku
My name is Charles Han and I am a member of a nonprofit in Koreatown, Los
Angeles.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown, Los Angeles into one, as
reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task
Force. I advocate for the drafted map because it will help keep Koreatown
unified in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries.
I ask that you listen to our voices and the census data and keep our
diverse community whole, in one city council district. This will help our
community thrive.
Thank you for your consideration.
My name is Rachel Kramer. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Olympic Park. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our
traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Olympic Park in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we
belong and will be best served.
Thank you.Respectfully,Rachel J. Kramer, MDCountry Club Park
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Arturo Gomez

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I am writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 13 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps.
Assuming District G in both Plans K2 and L represents CD 13, our district
will be negatively impacted should Plan K2 be adopted. When CD 13 was drawn
in 2011, Latinx and Asian voters comprised 38% and 17% of eligible voters,
respectively. Under Plan L’s District G, Latinx and Asian voters would
comprise 34% and 17%, respectively. Under Plan K2’s District G, those
concentrations would drop to 31% and 15% respectively. Plan K2 will
unfairly reduce the diversity that currently exists in CD 13 today by
further diluting the Latinx vote and the Asian vote.
Further, assuming District O in both Plans K2 and L represent CD 4, there
seems to be an effort to move CD 4 deeper into the Valley under Plan K2.
This would deeply dilute Asian voter concentration. When CD 4 was drawn in
2011, Latinx and Asian voters comprised 13% and 11% of eligible voters,
respectively. District O under Plan K2 increases Latinx concentration to
24%; Plan L to 16%. However, under Plan K2, Asian concentration falls to a
paltry 6% of eligible voters. Plan L would increase it to 19%. This
dilution of the Asian vote under Plan K2 is unacceptable and for this
reason, Plan L should be the starting point for this decade’s new map.
We CD 13 constitutents share our concerns with those of CD 4 constituents:
this plan seems to be an attempt to gerrymander CM Nithya Raman out of a
more diverse district. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the
needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a
dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that
elected her just one year ago. This effort would also negatively impact CD
13 by further diluting its diversity.
Please fully discuss both maps L and K2 on Thursday’s meeting and advance
revised versions of both maps for further discussion and consideration in
the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Arturo Gómez
*J.D., Class of 2021 | Southwestern Law School*
(323) 317-1379
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michael macdonald

Honorable Commissioners,
I'm writing with concern about the Commission's recent Map K2
,
which immensely imbalances representation in the communities of Los Feliz,
Hollywood, Studio City, North Hollywood, Hollywood, and Koreatown.
Additionally, this map would greatly unmoor established representation for
Council Districts 2 and 4.
Moving forward and for the purpose of transparency and communication with
the public, it is critical that the Commission disclose the proposed
district numbers for all draft maps being considered. Established
relationships between communities and their council offices have been a
consistent consideration in the drawing of maps; no reasonable argument can
be made that district designations are not a relevant piece of information
for the public to consider.
Finally, I want to highlight the Los Angeles Times article published this
morning (
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-09-30/los-angeles-city-redistricting-plan-nithya-raman-paul-krekorian-districts)
that lays clear the political gerrymandering implied by Map K2.
Councilmember Raman won a historic election just one year ago to represent
the communities of Council District 4. Map K2 would undo the voters' choice
by forcing diverse renter communities to lose a representative who has
focused on championing their needs. Councilmember Raman, previously a
political outsider, was elected with over 70,000 votes: the largest vote
count for a City Council office in Los Angeles history. Neither district
"O" or "A" have any resemblance to the district for which Councilmember
Raman was elected. To strip Council District 4 voters of the right to
select their representation will not go unnoticed.
*Los Angeles voters deserve fair maps. Do not allow the political
gerrymander of Map K2 to proceed.*
Thank you,
Michael MacDonald
Los Angeles, CA
My name is sunghee chun and I have lived or have been doing a business in
the Koreatown for 20 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
Dear all,
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Caroline Lee
Stephen Raucher
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Sharon Hayashi

To the LA City Redistricting Commission:
My name is Sharon Hayashi and I work at a marketing and advertising agency in Koreatown.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in "O" in a single district and respects
neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
Sincerely,
Sharon Hayashi
Sharon Hayashi
ACCOUNT DIRECTOR
AAAZA, Inc. | STRATEGIC. CREATIVE.
3250 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1901
Los Angeles, CA 90010
t (213) 674-2552
m (310) 880-5900
f (213) 380-5333
e sharon.hayashi@aaaza.com
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. Support
diversity and equity. Don't wipe out the current District 4.
Shilpi Roy
Resident of Silverlake
-- 704-779-8401
www.youtube.com/c/shilpiroy
Hello, I love and care for Ktown. It is my heart home in which I have worked and played in for almost 30 years. I support Map L. Would you too?Thank youCaroline Sim
I am a member of the Studio City Residents Association, and strongly
support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish
moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove
Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an
equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to
Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues.
In Summary:
Support Map L with adjustments:
Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Thank you,
Nora Doyle
3838 Vantage Ave
Studio City, CA 91604
Dear Redistricting Commission: I am president of Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Please be advised that the below in first diagram is our area or COI. It also coincides with our HHWNC Area 7. In this area, we have 2 HPOZ’s. Sunset Square HPOZ
is on the north side of Sunset, from Fairfax [both sides of Fairfax] to Vista, see diagrams 1 & 2 below. The other HPOZ is Spaulding Square which is on the south side of Sunset from fairfax east to Spaulding, see 3rd diagram below. This area’s
western border is at Chateau Marmont and its eastern is La Brea. [Our western border is NOT fairfax, fyi, as some incorrect maps have indicated--I believe you are using an outdated LA Times map. The Weho border starts at Chateau Marmont
reflected in the first diagram below.]
Map L with District O, as proposed, bifurcates our COI. It actually cuts Sunset Square, my neighborhood & HPOZ, in half. This is untenable for our communities. See approximation of this issue in 2nd diagram of where our HPOZ is bifurcated. My
suggestion, using Map K2, is to extend District G further west to the Weho border at Chateau Marmont to include OUR AREA you see below in first diagram OR extend District J just a little further north to include OUR AREA/COI. Map L’s weird
isthmus to get Raman her renters in Korea Town is completely ABSURD. It is my understanding that District G needs approximately 13,000 new residents and we, in OUR AREA, wait for it, are 13,806. I mean…c'mon, what are we doing here? Tell
Raman no, please. And, keep our area/COI together. Seems like going into District G or J for our area is best way to keep us together. Thank you, Cheryl Holland
cheryl holland president | sunset square neighborhood org | sunsetsquarehollywood.org Diagram 1:Our COI—low scale, 100% residential, west side of hollywood, border on west is Weho/Chateau Marmont.
Diagram 2: As proposed in Map L cuts my HPOZ in half.
Diagram 3: Map of Spaulding Square in our Area.
My name is__Gul Sam Kim_____ and I have lived or have been doing a business in the Koreatown for __14____ years. I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting
Task Force. I fully support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city
council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work. Sincerely
Gul Sam Kim
Sent from my iPhone

Shilpi Roy
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Kashana Cauley

I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I don’t support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. This attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is
completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Best,
Kashana
We strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills from N in the far
northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Thank you for your consideration,
Marsha and Andrew Lewis11622 Canton PlaceStudio City, CA 91604
PEACE...It does not mean to be in a place where there is no noise, trouble or hard work. It means to be in the midst of those things and still be calm in your heart. (author unknown)
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
WE ARE A NEIGHBORHOOD AND NOT A POLITICAL FOOTBALL. PLEASE KEEP THE
MIRACLE MILE TOGETHER. DO NOT GERRYMANDER US!
Sincerely,
Helen and Kevin Glynn
933 S, Ridgeley Drive,
L.A. CA 90036
I live in CD 4. I am opposed to splitting or moving the district.
Draft map K2 is an attempt to silence our voices. Keep the current CD 4 map.
King Cheung
Hi! I'm Glenn, a long-time Los Feliz-ian in District 4, and I'm e-mailing
to say I do NOT support map K2, which cuts off my district from several
communities of interest. I don't want my neighborhood to be cut off from
Griffith Park!
Map L provides an equitable set of districts for the city. Please work off
that model!
Thank you for your time-Glenn Boozan
Dear Redistricting Committee and Decisionmakers,
I support redistricting Map K2.
In simplest terms, redistricting is how communities with similar social, cultural, and economic issues keep themselves intact and are thus able to elect leaders who represent and legislate their interests politically. The Westside Neighborhood
Council represents such a community.
As a resident of West Los Angeles for more than 46 years, I have spent endless volunteer hours working on behalf of our local community. I have served in our public schools; as a homeowner association board member; as an AYSO girls
commissioner and director, and as a 14 year member of the Board of Governors of the Westside Neighborhood Council. But I am only one of many thousands of my neighbors who have historically stepped up to define our community and support
its growth and quality of life, and worked with our Los Angeles political leaders to achieve common goals. The strength of our community and our local institutions has been nurtured by the commitment and stability of the Westside
Neighborhood Council and its leadership. WNC committees and board members have given voice and opportunity to the residents, businesses, first responders, religious institutions, and the public spaces within our borders. In doing so, WNC has
become a reliable partner to our neighboring NCs as well. West Los Angeles is a place. The WNC neighborhoods knit within it are each part of an historic, geographic, political, and cultural fabric. Redistricting Map K2 keeps the WNC community
intact within one district, and respects the boundaries of essential, decades-old homeowners associations and community groups. To fragment the WNC neighborhoods into three separate districts (per draft Map L) would negatively impact our
public schools, religious institutions, economic community, and essentially erase our political voice and meaningful participation.
I urge you all to support Redistricting Map K2.
Thank you for the work you do on behalf of Los Angeles. Please honor the integrity of our intact, cohesive WNC community as you seek to lift all.
Sincerely,Colleen Mason Heller

lewismft@aol.com
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Conrad Starr

Dear Commissioners,
Please include my attached letter in “the file.” I’ve copied its contents below my signature.
Many thanks.
Conrad Starr
September 30, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
By email to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Support for Draft Map K2 – Keep Sycamore Square Together
Dear Commissioners:
As a 25-year renter resident of Sycamore Square (Wilshire south to Olympic, La Brea east to Citrus), I support keeping Sycamore Square together in one Council District, which Draft Map K2 would accomplish.
I also support K2 for keeping Sycamore Square with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council (GWNC), with which we have a long connection. Prior to being elected GWNC President, I was on the Sycamore Square Neighborhood Association
(SSNA) board since 2016, where I got my start as a neighborhood leader. SSNA co-founder, Liz Fuller, served on the GWNC; she later became co-editor at the Larchmont Buzz, an online news resource which serves the Greater Wilshire community
(and which has done tremendous reporting on redistricting!).
I’m also supportive of K2 for keeping Sycamore Square together with the Miracle Mile. The burgeoning nighttime hotspot of 8th/La Brea should not be severed along 8th St., as Draft Map L proposes. Sycamore Square and the Miracle Mile are
carefully watching this new business district, while keeping our Council Office apprised of any issues, just as we do LAPD Wilshire.
For three years, Sycamore Square and Miracle Mile have collaborated extensively on emergency preparedness, putting on trainings and holding a monthly walkie-talkie emergency radio net to prepare our neighbors to communicate after a
disaster.
Thank you for the opportunity to share my testimony, and for the hard work you have undertaken.
[cid:image001.png@01D7B5F7.C9325EB0]
Conrad Starr
700 Block of S. Mansfield Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036
Hi
My family and I live in Ladera.
Our address is 5010 W 63rd St Los Angeles Ca 90056
We also have a rental property down the street at 4866 W 63rds St , Los
Angeles CA 90056
So we are doubly invested in this area of town.
*We adamantly oppose the redistricting proposal to change us to South LA.*
This will be completely unfair to our community.
Sincerely
Scott and Colette Moore
Hello,
Although I am currently a resident of CD13, I wanted to write and state
that I do not support map K2, because I support diversity and equity and
want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. The attempt to
cut out 70% of the current District 4 is unacceptable. Please work off of
Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Sherin Bennett

Colette Moore
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Beth Dymond

September 30, 2021
via Email
City of Los Angeles Redistricting Commission
Re: Support of Map L with adjustments to District N
Commissioners,
The Studio City Residents Association Board strongly supports Map L with the
following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District J and into District N. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can
remove Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an
equestrian community which is not economically and ethnically connected to
Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Alan Dymond, President
Studio City Residents Association P.O. Box 1374
Studio City, CA 91614
818-980-7645
Cell 818-399-2343
cc: Karo Torossian -- This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
https://www.avast.com/antivirus
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Miracle Mile neighborhood and I have been an active member in our residential association since we moved here in 1994. The neighborhood has come a long way in almost 30 years. When we first arrived, the empty lot on
the corner of Wilshire and Hauser ( site of the old Broadway Dept. store) was a sad eyesore, there was no grocery store and retail activity had ground to a halt. Working together with our council representatives, Tom LaBonge and Herb Wesson,
the Chamber of Commerce and other stakeholders, Wilshire Boulevard and the entire Miracle Mile has become a more dense ( appropriately) vibrant community and it continues to be one of the most diverse neighborhoods in the city. There is
still more work to do but we are well on our way to becoming an even more vibrant, interesting, commercially appealing neighborhood. None of what happened these past 27 years has been accidental and certainly none of it happened without
the oversight and stewardship of our city representatives and this community. Please don't undo a successful partnership by redrawing the longstanding boundaries of The Miracle Mile. Wilshire has always been our anchor avenue and we have
advocated and cared for it's preservation, revitalization and beautification for many years. Our commitment to this neighbor is apparent and well documented. Please don't "undo" something that doesn't need to be changed or "fixed". Please
leave the existing boundaries which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea, as they are.
Please also note that the Miracle Mile has a long standing cooperative relationship with surrounding communities of interest in our district including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay
Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay. These relationships benefit the residents AND the city and we would very much like to remain in the same district.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for developing Plan K-2, which restores / keeps the boundaries of the Miracle Mile neighborhood as they are now. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire
Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Valeece Smith
1121 South Ridgeley Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90019
(323) 933-8540
I HAVE BEEN RESIDENT OVER 40YEARS IN KOREA TOWN. I WISH THAT KOREATOWN
WOULD BE ONE DISTRICT AS ITS DIVIDED 4 DISTRICT AT PRESENT TIME. IF I NEED
HELP OR INFORMATION I LITERALLY HAVE TO RUN OR SEND TWO TO THREE CITY
COUNCIL'S OFFICE WITH DIFFERENT POLICY, REGULATION ETC. ITS RIDICULOUS AS
THIS 4 DISTRICT IS IN KOREATOWN. I CAN NOT EVEN REACH OUT WHAT PROGRAMS
EVERY CITY HAVE AS THEY ONLY ANNOUNCE WITHIN THEIR OWN DISTRICT ONLY.
KOREA TOWN CITIZENS WILL NEVER BE ABLE TO BENEFITS FROM ANY GOVERNMENT
PROGRAMS UNLESS TO REACH OUT EVERY COUNCIL'S OFFICE. ON TOP OF IT, ALL THE
K TOWN CITIZENS HAS NO KNOWLEDGE WHAT DISTRICT BELONG TO. ONLY KNOWLEDGE
IS "KOREA TOWN". THERE IS NO GUIDANCE WHATSOEVER BY THESE 4DISTRICTS AS
ITS SO CONFUSING FOR ALL THE CITIZENS AND RESIDENTS. DO CONSIDER OUR
KOREATOWN TO BE ONE DISTRICT.
DO NOT DIVIDE US!!!!!
KAY JIN
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN H. OH & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
4221 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 333
Los Angeles, California 90010
PH: 323-456-4406
Cell: 323-855-7878
To The Members of the Commission for Redistricting Los Angeles, Thank you for the time and energy you have committed to redistricting Los Angeles and hearing the voice of the people.Making San Fernando Valley communities, neighborhood
councils, and districts whole is a consideration that should be fundamental to redistricting Los Angeles City. I am grateful you heard, understood, and respected the written and verbal comments and viewpoints of myself and the many residents of
North Hills West and the physical borders of our community to place North Hills West in area "L"Council District 12 where we have community interests, common alliances, and where we fit in and belong. Again,Thank you.
Anita GoldbaumNorth Hills West Neighborhood CouncilPlanning and Land Use Committee MemberOutreach Committee Member

Valeece Broadway-Smith

Kay Jin

agold16113@aol.com
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Collin Baker

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4
and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on
which district is which.
The fact that none of these maps include district numbers make it
impossible to determine how the redistricting will impact its constituents
and their Council Members, especially CD 4, which the new map leaves
completely ambiguous as none of the redistricting resembles its current
version.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
to include significantly more wealthy households compared to renters, just
1 year after a historic upset of an incumbent. It's hard not to feel like
this is an intentional Gerrymander to handcuff one of LA's only progressive
Council Members given the Commission's abandoning of its protocols and
drawing the map behind closed doors to a select group.
Please disclose district numbers for the two maps under consideration for
discussion at today's meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings.
Best,
Collin B
- I do not support Map K2 and how it splits Chinatown in District L. I
support keeping Chinatown together. As a BIPOC working class community
being threatened by multiple market-rate developments and predatory real
estate developers, keeping Chinatown together is essential in being able to
advocate for resources.
I'm a resident of St. Andrew's Square in Council District 4, and I do not
support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and
completely erases the representation of many communities in CD4 that I
value and respect. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is
completely unacceptable.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city. Our strength comes from our diversity in Los Angeles and I
find any map - like K2 - which has the effect of cordoning off sections the
city by economic status offensive as well as counterproductive towards
building a better and stronger Los Angeles for everyone.
Thank you,
Kathleen Murray
North Gramercy Pl
Dear Redistricting Commission: I am president of Sunset Square Neighborhood Org. Please be advised that the below in first diagram is our area or COI. It also coincides with our HHWNC Area 7. In this area, we have 2 HPOZ’s. Sunset Square HPOZ
is on the north side of Sunset, from Fairfax [both sides of Fairfax] to Vista, see diagrams 1 & 2 below. The other HPOZ is Spaulding Square which is on the south side of Sunset from fairfax east to Spaulding, see 3rd diagram below. This area’s
western border is at Chateau Marmont and its eastern is La Brea. [Our western border is NOT fairfax, fyi, as some incorrect maps have indicated--I believe you are using an outdated LA Times map. The Weho border starts at Chateau Marmont
reflected in the first diagram below.]
Map L with District O, as proposed, bifurcates our COI. It actually cuts Sunset Square, my neighborhood & HPOZ, in half. This is untenable for our communities. See approximation of this issue in 2nd diagram of where our HPOZ is bifurcated. My
suggestion, using Map K2, is to extend District G further west to the Weho border at Chateau Marmont to include OUR AREA you see below in first diagram OR extend District J just a little further north to include OUR AREA/COI. Map L’s weird
isthmus to get Raman her renters in Korea Town is completely ABSURD. It is my understanding that District G needs approximately 13,000 new residents and we, in OUR AREA, wait for it, are 13,806. I mean…c'mon, what are we doing here? Tell
Raman no, please. And, keep our area/COI together. Seems like going into District G or J for our area is best way to keep us together. Thank you, Cheryl Holland
cheryl holland president | sunset square neighborhood org | sunsetsquarehollywood.org Diagram 1:Our COI—low scale, 100% residential, west side of hollywood, border on west is Weho/Chateau Marmont.
Diagram 2: As proposed in Map L cuts my HPOZ in half.
Diagram 3: Map of Spaulding Square in our Area.
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WILLIAM GRAPER

Hello,
I'm writing to you to request that you please not divide up our
HPOZ/Community of Interest as shown in the map I've attached here. We are
the Sunset Square HPOZ and our sister HPOZ is Spaulding Square. I humbly
ask that you please keep our community together. Together, our HPOZ and
it's citizens, we work together for the good of the surrounding community
with a diverse group of home owners committed to our great city.
We are a solely residential neighborhood on the west side of Hollywood, on
the WeHo border and we are all part of Area 7 HHWNC. The proposed
redistricting would divide our community and its efforts in half. I realize
we are going to be moved to District G or J and that's understandable but
my ask here is that you please keep our community together in the process.
Thank you for your service and for taking the time to consider our request.
Sincerely,
William Graper[image: image.jpeg]
-- *WILLIAM GRAPER*
LOS ANGELES / NEW YORK
917.723.3542
FOLLOW @WILLIAM_GRAPER
*CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE*: This e-mail communication and any attachments may
contain confidential and privileged information for the use of the
designated recipients named above. If you are not the intended recipient,
you are hereby notified that you have received this communication in error
and that any review, disclosure, dissemination, distribution or copying of
it or its contents is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify the sender by return e-mail and
delete and/or destroy all copies of this communication and any attachments.
Hello Redistricting Commission,
My name is Linde Lantion and I've been a resident of East Hollywood for
over 40 years. I have seen the two proposed redistricting maps of Map K2
and Map L. I am writing to inform you of support for Map L. District G in
Map L keeps CD13 as close to its current integrity as possible.
When looking at the proposed District G in Map K2, that redistrict will
change the voting block of CD13 in a negative way. It will give more
influence to a voting area that has installed an idiot councilperson named
Nithya Raman who has let homeless crime and drug dealing go rampant in the
Los Feliz area with ridiculous policies that are not welcome in CD13.
Please do not let this obvious land and power grab shown in Map K2 happen
for CD13.
I endorse Map L for District G.
Thank you for your time.
Linde Lantion
Resident of East Hollywood
Hello,
My name is Richard Kang and I am a longtime supporter of Koreatown. I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for the final submission of
draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our
community may thrive.
Richard Kang
Dear members of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commision —
My name is Electra Bostwick Lang — and though I’m only 26, I care a lot about our city, and the plans it makes. I live with my family in a 108-year-old house, more or less in the center of Country Club Park at the intersection of Arlington and
Country Club Drive. We (of course) count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in a truly remarkable historic home (and a city landmark!). Our City Council member has
to have a special understanding of, and be responsive to, our special diversity, including the needs of all of the diverse groups who live in our neighborhood. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for
figuring out Plan K2, which I support unequivocally. I am grateful for the opportunity that you have given our neighborhoods in Plan K2 to stay together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we
belong and will be best served.
And I want to add my voice against Plan L — splitting our district up (as well as Hancock Park and others) will not be good for these many neighborhoods — or the city! (At all)
Thank you! You worked so hard on Plan K2! Please do go with the best: Plan K2!
Electra Bostwick Lang

Moonie Lantion

Richard Kang
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Patty Kirby

I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments:
Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This
adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow
Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish
moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove
Shadow Hills from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an
equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to
Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues.
Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments:
Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Respectfully,
Patty Kirby
4434 Carpenter Ave.
Studio City, CA 91607
818-209-8333
-- Patty Kirby
Executive Director
Bluecanh2o / Step One Inc
818.209.8333
patty@BlueCanH2O.com
patty.a.kirby@gmail.com
I am truly shocked at the proposed map K2 that dramatically alters district
4. Redistricting is difficult work, and I do not envy your position as you
try to protect the democratic process, but surely removing 70% of an
existing district’s constituency is an absolute non starter, especially in
light of CD 4 having the most successful voter turnout in the history of
the city in the most recent election. The new maps need to give voice to
the diversity of our city and uplift the voices of renters (the majority of
our residents) in a fair way. Please reject this effort to weaken democracy
and specifically attack the invigorating election of CM Raman.
Please do the right thing and work off of map L to develop equitable
districts for our city.
Thank you for your work on this.
Kendall Mayhew
-- Kendall Mayhew
310.344.6370
kendall.mayhew@gmail.com
Hello,
I have been a volunteer at a Koreatown non-profit and having resided in Koreatown for 10 years.I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district,
so our community may thrive.
Thank you for your time.
Do-in Chung
Dear members of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commision —
My name is Peregrine Lang — and though I’m only 25, I care a lot about our city, and the plans it makes. I live in a 108-year-old house, more or less in the center of Country Club Park at the intersection of Arlington and Country Club Drive. I count
on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in a truly remarkable historic home (and a city landmark!). Our City Council member has to have a special understanding of, and
be responsive to, our special diversity, including the needs of all of the diverse groups who live in our neighborhood. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for figuring out Plan K2, which I support
unequivocally. I am grateful for the opportunity that you have given our neighborhoods in Plan K2 to stay together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
And I want to add my voice against Plan L — splitting our district up (as well as Hancock Park and others) will not be good for these many neighborhoods — or the city! (At all)
Thank you! You worked so hard on Plan K2! Please do go with the best: Plan K2!
Peregrine (Perrin) Lang
It is important to keep map k2 and reject map L. Map L breaks my small census tract, 7260, Into three council districts! K2 Is obviously the result of an original, objective analysis, as it also keeps the Westside neighborhood Council together. I don’t
know how the wholesale changes ended up in the drastically changed Map L, but overruling the Common sense boundaries of map K2 Does not pass the smell test.
Please keep K2.
Jay Gralla

Kendall Mayhew
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Susan @ GlencrestHills

I live in what is currently CD2, and hope that after the redistricting, that
our community of Glencrest Hills/Sun Valley can remain in CD2 with Paul
Krekorian as our Council Member. We voted for him and do not want our
community to be redistricted to another Councilmember. I learned from the
CD2 office, that for the K2 map, that his new District would be CD4 (area N)
and across the valley. This makes no sense to me. There is no continuity
of services for our area, much less for our Sun Valley Area Neighborhood
Council which has worked hand in hand with Nury Martinez (CD6) and Paul
Krekkorian (CD2). I can imagine having all the council districts to
relocate their offices would be costly, and in this time of needing huge
budget cuts throughout the city, why is this even considered?
I also do NOT understand why you put letters on the district areas rather
than the numbers we need to see. This looks like an attempt to hide
information from us. I can see lawsuits would be filed due to this very
great lack of transparency in the process. Since the districts are not
numbered, I am unaware of what districts are what letters for Map L. Your
process is greatly flawed.
Regards,
Susan Lustig
Susan Lustig
9953 Milburn Dr.
Sun Valley, CA 91352
T: 818-768-2383
C: 818-636-1040
Susan@glencresthills.com
http://www.glencresthills.com
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission,
I'm a resident of the Hollywood Hills in Council District 4 and I'm writing to express my opposition to Map K2. Map K2 would separate communities that have shared a council district for more than thirty years and share many similar interests and
concerns. For example, my neighborhood of the Hollywood Hills and Los Feliz, which have been in the same council district for decades, face many similar issues, particularly in regards to Griffith Park.
I hope you'll consider using Map L as a starting point for further changes.
Thank you,David Parker
My name is Deborah Joseph. I live in Windsor Square, which is located
in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my
neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We
count on our City Council member for our traditional City services,
and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic
homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive
to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant
Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want
to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We
are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire
to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest
neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best
served. I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see
that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and
I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos.
Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony.
It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the
Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel
Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly
divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the
United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood,
Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But,
Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire,
throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from
Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los
Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible
voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
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Sally Campbell

Hello My name is Sally Campbell. I live in Country Club Park, near the Olympic Park Neighborhood. It is of extreme importance to my family and neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us.
We count on our City Council member for our traditional services that comes with living in Historic Homes.
Presently we have incredible contract because our council person is very aware of our neighborhood and houses and their historic value.
Our city council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity in our community.
For these reasons, and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support.
We are very grateful for the opportunity you have given Olympic Park Neighborhood in Plan K2 to remain together with our like minded Community of Interest, neighbors in District H of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Best wishes
Sally Campbell
My name is Nancy Yoon and I am the Founder of Asians in LA and I have been serving the Koreatown community for over 30 years. I grew up in Ktown coming in the 1970’s with my entire family and have continued to help support work with and
deeply care about our Koreatown community. Below is some info on our Asians in LA community group as well. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task
Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council
district so our community may thrive. Asians in LA statement to Council and Commission: Asians in LA is network of over 7000 Asian American influencers and advocates from politics, entertainment, nonprofit and community leader. We are
mostly based in LA and have a deep connection with our Koreatown as many members have grown up in Ktown, have businesses there and deeply care about the Ktown local community. We have active AAPI political leaders in our group as well,
we push for diversity, help with civic engagement and AAPI matters that affect our local communities. We have a strong social media presence to keep our members informed and activated. Asians in LA believes that Ktown should unified and be
redistricted into a single district! The districting in numerous council zones is completely unfair and unjust and does not accurately represent or portray our Koreatown district it’s members, businesses or citizens. We are asking City Council to
reconsider and change the area to one single zone to fairly and better represent the citizens who live and work in Ktown they should not be disenfranchised or split up or be voiceless or powerless when it comes to their community. Many are
senior citizens, underserved and underrepresented due to language or financial limitations and they deserve to be represented fairly as ONE UNIFIED VOICE. We ask for this over a decade later that this injustice due to political power be changed
immediately. Asians in LA is very active in helping and supporting our local AAPI Community here in LA we work with many AAPI nonprofits and recently helped with Mayor’s Garcetti and Councilmember John Lee’s APAHM event and numerous
other AAPI community events and initiatives on a city, state and federal level. We have many active Asians in LA members that live or work in Koreatown so strongly ask that our community request be considered. Thank you for your consideration
and the opportunity to be heard. We hope City Council will do the right thing now and not act on the political interests that have adversely affected our community for so many years. -- Thank you! Nancy Yoon
Asians in LA
Join us on:
https://m.facebook.com/groups/asiansinla
www.meetup.com/Asians-in-LA/
Instagram: @AsiansinLA
Twitter: @AsiansinLA
YouTube: AsiansinLA Snapchat: @AsiansinLA “Helping Our Community Help Others”
Sent from my iPhone by a French Canadian that might make some spelling mistakes
Awesome Eunice Hur Song, Esq. Executive Director Korean American Coalition 3727 W. 6th St. Suite #305
Los Angeles, CA 90020
P:(213)365-5999
www.kacla.org
Sent from my iPhone
On Sep 30, 2021, at 11:57 AM, Woo-Jin Shim wrote:
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Woo-Jin Shim, a member of a Koreatown nonprofit organization. I am writing to you today to voice my full support of the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. Draft Plan L best reflects the results of
the census data and the identity of the Korean American community in Los Angeles because it keeps Koreatown unified as a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Consolidating all Koreantown neighborhoods into one
district also enhances our ability to work more cohesively on future community and land use planning projects while giving our community a greater voice on citywide matters. I truly believe this proposed map gives our community the best
chance to thrive in the future and respectfully request your support for Draft Plan L. Thank you so much for your time and consideration. Sincerely, Woo-Jin Shim

Asians in LA

Zoe bannon
Eunice Song

Yonah Hong

Greetings,
My name is Yonah Hong and I have been a volunteer with the Unification of
Disabled Latin Americans (UDLA), a nonprofit organization located in the
heart of Koreatown for over 40 years. I have also been a resident of
Koreatown for over 20 years and I truly love my community and neighborhood.
I am writing this email to fully support the unification of Koreatown into
one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown
Redistricting Task Force. I fully support draft map L because it keeps
Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood
council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our
diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may
thrive.
Thank you for your consideration and I sincerely hope that the proposed map
will get approved.
Sincerely,
Yonah Hong :)
Koreatown Resident
*"Pray continually!"*
*(1 Thessalonians 5:17)*
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hisfunkiness@ca.rr.com

My name is Jeff Joseph. I live in Windsor Square, which is located in
Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my
neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We
count on our City Council member for our traditional City services,
and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic
homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive
to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant
Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want
to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We
are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire
to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest
neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best
served. I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see
that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and
I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos.
Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony.
It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the
Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel
Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly
divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the
United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood,
Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But,
Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire,
throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from
Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los
Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible
voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
Hello,My name is Jessica Lee and I have lived or have been doing a business in the Koreatown for 15 years.I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
fully support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district
so our community may thrive.Thank you,Jessica LeeSent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
My name is Susan Park. I am a resident of Koreatown and I also work in
Koreatown. I have lived in Los Angeles for 47 years. I am a child of
Koreatown and Los Angeles.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a
single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed
our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district, so our community may thrive.
I remember all too well when Herb Wesson carved up Koreatown into multiple
districts. This issue is a thorn that will not go away with the Korean
American community in Koreatown and Los Angeles. Koreatown has been drained
of resources for parks, affordable housing, and other improvements. There
are approximately 700-900 homeless Korean Americans and Asian Americans in
Koreatown alone. Yet, we don't have a single shelter that offers
in-language, culturally competent support for unhoused Asian Americans.
Enough is enough, we want our unified voice back.
Dear members of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commision —
I am writing on be half of myself and our family, all 6 Langs — and I suspect most of the other people who call our neighborhood home. We live in a 108-year-old house, more or less in the center of Country Club Park at the intersection of
Arlington and Country Club Drive. We (of course!) count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in a truly remarkable historic home (and a city landmark!). Our City
Council member has to have a special understanding of, and be responsive to, our special diversity, including the needs of all of the diverse groups who live in our neighborhood. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for figuring out Plan K2, which I support unequivocally. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in
District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I also want to add my voice to the many I bet you’ve received against Plan L — splitting us up (as well as Hancock Park and others) will not be good for these many neighborhoods — or the city!
Thank you! Hoping K2 survives!
Electra Lang
323-868-0521

fastline0508
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Regina Yuzefpolsky

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 200 N.Spring Street
Los Angeles, Ca.90012
To whom it may concern,
Dear Sirs,
My name is Regina Yuzefpolsky and I am a resident of Larchmont Village
located in Greater Wilshire area.
It is very important to me ,my family and our neighborhood that our City
Council member be responsive to us, as we count on our City Council member.
Our City Council member must understand the needs of the population in the
area living in these historic homes.
Because of all this I would like to Thank the Redistributing Commission for
Plan K2,which we support and are very grateful that you have given the
Greater Wilshire area the opportunity to remain together with our
Like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2 ,where
we belong and will be best served .
Thank you very much for your attention to my letter and to this very
important for us issue.
Sincerely,
Regina Yuzefpolsky
My name is Phillip Levin MD. I have lived in Hancock Park most of my life. I attended Third Street School, John Burroughs and Los Angeles High. My grown children and grandchildren also live in this neighborhood. We all strongly endorse plan K2
which will preserve the beautiful neighborhood in the center of Los Angeles. Plan L will completely alter the character and ambience of our lovely and friendly neighborhood. It will increase crime and homelessness deflating home values. Our
culture is aligned with Larchmont Blvd. And Museum Row, Farmers Market to the west not with the high rise and strip malls to the east. I strongly request that you vote for plan K2.
Sent from my iPad
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from
several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
As an active Los Feliz community member, I am urging you to not divide us
and cut us off from Griffith Park. I am a also very concerned with the
effect map K2 will have on tenant representation in the district. This map
will shut out renter voices and give richer homeowning constituents a leg
up electorally.
This is not the way to a more equitable city. This is a step in the exact
wrong direction.
Sincerely,
Lane McFaddin
-- -Lane McFaddin
(518)-879-8919
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daphne titus

Dear Commissioners,
My name is Daphne Titus. I live in the West Adams neighborhood, and have
family and friends in the Greater Wilshire neighborhood. It is of vital
importance to me, my family, friends and neighborhood that our City Council
members be responsive to us. We count on our City Council members for our
traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come
with living in historic homes. Our City Council members must also
understand and be responsive to the unique diversity of our neighborhoods,
including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish neighbors in Greater
Wilshire. For these reasons and much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for crafting Draft Plan K2, specifically
District J, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you
have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with its like-minded
Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where they belong
and will be best served.
As you know, I have intently followed the redistricting process. I am
disheartened to see that the eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you.
Greater Wilshire does not support Plan L, which throws much of the City
into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public
testimony. It appears gerrymandered on its face, dividing and
redistributing neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor
mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates
Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill,
Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts
off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their
Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect
for Greater Wilshire, throwing them into a newly engineered district of
special interests, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown
and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L
in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of
the Commission.
Please adopt Draft Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council
services to the residents of Los Angeles my family and friends in the
Community of Interest in Wilshire Park and Greater Wilshire.
Thank you.
Daphne Titus
My name is Howard Min, and I have been an active supporter of Koreatown community events and political issues for my whole life.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects
neighborhood council boundaries.
Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.
Howard Min
Studio Art Director
TACORI
www.tacori.com
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
UNAUTHORIZED INTERCEPTION IS PROHIBITED BY FEDERAL LAW
[Electronic Communications Privacy Act of 1986, 18 U.S.C. 2701(a) and 2702(a)]
This message is being sent by Howard Min for Tacori Enterprises. It is intended exclusively for the individuals or entity to which it is addressed. This communication may contain information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise
legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the named addressee, you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy or disseminate this message or any part of it. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately
by e-mail and delete all copies of the message. This message is protected by Constitutional Rights and applicable legal privileges. It is strictly confidential.
--

Howard Min

Name

Public Testimony

Peter Lang

Dear members of the Los Angeles City Redistricting Commision —
I am writing on be half of myself and our family, all 6 Langs — and I suspect most of the other people who call our neighborhood home. We live in a 108-year-old house, more or less in the center of Country Club Park at the intersection of
Arlington and Country Club Drive. We (of course!) count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in a truly remarkable historic home (and a city landmark!). Our City
Council member has to have a special understanding of, and be responsive to, our special diversity, including the needs of all of the diverse groups who live in our neighborhood. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for figuring out Plan K2, which I support unequivocally. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in
District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I also want to add my voice to the many I bet you’ve received against Plan L — splitting us up (as well as Hancock Park and others) will not be good for these many neighborhoods — or the city!
Thank you! Hoping K2 survives!
Peter Lang
Cell: 323-868-1555
Home: 323-766-8100
Office: 323-957-5400
My name is Reverend John Song and I have resided in Koreatown for over a decade and have had my church in Koreatown for nearly 20 years. I currently volunteer for a non profit in Koreatown.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects
neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you,
Reverend John Song
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Al Higgins. I live in the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I am an active member of the Ridgewood Wilton Neighborhood Association and my house is in the federally designated Wilton Historic
District. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. I am grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan
K2, where we belong and will be best served. On another note, the presentation of Plan L is extremely troubling. It is concerning that maneuverings and negotiations among city council members to preserve a voter base might be weighed more
heavily than the social continuity of the neighborhoods affected by redistricting. I object to Plan L and ask you to reject it.
Sincerely,
Al Higgins
I do not support proposed map L
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to district G which includes Los Feliz.
Irma Fitzgibbons
Los feliz resident
Hello, my name is Andrew Oh
My business and I support koreatown and frequent the Koreatown community businesses, churches and community events. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown
Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole,
in one city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you so much. Best,
Andrew Oh
CEO
Unit5Films
The City Redistricting Council’s Plan L proposal is nothing short of a historic “Salami Slicing”, divide and conquer tactic used by the 1940’s Hungarian Communist Party and Soviet collaborator Matyas Rakosi to systematically slice and divide
cohesive organizations, institutions and political parties into weakened, manageable and eventually subsumed pieces of a new political order. Plan L is a cynical proposal to fracture historic cohesive single family neighborhoods and weaken their
representation by casting them into separate, and potentially competing City Council Districts, while enhancing the influence and development potential of rental properties in those same districts.
Eric Wickland
Country Club Park
Hi,
I strongly DO NOT support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the
district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The
attempt to cut out 70% of District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please
work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the
entire city. The CD4 K2 map attempts to consolidate power of wealthy
homeowners. We need diversity of race, income, and more tenant
representation in CD4!
Thanks,
Tenant of CD4
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Gail Steinberg

I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment
can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the
far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and
economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving
Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills
from N in the far northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community
that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the
Southeast Valley issues. Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Steinberg Family
4118 Kraft Ave
Studio City CA 91064
To the Commissioners: I am writing you as the co-chair of the Woodstock Road Homeowners Coalition – a Community of Interest within the Mulholland Scenic Corridor on the east side of Laurel Canyon comprised of longtime and activist
homeowners on Woodstock Road.
Our community whole-heartedly supports Plan K2 and specifically District O - the newly configured hillside “bridge” district which keeps Laurel Canyon intact within a single council district and as the center of the city’s largest hillside community
which is sympathetically united by geography, the entertainment industry and our mutual concerns unique to the city’s older hillside neighborhoods, including fire prevention, traffic and overdevelopment. Plan K2 is the staff recommendation
based on census data, state and federal voting rights protection acts, months of community input and Executive Director Frank Cardenas' vision to create a bridge district to the valley. When introducing District O, he specifically mentioned that he
wanted the district to respect the Mulholland Corridor and the hillsides as communities of interest. Most importantly, K2’s District O is a very intentional reconfiguration of CD4 which was gerrymandered into the current, highly contorted district
comprised of dissimilar communities with little or no common interests. Now, Plan L - an 11th hour allowance by Commission Chair, Fred Ali, made for CD4's appointed Commissioner Alexandra Suh – demands that the entire Commission ignore
that census data, state and federal voting rights protections, months of public testimony and the commission guidelines and instead draws gerrymandered district lines that favor the current CD4 council member’s political base. It appears
premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of the Councilmember and NOT for what provides the best governance, support, and consideration of the interests of the various communities.
How Chair, Fred Ali allowed Plan L – a map which no one reviewed - to make it to the adoption phase of the redistricting process is deeply concerning. Because the damage is not limited to CD4. Plan L wreaks havoc on the entire city. It divides the
hillsides down Laurel Canyon Boulevard, disenfranchising our Laurel Canyon community, Los Angeles’ historic - and internationally renowned - canyon neighborhood that is primary and crucial link to the Valley. Plan L divides Larchmont and
Hancock Park. It hacks up West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights and bisects UNNC. It divides Sunset Blvd. Sunset Square and Spaulding Square. Century City somehow lands in District 10. It cuts Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico
Robertson off from their Communities of Interest. But Plan L unites all of Park La Brea and Koreatown in CD4 – which the council member has publicly stated as one of her goals - claws Los Feliz and Silverlake back into the district, and makes a full
retreat from the Valley - a traditional CD4 stronghold. As an article in today’s Los Angeles Times puts it: "Raman, who has touted her tenant advocacy work as an elected official, said last week that she welcomed the idea of taking on a greater
share of Koreatown, which has a high concentration of renters." Commissioner Suh’s Plan L fulfills the council member’s wish for a custom-made district that ensures her political self-interest – and re-election. I’m including a map below which
shows the primary source of votes (in orange) for the council member came from those neighborhoods which have been expanded in Plan L’s redrawn CD4. Plan L it represents gerrymandering – political self-interest at the expense of the
community - at its most obvious. Our Community of Interest is adamantly opposed to Plan L. We ask that the Commission reject Plan L, stop the regressive gerrymandering of the city, and forward to the City Council only Plan K2 which draws the
district lines based on census data, voting rights, commission stated guidelines, neighborhood council boundaries and months of public and written testimony.
Thank you.
Hilary de Vries
2717 Woodstock Road
Los Angeles, CA
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Meghan (killa) Choi

To the LA Redistricting Commission,
I have attached a letter on behalf of Ground Game LA. We are a local
organization dedicated to civic engagement and issue advocacy for Los
Angeles' most critical crises. Our members are city wide and believe in a
fair and equitable city for all. Thank you for considering our input and
concerns.
The text is also included below for your convenience.
Thank you
----Dear Honorable Commissioners,
This past 2020 election cycle an unprecedented number of residents of
council district 4 and Angelenos city wide participated, volunteered, and
voted for Councilmember Raman to represent district 4 as a progressive
leader, homelessness expert, and renter advocate. This historic effort was
a victory for the long-overdue transition to a more equitable and
desperately needed expanded electorate.
Vastly underrepresented demographics such as renters, low-income residents,
and young voters, democratically exercised their voice for representation
and it is critical that their votes and effort be honored. Radically
dividing a district that demonstrated enormous political will to be
represented by CM Raman (with roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her
colleagues) would be a disservice to the communities of CD4 and the
dedication and hard work of countless organizations who supported her
platform.
To that end, we are writing to request the redistricting commission
immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being
considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the
public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives
and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on
these maps without clarity on which district is which.
We also request that the commission reject map "K2" which most egregiously
carves up council district 4 and instead work off map "L" and further
incorporate public input across different districts.
CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse
district of renters and should not be packed into a dramatically different
district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year
ago.
Please take these requests into consideration so we can continue to see a
more engaged and equitable Los Angeles.
Sincerely,
Ground Game LA
My name is Jay Won and I currently serve as Executive Director of Korean
American United Foundation. In addition, I have served in various roles,
such as board member, within the Koreatown community.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a
single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed
our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Jay Won
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Woo-Jin Shim, a member of a Koreatown nonprofit organization. I am writing to you today to voice my full support of the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. Draft Plan L best reflects the results of the
census data and the identity of the Korean American community in Los Angeles because it keeps Koreatown unified as a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Consolidating all Koreantown neighborhoods into one district
also enhances our ability to work more cohesively on future community and land use planning projects while giving our community a greater voice on citywide matters. I truly believe this proposed map gives our community the best chance to
thrive in the future and respectfully request your support for Draft Plan L. Thank you so much for your time and consideration. Sincerely, Woo-Jin Shim
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Meg LeFauve

I strongly support Map L with the following adjustments: Move Studio City in Map L out of District J into District N. This adjustment can be achieved by removing the equestrian community of Shadow Hills in the far northeast Valley.
By placing Studio City in Map L District N it will create both ethnic and economic diversity in the southeast valley District N. To accomplish moving Studio City into Map L district N the commissioners can remove Shadow Hills from N in the far
northeast valley. Shadow Hills is an equestrian community that is not economically and ethnically connected to Studio City and the Southeast Valley issues. Recap:
Support Map L with adjustments: Move Studio City from District J to District N
Move Shadow Hills out of District N
Meg LeFauve
4156 Bellingham Ave
Studio City, CA. 91604
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Corentin Leydis
Do not divide Bel Air into two city council districts. We are an established community with constituents that have similar concerns. I have lived in Bel Air for over 20 years and have worked with the Bel Air community on important issues that
concern the whole community. It will be harder to work on such issues if the community is broken up.
Thank you,
April Tausik
I live in Windsor Square, which is located in Greater Wiltshire. It is vitally important to my family and my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and
all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Jewish population. For these reasons and so much
more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K, which I support.We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wiltshire to remain together with out like minded Community of Interest neighbors.
Mark C. Rohman
My name is Mijeong Kim and I have lived or have been doing a business in
the Koreatown for 8 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
Sincerely,
Mijeong Kim
My name is Nina Hyun and I am a member of a non profit in Koreatown. Also second generation Korean American that grew up in Koreatown. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by
the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse
community whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
Sincerely,
Nina Hyun
nina.hyun@yahoo.com
310.720.9055
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Barbara Gallen

I live in Park Labrea and have served on multiple nearby resident
association boards as well as serving as rep for the Miracle Mile/Park
Labrea on the Mid City West NC board from 2019-2021.
I urge you to keep both sides of Fairfax Avenue near the Purple Line
(Beverly Grove to the west and Miracle Mile and Park Labrea on the eastern
side) under one council rep as is proposed n Plan K2.
For too long Fairfax Avenue has been split between CD4 and CD5. With the
subway and a tsunami of development projects and traffic coming, this needs
to be managed in an equitable and meaningful manner for the surrounding
community’s quality of life and infrastructure. Unless we unify the
neighborhoods straddling Fairfax we will have a a confusing patchwork of
decisionmaking as each council rep passes the buck to the other.
Keep Beverly Grove and Park Labrea / Miracle Mile TOGETHER and it makes
most sense to go with K-2.
That said I do support the MMRA’s request to include the southeastern
portion of the MM HPOZ together with plan K-2.
The new Plan L is terrible for the Miracle Mile and Park Labrea
communities, and the individuals who claim to represent Park Labrea
residents in favor of the new Plan “L” seem to many of us to be mainly
concerned with a political alliance with the current councilmember.
Please keep Park Labrea and Miracle Mile with Beverly Grove in K-2 and add
in the missing southeastern section of the Miracle Mile HPOZ to keep it
together under the same council rep.
Thank you.
Barbara Gallen
502 S Orange Grove Avenue
LA 90036
310 490 0715
My name is Hannah Song and I am a member and volunteer of a non profit in
Koreatown. I have also resided in Koreatown for over a decade and have
attended church in Koreatown.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a
single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed
our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you,
Hannah Song
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Brad Lee

Dear redistricting committee:
Thank you for your service.
My name is Brad Lee and I practice law in Koreatown. I fully support the
unification of Koreatown into one district, as reflected in the proposed
map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I support the
draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district
and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices, the
census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council
district, so our community may thrive and voice can be heard.
Have a great day!
Sincerely,
Brad
-- Brad Lee, Esq.
Brad Lee, A Professional Law Corporation
3600 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 2210
Los Angeles, California 90010
Tel: (213) 384-2448
Fax: (213) 384-7477
*Licensed Real Estate Broker BRE 975409*
DISCLAIMER:
This email message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the
intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and legally privileged
information. No confidentiality or privilege is waived if sent or received
in error. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, copying or distribution
is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the
sender immediately by reply email and destroy all copies of the original
message and any attachments.
Thank you.
Commission,
I am writing on behalf of the Country Club Park Neighborhood Association. As a director on the Board, I and my household ask that you vote for and send redistricting Plan K2 to the city council for its approval.
Country Club Park has been a viable, honored, and intact Los Angeles neighborhood for over 120 years. Our Country Club Park Neighborhood Association has been a recognized California corporation for over 36 years. We are one of the most
diverse and active neighborhoods in the city.
Plan K2 would keep us intact; Plan L would cut us and our neighborhood council in two.
Please support Plan K2.
Respectfully submitted,
Guy Toley
Board President
Country Club Park Neighborhood Association
To Whom It May Concern,
As a stakeholder in CD4, I want a district that protects the voices of my neighbors in LA. I do not support map K2, which removes quintessential neighborhoods from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The
attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. PLEASE work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Support diversity and equity.
Sincerely,
Phillip Kim

Country Club Park Admin
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Dana Peterson

To Whom It May Concern:
My name is Dana Peterson, and I live in Brookside, a Los Angeles neighborhood located within the Greater Wilshire NC. I am writing in support of Redistricting Plan K2.
Los Angeles is a wonderfully diverse city. Brookside and the other neighborhoods that comprise Greater Wilshire reflect that diversity. We have a melange of race, ethnicity, income level, religion, age, sexual orientation, gender identity, and more
- much of what makes L.A. such a vibrant and great place to live. Yet within this diversity, we share common interests with each other, and any new district configuration under consideration by the City Council should reflect those common
interests and needs, and support them to ensure our community's continued vibrance and contribution to the rich fabric of the city overall.
I strongly endorse Redistricting Plan K2, which places Brookside and all of Greater Wilshire in District J. Our community interests and needs are much more consistent with those of the other neighborhoods being proposed within District J than
the other redistricting plan under consideration, Plan L.
Plan L appears to divide and redistribute neighborhoods at random. It splits West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, and the United Neighborhoods Council. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding
Square from Sunset. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from those areas with which they have the most in common. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor Mandate. Plan L's convoluted physical shape of District O
alone clearly demonstrates the absurd political and demographic gymnastics that were required to draft this deficient plan. From a Greater Wilshire perspective, Plan L's greatest deficiency is that the proposed new District O is dominated by
rental properties that stretch from Park LaBrea, through to Koreatown and up a narrow little finger to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. Obviously there is nothing inherently wrong with rental properties. Greater Wilshire has areas where rental properties
are in abundance. However, Greater Wilshire is also home to many special neighborhoods of historical significance where single family residences predominate. These historic homes and neighborhoods have unique service needs. As such, our
needs are very different from those of the other neighborhoods being shoehorned together under Plan L, District O.
In a city as dynamic and evolving as Los Angeles, it's vitally important these new districts are drawn in a way that lends itself to providing representation that is in the best interests of the residents within its boundaries and the City of Los Angeles
as a whole. Plan K2 does this best and is the redistricting plan the City Council should adopt.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Dana PetersonBrookside
Attn: Commissioners for Redistricting
It has come to our attention that our district is being considered to be divided into 3 parts. The only sensible solution is provided in the K2 mapping proposal. The alts are unacceptable.
Please give this request all due consideration.
Sincerely,
Robert H. and Nancy E. Goodman
2148 Greenfield Avenue
LA 90025
Honorable Redistricting Commissioners I am writing to voice support for the Draft Map #K2 over the far inferior version of #L.
Map #K2 appropriately and effectively maintains the integrity all prominent Homeowners Associations on the Westside as well as the boundaries of the Westside Neighborhood Council by keeping them all within one potential district.
Doing it this way recognizes the commonalities and interconnectivity of the Westside and its member communities.
However, Map #L does the opposite; it splits every single major homeowner association among 2-3 council districts, splits the Neighborhood Council boundaries among three potential districts and ignores the natural borders that have existed for
decades since the area was developed as part of the UCLA support network
Thank you very much for your hard work on this redistricting effort on behalf of the citizens of L.A.
But, please APPROVE DRAFT MAP #K2 and REJECT DRAFT MAP #L.
I appreciate your consideration and time,
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G
which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year
association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G.
Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics would
not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects
neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz
(District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the
issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
-- -- Valerie Milano, Editor
PO Box 2989
Los Angeles, CA 90078-2989
2016 Cummings Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90027-1729
213-507-0669
https://thehollywoodtimes.today/ Insta: TheHollywood.Times
Twitter: @hwoodtimes
Youtube: thehollywoodtimes.today
Click to *View My Articles
*
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Brad Listi

To the Members of the Commission:
I’ve been following the redistricting process and am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Most crucially, it divides Greater
Wilshire by severing Larchmont. It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West
Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for the
remainder of Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice. NO
to Plan L!
That said, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. With Plan K2 you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong
and will be best served.
Sincerely, Brad
Brad Listi
310.403.8098
As a member of Council District 4 in the hills, I DO NOT support map K2. I
live by Griffith Park and Los Feliz deals with the same issues we do. We
need to be in unison and we need to be represented together! The fire
danger is constant and this will hurt our community efforts to protect the
park and our homes from the increasing threat of wild fires.
Thank you,
Hilary Winston
Hi!! I want to thank you for all your hard work! Todays vote has come to my attention. I strongly support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an approximate 200 year
association with Los Feliz and should really be included in District G. Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common
issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
Thank you, Hanna Assad Los Feliz Neighbor
Sent from my iPhone
Executive Director Cardenas, Chair Ali and Commissioners,
On behalf of the Upper Nichols Canyon Neighborhood Association, I want to say thank you for your hard work and dedication to the Redistricting process.
We are in CD4 in the Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council.
Although we live in the Hollywood Hills and work closely with our Hillside Neighbors on issues specific to our area, we care a lot about our whole City. In this remapping process, we hoped that making more cohesive sense of the districts would
improve overall governance and serve the diversity of our City better.
We are in strong support of Map K2 and our new District O! We appreciated Executive Director Cardenas’ thoughtful and well explained approach to how he worked on this map.
And we are looking forward to working with our neighbors in our new District. And we support our neighbors and friends around the City who are supporting K2.
We do have a few concerns though. We feel as though Map L, which would divide many communities, including here in the Hills, is premised on maintaining political power to the advantage and aspirations of the Councilmember and NOT for
what provides the best governance, support, and consideration of the interests of the various communities.
As some of the Commissioners pointed out, how many more maps are going to be introduced for consideration? We all thought we were working and commenting on K Corrected and we were blindsided by the new submission.
We are also concerned at the recent social media posts and news media articles that attempt to pit renters against what they are calling wealthy homeowners. This is not helpful. I can tell you that we care and fight for renters rights and will
continue to do so. I can tell you that many of my neighbors are not wealthy homeowners. Please do not fall prey to this sneaky and untrue rallying call. And the truth is, there are many renters in Map O which would be CD4.
Again, on behalf of Upper Nichols Canyon, we ask you to support K2.
Thank you for your time,
Stacy Sillins
on behalf of the Upper Nichols Canyon Neighborhood Association
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. Support
diversity and equity. Don't wipe out the current District 4.
Sincerely,
Jem Unger Hicks

Hilary Winston

Hanna Assad

Stacy Sillins

Jem Unger Hicks
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Shana Lee

To whom it may concern,
I currently work in Koreatown and support keeping Koreatown as one district. Also, I support Map L drawn by commissioners.
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Thank you,
Shana Lee
Development Manager
Korean American Family Services
[Image]
Korean American Family Services | 한인가정상담소
Dir: 213-235-4869| Tel: 213-389-6755, Ext. 134
Fax: 213-394-3022
Web: www.KFAMLA.org | Email: sslee@kfamla.org
Stay in touch with KFAM! [Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: facebook logo email] [Description: Description: Description:
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This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast Ltd, an innovator in Software as a Service (SaaS) for business. Providing a safer and more useful place for your human generated data.
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Hi,
My name is Kris Rehl, and I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District
4. I vehemently oppose map K2, which cuts my neighborhood and areas that I
consider my direct community (including Griffith Park and Silverlake) out
of this district. This attempt to remove the overwhelming majority of my
district as it exists is unacceptable and would do great harm to me and my
neighbors as largely a community of renters. I urge you to use Map L as the
basis for developing CD4.
Additionally, I do not live in Koreatown, but I urge you to allow that
neighborhood a unified voice and keep it in one district.
best,
Kris Rehl
I absolutely don't support having CD1 take over Echo Park. Judging by the abysmal performance Cedillo has provided McArthur Park, Echo Park will not fare any better. Additionally, since CD1 does not support Elysian Park, I foresee further
encroachment by developers into Elysian Park.
Please reconsider this choice you have made.
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich communities. In particular, I would like us to
stay in the same council district as Los Feliz.Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh
the interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have clear representation on City
Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.Please
ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Louise H. Hamaguchi
Thank you!
On Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 11:37 AM Robert Kang wrote:
Dear Commission,

Kris Rehl

Staley, Liz

lhamaguchi@sbcglobal.net

Eunice Song

Please see attached. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Robert Kang

-Best,
Eunice Hur Song, Esq.
Executive Director
Korean American Coalition
3727 W. 6th Street, Suite 305
Los Angeles, CA 90020
T: 213.365.5999
www.kacla.org
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Isack Fadlon

Dear Redistricting Commission While I am board member of the Melrose Business Improvement District as well as the Mid City West Neighborhood Council, I am writing in a personal capacity as a stakeholder in the Melrose area.
Mid City West's borders are La Brea to the East and West Hollywood to the North. I STRONGLY OPPOSE this tiny sliver of Mid City West being part of what will likely be CD13. Not only does this visually look absurd, but North of Melrose and West
of La Brea has similar needs to residents south of Melrose; we should not be in a separate council district. Please do not alter and bifurcate the area that will only be a disservice to the stakeholders in this area. It would hinder the unity that has
been formed between stakeholders to the north of Melrose with those to the south of Melrose.
I ask that in the next draft of this map, you end District G at La Brea, so Mid City West is not further divided into yet another council district.
Thank you,
Isack Fadlon
?
My name is Joohyun Kim I have lived or have been doing a business in the
Koreatown for 13 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force.
Thanks,
Joohyun Kim
My name is Sally Kimand I have worked at a Koreatown non-profit for about 10 years and having been serving the Koreatown community in various roles for 16 years (Please include if you reside in Koreatown or serve on a board or own a
business).
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects
neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
=====================================
SALLY KIM, CPA
SALLY H. KIM & ASSOCIATES, APC.
2221 W. OLYMPIC BLVD.
LOS ANGELES, CA 90006
OFFICE) 323-931-9656
FAX) 323-931-9753
CELL) 310-740-3965
-=====================================
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
*Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office.* CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Jessica Eason
90036
Hi,
I'm emailing in support of council district Map L, which is the only map I
have seen that could preserve the integrity of CD4. Please consider the
needs of the renters in CD4, who are at risk of being gerrymandered out of
our representative's district.
I'd also like to express my concern about this process. As a constituent,
we should have been given more visibility into this process and the changes
that will impact us significantly. Even now, with the vote this evening, I
only happened upon this by chance and there seems to be confusion even
among your council members.
Thank you for your time.
Best,
Trish

Jennifer kim

sally kim

Jessica Elaina Eason

Trish Smyth
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Bill & Lois Comeau
3128 Atwater Avenue
Los Angeles 90039
63rdAcacia NeighborhoodWatchDear Redistricting Commission –
On behalf of the 63rd & Acacia Neighborhood Watch Group in the northeast section of Westchester known as Ladera (90056), our 60 members strongly oppose any plan to redistrict our neighborhood from Council District 11 to South Los Angeles.
We view this proposal as an assault on or community. We share the same zip code as the county’s Ladera Heights and according to the 2020 U.S. Census, our median income is $101,439. Our median home value up to 2019 was $1.02 million, and
the overall current home value in the neighborhood for 2021 is $1.6 million. This far exceeds the values in South LA.
Moreover, our neighborhood is an integral part of the Westchester community. Two of our neighbors have been elected as Directors on the Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa Board. We are proud to say that we are the most diverse
neighborhood in CD 11, which is an added value for the entire district. Redistricting would disrupt the community bonds, lower property values, and decrease law enforcement response time for our neighborhood. So, we urge you to reconsider
redistricting our neighborhood.
Sincerely,
Treva Miller - Captain
63rd & Acacia Neighborhood Watch
6301 Acacia St., Los Angeles , CA 90056
neilboy26@aol.com
Ladies and Gentlemen:
As nearly 50 year residences of Windsor Square in "Greater Wilshire," my wife and I join with our neighbors to strongly support proposed redistricting Map K2 and strongly oppose Map L.
A goal for redistricting should be to support the integrity of neighborhood communities of interest and not divide them. In this way neighborhoods may be more effectively represented on the Los Angeles City Council by their elected Council
representatives. Map K2 better achieves this goal. We believe Map L is a cynical last minute submission intended solely to build a political base for one Council member and diminish the representation on the Council of our neighborhood. Thank
you.
Neil B. Martin and Victoria B. Martin336 South Irving Blvd.Los Angeles
Robert Kang
Dear Commission,
Please see attached. Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Robert Kang
daniel green
I do not support proposed Map L. It splits Los Feliz into two proposed
districts.
I would support proposed Map K2 if Griffith Park is added to District G
which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year
association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G.
Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics would
not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects
neighborhoods with common issues.
Thank you.
Daniel Green
Los Feliz resident
Celeste Ballard
I’m a resident of Sherman Oaks. I am writing to voice that I do not support map K12 even if this means i will no longer be in this district. I support diversity and equity and do not want to wipe out most of the current district including my old
beloved neighborhoods of Los Feliz and Silverlake. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Derek Lee
· Title of email: COI Koreatown - Support for draft map L
My name is Derek Lee and I am a resident of Koreatown
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force.
I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a
single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries.
Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community
whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
*Lee, Derek*
Jennifer Chung
Hello,
My name is Jennifer Chung and my family have been doing business in
Koreatown for more than 5 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force.
Since it keeps Koreatown united in "O" in a single district and respects
neighborhood council boundaries, I fully support draft map L.
Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community
whole in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you so much!
Sincerely,
Jennifer Chung
billcomeau44@gmail.com
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CMac

09/30/2021
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Ceola
McClendon3236878625 1064 S. Sierra Bonita AveLos Angeles, Ca 90019
My name is Johnnie R. Gooch. I live in Country Club Park, which is located
in Olympic Park. I want to thank the Commission for Plan K2 and its
District J, which I support. District J keeps Olympic Park together, for
which I am grateful. By contrast to the cynical Plan L, which is also
before you tonight, Plan K2 places the historic homes of Olympic Park with
our Community of Interest neighborhoods to the west. We share schools,
churches, synagogues, parks, local newspapers, and sports leagues with our
western neighbors. Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City
Council services to Country Club Park.
-- Johnnie R. Gooch
To the Commission,
Thank you for Plan K. I own a home in the Windsor Square area of Los Angeles. I emphatically support Plan K2 with the intact Greater Wilshire located in District J with our “Community of Interest” neighbors to the West.
Thank you,
Romaine Orthwein
My name is Mijeong Kim and I have lived or have been doing a business in
the Koreatown for 8 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
City of Los Angeles Redistricting
Frank Cardenas
Fred Ali
Paul / Redistricting Partners
30 September 2021
Dear Redistricting Committee,
I am writing to show my support for the Los Feliz neighborhood being added to District G in Plan K2 rather than District O in Plan L. Los Feliz is integrally connected to the development of the core of Hollywood and should maintain its council
district connection. I also support adding the Griffith Park lands into District G of Plan K2 to maintain its historic association with the Los Feliz neighborhood.
I do not support Plan L. Sincerely,
Donna Williams
6234 Afton Place
Los Angeles, CA 90028
The attempt to cut low-income neighborhoods out of CD4 is a brazen move to since the voices of working people in Los Angeles. Don’t let it happen. Unify Koreatown in the new District 4!
- Jacob Dietzman, former resident of Koreatown, current resident of DTLA
______
www.jacobsidney.com
bit.ly/DaddyDrinksBook
This is Jeanie yang and I own a business in Koreatown.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects
neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.

Johnnie Gooch

Romaine Orthwein
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KEITH B NAKATA

Commissioners,
I want to thank you for your work in the daunting task of dividing the city
Into a somewhat balanced group of 15 separate council districts.
My concerns revolve around a specific section on Map K2, which will greatly
affect the area in which I have lived for the past 30+ years.
As a long time former board member of the Mid City West Neighborhood Council,
I have always depended on Council District 5 as my representatives on city issues,
which now is in jeopardy.
My neighborhood is bordered to the west and the north by West Hollywood, which further
complicates many land use issues in my neighborhood.
I believe that dividing both Melrose Ave. and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council are both
principles that commission has vigorously tried to avoid. Further, I believe the only point in removing the area
north of Melrose was done by the commission as an attempt to increase the population numbers for CD13.
Melrose Ave. is currently suffering from a major uptick in serious crime that is alarming to both the businesses and residents of the area and could have lasting negative consequences.
Now is not the time to further divide the responsibility for this stretch of Melrose west of La Brea merely to increase population numbers and displace the current communities of interest.
Thanks,
Keith
KEITH NAKATA
keithnakata@mac.com
323.791.1770 cell
As a former resident, teacher and continued community member through
volunteering in Chinatown, I do not support Map K2 and how it splits
Chinatown in two.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
Keep Chinatown together!
Tiffany Do,
Community member
Commission,
As a director on the Board of the Country Club Park Neighborhood Association, I and my household ask that you vote for and send redistricting Plan K2 to the city council for its approval.
Country Club Park has been a viable, honored, and intact Los Angeles neighborhood for over 120 years. Our Country Club Park Neighborhood Association has been a recognized California corporation for over 36 years. We are one of the most
diverse and active neighborhoods in the city.
Plan K2 would keep us intact; Plan L would cut us and our neighborhood council in two.
Please support Plan K2.
Respectfully submitted,
Patricia Daniels
213-309-0220
Pacdaniels@aol.com
3525 Country Club Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90019
Sent from my iPad
Hello,
I am a constituent from CD4 in Hollywood. I do not support the K2 map model
for redistricting. It looks like a piece of swiss cheese. I am proud of the
diversity of my district and don't want to lose 70% of it. Please refer to
map L in designing equitable districts for the city.
Thank you for your time,
Elizabeth Thompson

Tiffany Do

Patricia Daniels

Bess Thompson
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Don Andres

Good morning,
We received an email this morning from Councilmember Mitch O'Farrell
regarding the LA City Redistricting options.
I am contacting you on behalf of the Board of our neighborhood association.
The Franklin / Hollywood West Residents Association was founded in November
1987 as a means of communicating with our city government regarding our
neighborhood issues and concerns. The Association boundaries extend from La
Brea Ave on the east to Lauren Canyon on the west and from Hollywood Blvd on
the south to the mountain ridge on the north.
Our neighborhood association is strongly in favor of Map K2 which keeps our
neighborhood in tact in a single Council District O. Map L splits our
neighborhood between District G and District O, and therefore is a bad
choice for us. If you are in favor of Map L, then we request that you
modify it to consolidate our neighborhood in a single district, District O.
Our neighborhood seems to align more with the neighborhoods in District O.
Thank you for your attention in this matter -- stay healthy and well,
Don
Don Andres, President
Franklin/Hollywood West Residents Association
Andres2007@sbcglobal.net 323-333-7445 (cell)
Note: The Franklin/Hollywood West Residents Association consists of more
than 250 residents. If copied on this email, their respective email
addresses do not appear due to privacy reasons.
To whom it may concern:
The proposed redistricting maps as a result of the 2020 census are untenable. Shadow Hills and the surrounding areas of Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, La Tuna Canyon have worked together for decades to advocate for land conservancy, fire relief,
animal rights etc. The new districting lines would split up this long standing community of locally involved advocates. During the wildfires over the last several years, community members in the current district banded together to evacuate
neighbors’ horses and provide shelter. Why split this community up? Not only do Shadow Hills, La Tuna Canyon, Sylmar and Lake View Terrace have similar voting interests, they are geographically linked as these communities make up the
Foothills over several miles. Voting districts should represent communities that have similar voting interests and geographic alignment. Again, the proposed redistricting map actively splits up those two key attributes. Please reconsider the maps.
Worried community members,
Caitlin and Maclyn McRae
Sent from my iPhone
My name is Seungmin Yoo and I have lived or have been doing a business in
the Koreatown for 15 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
Sincerely,
Seungmin Yoo
Good afternoon, My name is Marty
Shelton, I provided public comment at a prior public hearing before the maps were distributed and/or fully explained. I am writing today to inform you that I still respectively OPPOSE
the redistricting of CD 13 and it seems map "L" aligns with my position on keeping CD13 together. Basically, keeping the Hollywood historic core / Walk of Fame / regional
center / business district COMPLETELY in tact - IN CD13.
I thank you for all your hard work on this and
urge you to please oppose the redistricting of CD 13!
Thank you for your time.
Hello,
My name is Janet Burt and I am 1.5 generation Korean American who enjoy the
businesses of Koreatown.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a
single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed
our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thanks,
Janet Burt

Maclyn Eick

Yoo Seungmin

Marty Shelton

Janet Burt
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Courtney Walker

My name is Courtney Walker and I am currently working at a marketing and advertising agency in Koreatown.
I am writing this email to state that I am in full support of the unification of Koreatown into one district, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L which I believe keeps
Koreatown unified in "O" as a single district while respecting neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data to keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you.
Courtney Walker
From:
To:
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G
which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year
association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G.
Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics would
not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects
neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz
(District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the
issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.-Jacinto J. Hernandez
Here is the map I would like to use:
[image: 03 COI.jpg]
This is *our area *or *COI*, the area that we should insist is honored in
the redistricting process—USE THIS MAP IN YOUR EMAIL to indicate this is
the area we must keep as a COI.
please add us to either "District G of Map K2” [which is Mitch O’Farrell
CD13] or "District J of the Map K2” [which is Paul Koretz CD5]
Please do not divide our area, keep our area/Community of Interest
together. we are Sunset Square HPOZ, our sister HPOZ is Spaulding, we are
a solely a residential neighborhood on west side of Hollywood, on Weho
border, we are all part of Area 7 HHWNC
Thank you!
Kyle Naumovski
Area 7 resident
Hello,
I am a community member of Chinatown in Council District 4, and I do not
support Map K2. Map K2 will split Chinatown into two, which will negatively
affect low-income folks and give more power to the corporate developers
gentrifying the area. Keeping Chinatown together is crucial for getting
resources to our working class, BIPOC community in the neighborhood.
I urge the Redistricting Commission to proceed with Map L, which will
support the needs of marginalized communities of Los Angeles beyond just
Chinatown.
Cynthia Cheng
My name is Kasey Kwon and I have lived or have been doing a business in the
Koreatown for 15 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
Sincerely,
Kasey Kwon

Jacinto Hernandez

Kyle Naumovski

Cynthia Cheng
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Albert Jang

My name is Albert Jang and I have CPA practice in Koreatown for last thirty years. I also serve as board member for 3 different non profit organization which serves the Koreatown. I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in
the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for the final submission of draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in "O" in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed
our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.
ALBERT J. JANG, CPA, CGMA, RFC
ajj@kimleecpas.com
Direct: 213.637.3085 / Cell: 213.703.4646 / Main: 213.387.6000 / Fax: 213.387.2473
[cid:image001.jpg@01D7B5ED.A6598440]
www.kimleecpas.com
KIM & LEE, LLP
2305 W. 190th Street, Torrance, CA 90504
3701 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 506, Los Angeles, CA 90010
SERVING BUSINESS COMMUNITY SINCE 1972
CONFIDENTIALITY: This e-mail and any attachments are confidential. If you are not the named recipient, please notify the sender immediately and do not disclose the contents to another person, use it for any purpose, or store or copy the
information in any medium. Thank you.
CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: Pursuant to U.S. Treasury Department Regulations, we are required to advise you that, unless otherwise expressly indicated, any federal tax advice contained in this communication, including any attachments, is not
intended or written to be used, and may not be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding tax-related penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any tax-related matters addressed herein.
Dear Actual Community Leaders,
Tonight in our testimony and in our emails we need to make sure to let the
Commissioners know that members of political organizations are not basing
opinions on facts - Census data, protected voting rights , established
communities of interest,NC’s and published commission guidelines- they are
basing opinions on pure political preferences.. and
that’s gerrymandering. Let’s not let Ground Game LA or DSLA distract us or
the Commissioners.
Cindy Chvatal-Keane

Cindy Chvatal
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Christine Mills

Good morning,
I'm writing to provide feedback on maps K2 and L currently being reviewed
for city redistricting. I am the founding director of LA River Communities
for Environmental Equity (larcee.org), a resident of Elysian Valley, and for informational and identification purposes only - currently serve as an
elected board member on the Elysian Valley Riverside Neighborhood Council.
Due to the high priority of *keeping council continuity* and *continuity
along the LA River *with its many social, environmental, safety and basic
service challenges, I am opposed to K2, and urge you to consider map L.
My primary concerns come in the form of questions:
What outreach have you done to our communities?
How are people whose daily lives will be impacted by these changes
empowered to both *understand* and *respond* to these maps?
**
-The Letter system is *confusing*. Is "G" CD 13? Is L CD1? G and L are
different on maps K2 and L...Can the commission please understand how
reliance on letters is not helping here? It has taken quite a few phone
calls for me to understand the implications of changes for my own
neighborhood of Elysian Valley, and I am stating for the record that
nomenclature used on these maps makes the process inherently closed and
difficult for residents to connect to the process.
-Elysian Valley remains intact in both plans K2 and L, which is a key
priority, so that is a relief. Also, both plans keep Elysian Valley
connected with Elysian Park and Elysian Heights, an area that deserves
continuity and connection, broken since the building of the 5 freeway.
-Plan K2 breaks up the communities along the LA River Greenway shared path
and would remove us from our current council district. Why? Mitch
O'Farrell's office is just now implementing pedestrian safety and complete
streets improvements for which our community has been advocating for
years. Additionally,
navigating *basic services* on the Los Angeles River with its
multi-jurisdictional zoning is incredibly challenging. Complicating that by
splitting the communities along the LA River into different council
districts would be a huge setback.
-Concern for voters' voices lost: redistricting that would remove Nithya
Raman from her district is unconscionable.
Yours,
Christine
-- *Christine Louise Mills*
Transit Committee Chair, EAPD
Editor (AVID, Premiere)
www.larcee.org
323.302.2257
COI Koreatown (Support for draft map L)
My name is Julie Yoon and I have lived or have been doing a business in the Koreatown for 31years. I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so
our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
Sent from my iPhone
I have lived in Cheviot Hills for 16 years and am writing to urge you to support Map K2.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. I do not support Map L because it ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts, and splits up our homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues. Map
K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the Westside Neighborhood Council, and continues the historical working relationships of the Westside communities.
Again, please support Map K2.
Sincerely,
Lisa Aronson
(310)415-2726
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France Nuyen

Resending to add Mr. Frank Cardenas.
On Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 11:19 AM France Nuyen wrote:
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your
consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater
Canyon, and request that you *extend District J* on Map K2 to include *Franklin
Canyon *in the *same district *as *our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air
Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, Council District 5*. Like most of the
area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire
prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding
member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been
included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because
the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important *issues we share with our Neighborhood
Council,* is this challenge of *dealing with fire danger in the hillside
area, fire prevention and fire preparedness*. We continue to work with
our Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the
hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is *served by the fire
station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air.* And,
like our Neighborhood Council, we are *served by the West Los Angeles
Police Station which is west of the 405*. Both of these stations are the
opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and
into the Valley.
District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in
an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community
faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses
focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers
confronting fire and hillside issues. *Please restore Franklin Canyon to
District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 *so we can continue, as
effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many
issues we face together. Thank you.
Sincerely,
France Nuyen

sunjoo park

Dahlia Metchis

Cathy Roe

My name is Jay Park and I have been doing a business in the Koreatown for 10 years. I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully support draft map
L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may
thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
I am writing to express my concern about the proposed Draft Map K2 which
would separate Mid City West into three different City Council Districts. I
have lived in the MCW area for 10 years and even before moving here found
the neighborhood to have a very specific cohesion and natural boundaries. I
strongly oppose the current plan and would like to see a future draft where
District G ends at La Brea and keeps Mid City West in a single City Council
District.
Thank you,
Dahlia Metchis
90048
I am a resident of Brookside at 863 S Rimpau Blvd and urge you to vote for redistricting plan K2.
Mary Catherine Roe
323-821-7288
Sent from my iPad
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France Nuyen

Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your
consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater
Canyon, and request that you *extend District J* on Map K2 to include *Franklin
Canyon *in the *same district *as *our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air
Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, Council District 5*. Like most of the
area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire
prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding
member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been
included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because
the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important *issues we share with our Neighborhood
Council,* is this challenge of *dealing with fire danger in the hillside
area, fire prevention and fire preparedness*. We continue to work with our
Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the
hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is *served by the fire
station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel
Air.* And,
like our Neighborhood Council, we are *served by the West Los Angeles
Police Station which is west of the 405*. Both of these stations are the
opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and
into the Valley.
District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in
an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community
faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses
focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers
confronting fire and hillside issues. *Please restore Franklin Canyon to
District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 *so we can continue, as
effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many
issues we face together. Thank you.
Sincerely,
France Nuyen
Hello City Redistricting Commissioners:
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 10384 Keswick Avenue, LA, 90064 and am directly impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I very much SUPPORT the J boundary of Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because: *Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a major thoroughfare. Thus disrupting our
neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries.
*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity.
Sincerely,
Eric Selcov
10384 Keswick Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
My name is heisook cha and I have lived or have been doing a business in the Koreatown for 25 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects
neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
Sincerely,
Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
Get Outlook for Android

Eric Selcov
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Frank Masi

As a long time Los Feliz resident, I support* Plan K2 - District G with
Griffith Park attached*.
This map finally puts Los Feliz and its adjacent communities in one compact
district, and ends the practice of linking Los Feliz to distant communities
with different needs. *And please keep Griffith Park with Los Feliz--it's
a vital part of our community.*
The residents have to live with the new district for ten years. Please
give us a district that makes sense for us (not politicians who may or may
not be in office in a few years).
Thank you,
Frank Masi
2664 Glendower Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90027
Good morning, My name is Jin Hee Lee and I have my own business in Koreatown. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposal submitted by the Koreatown RTF(Redistricting Task Force). I
absolutely support the draft map L because it makes Koreatown unified in "O"
as a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please keep our diverse community as a whole in one city council district
and make it better place to do a business. Thanks, Jinhee Lee Lawyer (Korean Bar Association) | Foreign Legal Consultant (the State Bar of
California) (424) 218-6562 | Lee@K-LawConsulting.com |
K-LawConsulting.com
The information transmitted by this email is intended only for the person or
entity to which it is addressed. This email may contain proprietary,
business-confidential, and/or privileged material. If you are not the
intended recipient of this message, be aware that any use, review,
retransmission, distribution, reproduction, or any action taken in reliance
upon this message is strictly prohibited. If you received this in error,
please contact us and delete the material from all computers.
My name is Hyomi Moon and I have lived or have been doing a business in the
Koreatown for 15 years.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for all your hard work.
Hello,
Michael Heubel from 5202 Woodman Ave here. Just wanted to put my two cents
in that I'd like to stay in CD4 with Nithya as my representative. I voted
for her, she won, and I don't think that vote should be invalidated by
shifting our representation through redistricting.
Sincerely,
-- Michael Heubel
Hello,
My name is Connor Choi.
I am Korean American and have lived in LA county my whole life. Having gone
to Koreatown countless times in my youth, I hope that it gets the
representation it deserves with proper council boundaries.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for your time.

lee@k-lawconsulting.com
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Michelle Spies

To whom it may concern,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4. *I do not support map K2*,
which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from
several of my communities of interest. We do not want to be cut off from
Griffith Park.
Frankly, the attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. As a resident of LF I ask that you please work off of Map L
in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Michelle Spies
-- *Michelle Spies*
*Contributor - The Onion, Clickhole*
*Freelance - Onion Labs*
e: *mspies@theonion.com *
c: 224.612.3322 | www.michellespies.com
My name is Jeanine Kim and I work at a marketing and advertising agency in Koreatown.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in "O" in a single district and respects
neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you for your attention.
Jeanine Kim
Director of Operations
AAAZA, Inc. | STRATEGIC. CREATIVE.
3250 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1901
Los Angeles, CA 90010
t (213) 674-2526
m (213) 435-8333
f (213) 380-5333
w aaaza.com
To whomever it may concernI'm writing because I do not support map K2, which drastically alters
district 4. I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in los
angeles and supports diversity and equity. The attempt to cut out 70% of
the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L
in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Rosanna Kaller
-- *Rosie Kaller*
c: (301) 704-8673
rosiekaller@gmail.com
- As residents of the BHPO/Coldwater/Briarcrest area, we support the Bel
Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s position on redistricting.
- Please extend District "J" on map K 2 a little further east to include
our neighborhood: Franklin and Coldwater canyons, *ending with the
inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen to Briarcrest Drives*.
- This does not involve a large population increase (2,756 residents).
- It restores important open spaces to district "J" that have always
been an essential part of our community.
- We share communities of interest around fire danger, land use,
cross-canyon traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on
Community of Interest map 47000 on Districtr. This is the dividing line for
our critical Life-Safety services: Police and Fire Department.
- It creates a coherent district with multiple communities of interest
that respond to the redistricting criterial of demographics, geography,
social, political and religious interests.
Thank you.
Peter Mathes
9014 Alto Cedro Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
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Samina Lala Chaudhry

Hi,
I'm a current resident of Silver Lake. I believe the corrected Map K is
great, but please re-include Griffith Park.
Thank you!
Samina
Good morning,
My name is Yena Kim, and I work as an administrator at a nonprofit called KFAM. As someone who works in Koreatown, I support Koreatown staying whole and Map L that has been drawn by the Commissioners.
Sincerely,
Yena Kim
Administrator
[cidimage002.png@01D5F86B.D3833C40]
Korean American Family Services | 한인가정상담소
Dir: 213-235-4854| Tel: 213-389-6755, Ext. 117
Web: www.KFAMLA.org | Email: ykim@KFAMLA.org
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My name is Paul Song and I am a member and a volunteer for a non profit organization in Koreatown. I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I
advocate for the final submission of draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in
one city council district so our community may thrive. Sent from my iPad
My name is Cameron Chang and I serve as an advisory board member of a nonprofit in Koreatown for the past three years. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown
Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please consider our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community
whole, in one city council district, so our community may continue to thrive.
Sincerely,
Cameron Chang MD
My name is Harrison Ryoo and I serve as an intern for a nonprofit
organization in Koreatown.
I fully support unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I fully
support draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
I strongly oppose the current K2 draft map which places a portion of MCW into Council Zone 'G', and I'd like the future draft have MCWNC in a single City Council District.
Thanks for being responsive to the wishes of the citizens who live here,
Jonathan Jonathan Kedj 431 1/2 N Stanley Ave
90036
25 year neighborhood resident
Commissioners,
I do not support the K2 map and do not want my diverse district to be
chopped up. I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately
disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at
Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday's meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Kristen Studard
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David Nicksay

Hello As the City considers redefining the council maps, please DO NOT divide our neighborhood. PLEASE DO NOT LET THE REDISTRICTING PROCESS DIVIDE LIKE MINDED CITIZENS FROM EACH OTHER ! Our area functions as a Community of
Interest — the residents share unique challenges and interests particular to our part of Los Angeles. We are united in addressing these
matters of mutual concern, and need to remain together in order to make progress in our community. Our Community is roughly defined by the borders of: Crescent Heights Blvd on the west, Hollywood Blvd on the north, La Brea on the east, and
Fountain on the south. Here is a map of our Community of Interest: We are a diverse neighborhood, but unified by our commitment to the social fabric of our area. We recognize that different maps and plans are under discussion, and we may
end up in one or another district — but we want to stay together as a unit, in whichever council district that makes sense. Thank you. David Nicksay
1622 N. Fairfax Ave
LA 90046
213.361.1991 david@nicksay.com
To whom it may concern,
I've been a resident of Los Angeles for over 8 years, and I *do not* *support
map* *K2*, which is a clear attempt by monied homeowners to marginalize
lower income residents, renters, and the Korean community in Koreatown. The
attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable.
I strongly urge you to *work off of Map L *in developing an equitable set
of districts for the entire city.
Thank you.
-- *Connor Slack *(he/him)
Thank you.
Rafael Gonzalez
Director of Community Outreach and Engagement,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St., 2nd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012
rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Twitter @CivicRafa
*For information on Redistricting please go to:* *LACCRC2021.org
*
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Laura LaCorte Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 8:52 AM
Subject: Approve Map K-2
To: , , <
robert.battles@lacity.org, , <
ayla.hamadi@lacity.org, Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of
interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all
prior proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as
natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of
Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these
fundamental identities and must be rejected.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Laura LaCorte
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
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Walker Foley

To the Redistricting Commission,
I have been a community organizer and advocate on environmental issues in
the City and County of Los Angeles for almost ten years. The thrust of my
work involves organizing communities experiencing environmental crises in
their neighborhoods — from a failed scheme to drill 200 wells in the
neighborhoods of Carson, to fighting for accountability at SoCalGas'
troubled Aliso Canyon Gas Storage Facility.
In every campaign I've ever been a part of, the determining factor of
success has been a community united in struggle against injustice, and
demanding a voice in the political process.
In Council District 4 in the 2020 election cycle, LA witnessed a massive
community (esp. of renters) turning out in historic numbers to have a voice
in the political process. Renters have been categorically unrepresented in
LA politics, and in 2020 they elected Nithya Raman as a champion on housing
and homelessness against an incumbent.
Much of my work in the last five years has involved community organizing in
and around Council District 4. I am truly outraged by what I can only
describe as a direct retaliation to Nithya Raman's election represented in
the way CD4 is being carved up. The maps presented represent not only an
attack on Nithya and her policies, but an attack on Angelenos who rent, an
attack on the legitimacy of the redistricting process, and, more broadly,
an attack on the democratic process.
There is absolutely no rational justification to draft district maps that
would sever 70% of Nithya's constituents from her district. In a city where
the majority of Angelenos rent, it's about time ONE district out of fifteen
can finally advocate on behalf of renters.
I urge you NOT to wipe out CD4.
Respectfully,
Walker Foley
Vote for plan K2 with regard to the future of Country Club Park and the redistricting considerations for our neighborhood.
Thank you,
Gerald Giamportone Sent from my iPhone
I support the proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to
District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200
year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in
District G. Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic
statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2
logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support the proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los
Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G)
-- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other
neighborhoods.
-- *Michael Maguire*
Estate Director
CalBRE#: 01762981
6430 W Sunset Blvd, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90028
m: 310.770.2823
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I'm a resident of (neighborhood) in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4
is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you! Abbey McBride
CD4 Resident
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Rafael Gonzalez

Thank you.
Rafael Gonzalez
Director of Community Outreach and Engagement,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St., 2nd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012
rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Twitter @CivicRafa
*For information on Redistricting please go to:* *LACCRC2021.org
*
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Date: Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 10:40 AM
Subject: Fwd: Agudath Redistricting letter. Please pass on to all
Commissioners
To: -----------------------------From: isldds@aol.com
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, rafael.gonzolas@lacity.org,
frank.cardenas@lacity.org
Sent: 9/30/2021 10:13:01 AM Pacific Standard Time
Subject: Agudath Redistricting letter. Please pass on to all Commissioners
Hello Commissioners,
Attached , please find the letter submitted on behalf of the Orthodox
Jewish Community and Agudath Israel of California regarding the
redistricting process in the City of Los Angeles.
It is safe to say the Orthodox Jewish community is a prime example of a
community of interest as we spelled out in this letter. It was not not lost
on us that the recent hearings were scheduled during the Jewish High
Holiday season which precluded many of us from participating. It would be
akin to scheduling hearings for the week of December 25th through January
1st and then wondering why there was a lack of participation.
While we understood that last Monday evening's special hearing was set
up in part in order to accommodate us, by 6pm we all had to drop off of the
call ( that was scheduled from 4-5 PM) because of the Holiday beginning at
sundown. Of the 12 members of our Community on the line, not one was called
upon despite all having signed into the call from 3:30 PM. I can honestly
say that we feel left out of this process. It also seemed that others were
accommodated to speak first. We could have been accorded the same courtesy.
The good news is that we as a Community support the Draft Plan K -Map J
plan, including South Pico-Robertson and Beverlywood. We heard a lot of
testimony supporting this as well. While we also have a significant
community in the Valley Village area, we do understand the movement to keep
the Valley in one district.
We will try to get some of our people on tonight's call and hope that we
will be able to be heard.
Thank you, Irving Lebovics
Dr. Irving Lebovics
Chairman, Agudath Israel of California
310-659-8152
310-422-6667 (c)
isldds@aol.com
isldds@gmail.com
I am a Westside NC Stakeholder and a resident of Cheviot Hills. Upon reviewing Map K2 and Map L, I urge you to support Map K2.
One of the hallmarks of West LA are the cohesive neighborhoods and homeowner associations. These associations have been able to successfully work together to address Westside issues. Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into
3 Districts and splits up these prominent homeowner associations. While there are issues that all Angelenos face no matter the district in which we reside, there are also issues specific to our immediate location. Splitting up our neighborhoods
and associations will create “maps” where it will be difficult to work cohesively with our neighbors to affect real change. Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and
continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
I urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Devony Ferraro
Cheviot Hills
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Christopher Bosley

Redistricting Commission:
I'm a resident of Hollywood in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is
completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. Lumping the greater portion of current District 4 into a Frankendistrict that would include large portions of Valley communities makes
no sense on multiple levels. The issues facing Hollywood and the rest of current District 4 have virtually nothing in common with issues facing the Valley (the scope of which are beyond my mere comment on the new proposed maps). Residents
who willingly choose to live in the Valley, frankly, are probably beyond all help but at the very least should not be the continuing problem of those with more reasoned judgment on the better side of the Hills.
Just say NO to Proposed Map K2
Christopher Bosley
Sent from my iPhone
To the Honorable Commissioners and staff of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission:I am Robert Shore. I am writing on behalf of the Park La Brea Residents Association as its President and with the unanimous approval of its Board.
I write to supplement and expand upon my public comment at your September 27 meeting. We write in support of Draft Plan L.
Park La Brea is a huge development — the largest in the United States west of the Mississippi. The Residents Association represents more than 12,000 residents living in more than 4,000 units, and every single one of us is a renter. We are a very
multi-cultural community. The second most commonly spoken language within Park La Brea is Korean. The third most commonly spoken language within the development is Hindi.
We believe it is essential to unify Park La Brea with other multi-cultural tenant-rich communities. In particular, we wish to remain united with Los Feliz within District 4. The statewide and local housing shortage makes clear that many of the most
impactful decisions City Council will make over the next decade and more will require it to balance the interests of homeowners, landlords, and tenants. Historically, the interests of tenants have been underrepresented on City Council. Draft Map
L is a significant contribution to the solution, specifically because it unifies the tenant-rich multi-cultural communities of Park La Brea and Los Feliz, thereby making it more likely that tenant interests will have a voice on the Council.We wish to
make one further comment regarding communities of interest. Staff explained at the September 27 meeting that one of the proposed districts in an earlier plan was created to consolidate the entertainment industry within a single district. In our
opinion, in light of political realities this emphasis is misguided. Historically, the interests of the entertainment industry have never been underrepresented on City Council. To the contrary, the Industry's economic power and ready access to
means of mass communication have ensured in the past, and will ensure in the future, that its voice has been and will continue to be heard. The interests of tenants, in contrast, have been historically underrepresented.
In addition to these considerations, it is important to Park La Brea’s residents that we be unified in a single district with nearby properties that have an immediate and direct impact on our quality of life. Park La Brea is located immediately
between Museum Row, to our south, and The Grove and the Original Farmer’s Market, to our north. All of these draws are within easy walking distance, and our residents routinely enjoy them. Television City is slightly to our north and is a large
employer. All four of these properties draw significant traffic past our gates.
Notwithstanding this impact, for the last decade, we have been split from our neighbors to the north, to our detriment. Television City is undergoing significant changes with considerable potential impact, for good or ill, on our quality of life. The
Grove and the Original Farmer’s Market, of course, are world-famous tourist destinations. Yet under the map that has been in force for the last decade, any changes these properties wish to make that requires City approval would be overseen,
not by the Councilmember representing (and accountable to) Park La Brea, but by the Councilmember representing CD5, to our west. We therefore support Draft Map L for the additional reason that it unites Park La Brea with Museum Row, The
Grove, the Original Farmer’s Market, and Television City within a single district.
Thank you for your consideration of our interests. –Robert M. Shore, President, Park La Brea Residents Association
Dear Redistricting Committee,
First of all, thank you so much for your effort with redistricting.
My name is Jay Kim and I have had my business in Koreatown for past 20 years, since the beginning. This is due to our business specialization of marketing and advertising to AAPI. I also have lived in Koreatown from 2010 to 2015 and moved out
of Koreatown when my daughter was 3. I was very disappointed when Koreatown was split 10 years ago and saw that there was very little support from the district in improving Koreatown. Koreatown as a district, it would be the 2nd densest
district next to the Manhattan District in NYC. Lot of people come to work, dine and entertain in Koreatown. Our employees enjoy all 3 of those things. But not having many support where our employees are afraid to walk on the street due to
homelessness and also during anti-Asian hate, we did not see support. I saw no improvement in 10 years and also when it came to getting support for many of issues especially during anti-asian hate crime increase and also homeless issues. Being
split, it is used as an ATM for other district. I strongly recommend Map L which keeps the Koreatown Redistricting Taskforce's map of Koreatown whole in one district that welcomes us. This will enable us to have its own political voice and see
improvements made to the Koreatown community of diverse groups.
Thank you,
Jay Kim
PRESIDENT
AAAZA, Inc. | STRATEGIC. CREATIVE.
3250 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1901
Los Angeles, CA 90010
t (213) 674-2534
m (323) 420-4560
f (213) 380-5333
w aaaza.com
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood, We own property, and also live adjacent.. City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then
Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years
The Doctor creed, says, "if you can't make it better, At least don't make it worse. And this not thought of plan will make it worse. Why?
.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want
to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map.
I, my family, my tenants, and all the people living in the area, do not want to be in another district, disassociated from the concern of our area.
Thanks for listening,,
Amy Galaudet Family,6120 W 5th ST.LA 90048
My name is Therese Storch and I live in the Pico Robertson area of Los Angeles, which is now District 5. It is of great importance to me, my family and my neighbors that we have a City Council representative that is attentive and cares about our
unique needs. This person should understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. Therefore , I wish to thank the Redistricting Committee for Plan K2 which I support as it
clearly demonstrates understanding of our unique situation. We are grateful that we can remain together with a Community of like-minded neighbors as should be and where we will best served.
I strongly object to Plan L which divides communities and throws neighborhoods together in a chaotic fashion. This can’t possibly benefit anyone!
Therese Storch

Robert Shore

Jay Kim
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lbiscarrat@gol.com

Dear Sir/Madam,
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G
which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year
association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G.
Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics would
not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects
neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz
(District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the
issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
Laurence Biscarrat
Los Feliz Resident
My name is Sheila Tepper. I lived in my house in Larchmont Village since 1972, which is located in Greater Wilshire. Over the decades l have seen the area grow much closer and l do not want to see it dispersed. I think that would be a negative. It
is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic
homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best
served.
I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of
work and public testimony. It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West
Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for
Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is
also not the vision of the Commission.
Yours truly,
Sheila Tepper
Dear Frank Cardenas and the Redistricting Staff This email is to inform you of my complete opposition to Map L. The reconfiguration that Map L illustrates will fracture an energized and highly supportive community. It will jeopardize public safety and community outreach with unnecessary
bureaucracy.
I support the district areas of Map K2 that keeps the Westside Neighborhood Council in CD5. It will continue to unify community engagement and continue to provide clear and meaningful neighborhood input on critical conversations about our
public schools, local safety concerns, traffic patterns and small business support.
The city should not use Overland Avenue as a divider for different districts. You should not divide this community in terms of their representatives when they are one community of united households with so many similar concerns and interests
for the neighborhood and surrounding schools. It's unconscionable that the city would actively fracture and disenfranchise the AOC community. Taking our district and dividing it into three separate districts will do nothing more than jeopardize
public safety and create unnecessary bureaucratic divides. As a member of the OAC, I would like to voice my strong support of Map K2 for our district. Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District; it respects boundaries of
prominent homeowners associations; it also continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Jack Ludden
2273 Pelham Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
I would like to retract my letter. Instead I support Map L
On Sep 29, 2021, at 6:30 PM, maryamnow wrote:
Hello City Redistricting Commissioners:
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 10329 Keswick Ave and am directly impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I SUPPORT the J boundary of Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because: *Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a major thoroughfare. Thus disrupting
our neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries.
*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity. Thank you,
Maryam Nowakhtar 10329 Keswick Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064

Sheila Tepper

Jack Ludden
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Bridget Illing
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Hello!
I live in Los Feliz and I'm concerned about the options for redistricting
maps in Council District 4. I do not support option K2, which removed my
neighborhood from the district and cuts us off from Griffith Park, as well
as other areas of interest. I want a district that supports diversity,
equity and inclusion. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4
is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an
equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Bridget Illing
CD4 Resident
Susan Goodman
My name is Susie Goodman. I have lived in Larchmont Village since 2011 which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City
Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our
significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together
with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of
work and public testimony. It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West
Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for
Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is
also not the vision of the Commission.
Thank you. Susie Goodman
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a
Anna Nair
multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in
the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council
district as Los Feliz— CD4 with councilwoman Nithya Raman.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage
makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will
consider over the next decade and more will weigh the interests of
landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore
crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea
and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have clear representation on
City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such
clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and
Los Feliz across different districts, the maps under consideration might
well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council
district. Thank you for your consideration.
Anna Nair
Thaddeus Hunter Smith
I thaddeus smith support map L for tonight’s votes. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone
virginia.longmuir@gmail.com Hello - my name is Virginia Longmuir and I am a long time resident and
homeowner in Country Club Park. I believe that CCP should be represented by
one City Council member and that's why I support Plan K2. Please vote in favor of Plan K2
Thank you, Virginia
Elisha Hall
To whom it may concern: As a member of both the Board of the Country Club Park Neighborhood Association and the Olympic Park Neighborhood Association, I ask that you vote for and send redistricting Plan K2 to the city council for its
approval.
Country Club Park has been a viable, intact Los Angeles neighborhood for over 120 years. Our Country Club Park Neighborhood Association has been a recognized California corporation for over 36 years. We are one of the most diverse and active
neighborhoods in the city.
Plan K2 would keep us intact; Plan L would cut us and our neighborhood council in two.
Please support Plan K2.
Thank you, Elisha Hall
310-245-6257
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Michael Woods

Dear Commissioning Team,
My family are Westside NC Stakeholders. We are longtime members of West of
Westwood HOA in Rancho Park. I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. Map L
ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits
up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together
to address Westside issues. Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a
single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and
continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities We urge
you to support Map K2.
Sincerely,
Michael W. Woods
2500 Block of Greenfield
_______________________
*Michael W. Woods*
mikewilliamwoods@gmail.com
Cell: 310-739-6616
Dear Commissioners:
My name is Daniel Lee and I have been serving the Koreatown community for 15 years as a board member of several non-profit organizations including Korea American Coalition, Korean American Chamber of Commerce and Faith and Community
Empowerment (FACE) My law firm is in Korean town and we've been serving clients for 15 years.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in "O" in a single district and respects
neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community may thrive.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Daniel S. H. Lee, Esq.
Lee & Oh
AProfessional Law Corporation
3580 Wilshire Blvd., Ste. 1050
Los Angeles, CA 90010
Phone: 213-487-2371 (Ext.2)
Fax: 213-487-2372
Email: dslee@leeohlaw.com
Website: www.leeohlaw.com
The information contained in this email and any attached documents are intended only for use of the individual or entity named above, and may contain information that is privileged, confidential or exempt from disclosure under applicable law.
If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying oaf this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please immediately notify the sender by responding to this email and immediately deleting this message. Thank you.
IRS CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: In order to comply with requirements imposed by the Internal Revenue Service, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in, omitted from, or implied by this communication (including any attachments) is
not intended to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed herein.
I'm a nearly 25 year resident of Hancock Park and I love my neighborhood. I therefore support the implementation of the K2 map.
Looking at where my house will land in the two options, my gut is K2 will serve me and my neighbors better. No matter how you cut it, Hancock Park/Windsor Square is the most "westside" community on the eastside. Falling into O district in the L
map separates us from communities of interest, specifically Larchmont. I definitely want a resident stakeholder say in what happens on the Blvd. Also, I feel neighborhoods surrounding Larchmont (south of Melrose) have a more similar stake to
HP/WS than they do in hardcore Hollywood. They are in single family homes in a less commercially zoned area. Plus: I get my hackles up when I see a snaky "connector" area as this one reflects to connect O to the Hills. Smacks of gerrymandering.
Thank you for your time and consideration. It's important for residents to feel heard.
Best,
Kim Huffman Cary520 S Rossmore Ave.Los Angeles, CA 90020

Daniel Lee

Kim Huffman Cary

Name

Public Testimony

Ralph Yep

Dear City Council Redistricting Commissioners,
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 2027 KerwoodAve. I am directly
impacted by the currently proposed redistricting maps. I very much SUPPORT
Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations;
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps Century Glen’s boundaries intact and within
one City Council district
I oppose Map L because:
*Map L uses residential streets within the Century Glen neighborhood as a
boundary causing the neighborhood to become part of two Council districts
thus disrupting our neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries of our area.
*Map L divides Westside Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current
neighborhood boundaries intact and maintain our community's continuity.
Thank you for your consideration.
Ralph Yep
I live in Koreatown and am a member of CD 13 and strongly support MAP L.
The area included in MAP L is a better representation of the neighborhoods.
I do NOT support MAP K2
I want a map that supports the voices of tenants of LA.
MAP L is closer to the current map and preserves the rich economic and
cultural diversity of the district.
Also I would like to see Koreatown kept whole so we are in one district not
two.
Thank you
Nicole Arbusto
3835 W 2nd St
LA 90004
Good morning,
My name is Jennifer Oh and I am the Deputy Director at Korean American Family Services (KFAM), located in Koreatown. I am emailing to state my support for keeping Koreatown as one district and approve Map L proposed by the Commissioners.
Thank you.
Jennifer Oh, MSW, LCSW
Deputy Director
Korean American Family Services
[cid:image001.png@01D7B5E8.DC74EF10]
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Disclaimer
The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the recipient and others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying,
distribution or taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.
This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast Ltd, an innovator in Software as a Service (SaaS) for business. Providing a safer and more useful place for your human generated data.
Specializing in; Security, archiving and compliance. To find out more visit the Mimecast website.
Hello,
My name is Angela Yoon and I have served at a Koreatown non-profit board (KFAM - Korean American Family Services) for the last few years. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the
Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Minority voices are often not heard because of division. Our Koreatown
community plays an important and vital role in the economic progress and health of LA City. We put LA on the map. We generate income for government programs and public sector employment. We are a single entity in the minds of the public
and the world. As a result, Koreatown deserves to be kept in tact and not divided. Furthermore, the voices of Koreatown residents and businesses - as city constituents - must be heard in one whole piece, not thoughtlessly divided up like political
jigsaw puzzle pieces.
Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so our community - and CITY - may thrive.
Thank you,
Angela Yoon
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Vlad Eugene

Please include Griffith park
Sincerely,
Vladimir eugene
hello,
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G. Since there is no population in Griffith
Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
thank youkimberly chaffin2050 cummings dr.
Hi,
I live in Los Feliz in Council District Four and I am writing in opposition
to the proposed K2 map which would remove my neighborhood from District 4.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.
Thanks,
Nora Winslow
Hello Redistricting committee,
My name is Susie Oh and I am the board Chair for the Korean American
Coalition which has a location within Koreatown. I fully support the
unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the proposed map
submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft
map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in the "O" in a single district
and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and
the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council
district, so our community may thrive.
For many years, Koreatown has managed to grow and thrive despite being
split up into many council districts but I think it's time to do the right
thing and let this community have a collective voice to thrive even further
and benefit the residents and businesses in the area for further growth to
this communities' maximum potential. Thank you.
Susie Oh
(310)614-3735
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission:
My name is Jeany Choi and I have lived in Los Angeles for 20 years and
worked in the Los Angeles Koreatown community for 6 years. I strongly
believe that our Koreatown needs representation and it is important to
unify our divided community.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. *I fully
support draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single
district and respects neighborhood council boundaries*. Please heed our
voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one
city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you for your hard work and I look forward to joining today's meeting.
Best regards,
Jeany Choi
Hello,
I'm a resident of north Silver Lake, I strongly oppose map K2, which
attempts to drastically change the diverse make-up of CD4 by cutting out
70% of the current district - especially lower-income, majority-renter
communities. *I support the use of Map L* in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Aryeh Cohen
In our attached letter we wholeheartedly express our support Map K2, while strongly opposing Map L.
We also attach as copy of a 1928 promotional brochure published by the Janss Investment Corporation, the company that developed the land around the new UCLA campus -including the housing in our area built for the faculty and staff of the new university.
Thank you
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Alyce de Carteret

Dear Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at today’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election with an
unparalleled number of votes. CM Raman has spent her first year championing
the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a
dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that
elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps today and
advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Alyce de Carteret, Ph.D.
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Tiffany Le
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. Support diversity and equity. Don't wipe out the current District 4.
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office.
CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both
maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Hans
—
Hans Beischel (any/all)
Organizer, Ground Game LA
GroundGameLA.org
@GroundGameLA Community Resources and Support:
MutualAidLA.org @MutualAidLA
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G
which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year
association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G.
Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics would
not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects
neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz
(District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the
issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
Martine and Shimon Shahar
Los Feliz resident

Tiffany Le

Pat DeVaney
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Courtney Davis

Hello,
I am a resident of Atwater Village. My husband and I have many ties to the
Silverlake and Los Feliz neighborhoods, as we previously lived there, our
son attended preschool in Silverlake and we still shop, dine, and socialize
there frequently.
We are very disturbed to hear of the attempt to wipe out the current
District 4. We urge you to work off of Map L in developing and equitable
set of districts for the entire city. Please do not support Map K2, which
consolidates the power of wealthy homeowners at the expense of tenants.
Thank you,
Courtney Davis
Commission,
As a director on the Board of the Country Club Park Neighborhood Association, I and my household ask that you vote for and send redistricting Plan K2 to the city council for its approval.
Country Club Park has been a viable, honored, and intact Los Angeles neighborhood for over 120 years. Our Country Club Park Neighborhood Association has been a recognized California corporation for over 36 years. We are one of the most
diverse and active neighborhoods in the city.
Plan K2 would keep us intact; Plan L would cut us and our neighborhood council in two.
Please support Plan K2.
Respectfully submitted,
Tom Smith
-- Tom Smith
213-840-3941 (mobile, accepts texts)
tom@tsaresearch.com
1234 S. Gramercy Place
Los Angeles CA 90019
Dear Commissioners: thank you for Plan K2 which I support strongly to keep Greater Wilshire intact. Matthew
homeowner in Greater Wilshire.
--Dear Commissioners,
My name is Paula Rendon. I live in the Wilshire Park neighborhood and HPOZ,
which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is of vital importance to me, my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to
us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services,
and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes.
Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our
special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish
neighbors. For these reasons and much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for crafting Draft Plan K2, specifically
District J, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you
have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded
Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong
and will be best served.
As you know, I have intently followed the redistricting process. I am
disheartened to see that the eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you.
Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City
into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public
testimony. It appears gerrymandered on its face, dividing and
redistributing neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor
mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates
Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill,
Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts
off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their
Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect
for Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly engineered district of
special interests, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown
and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L
in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of
the Commission.
Please adopt Draft Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council
services to our Community of Interest in Wilshire Park and Greater Wilshire.
Thank you.
*Paula Rendon*
Mobile:(213) 344-8984

Tom Smith

matthew
Paula Rendon
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Elaine Livesey-Fassel

My husband and I are Westside NC Stakeholders and 60 year residents of Cheviot Hills. We have reviewed Map K2 nd Map L and find that Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent Homeowner
associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOA's within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of
the Westside communities.WE urge you to please SUPPORT MAP K2SincerelyRoy and Elaine Fassel
To the LA Redistricting Committee:
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G. Since there is no population in Griffith
Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
Thank you for listening,
Andy Lewis
Los Feliz Resident
1964 Cummings Dr.
- Dear Commissioners, - Thank you so much for your hard work. You have tried to be fair and have listen to the voices of the public and I commend you for that.
- I have closely followed the redistricting process. My neighbors and I support Plan K2 and for our district, J. Although it is difficult to tell from the map we are assuming Greater Wilshire includes both sides of Manhattan Place while Koreatown
ends at the City Council decreed boundary of Western. If this is not the case, please accommodate these boundaries. The boundaries of St. Andrews Square are both sides of Manhattan Place to Wilton and Beverly to Third. I am disheartened to
see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire. Saint Andrews Square and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work as well as public testimony. It
divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights,
Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire, cutting us off from
our center, Larchmont and throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but
surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission. - Thank you again for your hard work and Vision for the future of Los Angeles. - Sincerely , Patricia Carroll 213 268-3171
- Board Member Saint Andrews Square Neighborhood Association
- Board Member representing Saint Andrews Square and Ridgewood Wilton on the Greater Wilshire NC.(though speaking as an individual)
keep griffith park in los feliz...it's historically documented that GP is
to remain in the district of los feliz...plan K2. as a longtime los feliz
resident and member of lfia and a friend of griffith park please do not
undo our heritage, our park, our association and our neighboorhood.
many thanks
diane dickey
I live in LA county and I don't like the gerrymandering of map K2. Please
reject it.
Thank you,
Elizabeth Andrews
My name is Tina Hur, and I am a member of and volunteer at a non-profit organization in Koreatown. I have also frequented businesses (restaurants, coffee shops, markets, doctor's offices), community events and attend church in Koreatown for
the past 42 years. I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one, as reflected in the proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. I advocate for draft map L because it keeps Koreatown unified in “O” in a single district
and respects neighborhood council boundaries. Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community whole, in one city council district, so that our community may thrive.
Thank you,Tina HurLA City Resident

Andy Lewis

Patricia Carroll

diane dickey

Lizzie Andrews

okheedokie@yahoo.com
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Martha D Sanchez

Un saludo y espero que se encuentre bien.
A quien corresponda, mi nombre Martha Sanchez y he vivido por 23 años en
el Sur Centro de Los Angeles, me he integrado a la organización SODLA hace
dos años y estoy a favor de seguir conservando USC, Expo Center y
SofiStadium en Sur Centro Distrito 9 y que esta comunidad se siga
beneficiando con los servicios e impuestos de estos lugares mencionados.
SODLA (Sociedad Organizada De Latinas Activas) es una organización formada
por mujeres latinas organizadas activas que se dedican a luchar a favor del
bienestar de las familias del Sur Centro como sueldos justos y
embellecimiento de esta comunidad.
El Sur Centro necesita fortalecerse existen muchas personas sin hogar y
familiares pobres, en este lugar hay la necesidad de trabajos con sueldos
justos, es por eso que mi petición para qué NO se hagan cambios en el mapa
y seguir conservando el Sur Centro Distrito 9 tal y cómo está con USC, Expo
Center y SofiStadium porque hacer cambios sería desastroso para muchas
familias.
Como mencioné he vivido aquí en Sur Centro por 23 años junto con mi familia
mis hijos han crecido aquí. Mis hijos han tenido la oportunidad por medio
de su escuelas de ir a tomar algunas clases en USC como ingeniería y
asistido a campamentos como Troy Camp y el programa de Mesa.
Expo Center ha sido beneficioso para mis hijos porque ellos pudieron tomar
clases de natación y otros programas que ofrecen.
El museo de Ciencia también ha servido a mis hijos con sus programas de
Verano, las exhibiciones que han tenido para después de escuelas y fines de
semana para niños de esta comunidad ha sido muy enriquecedor para ellos. El
museo de ciencia también ha hecho de mis hijos personas más comprometidas
con la comunidad cuando les dan tiempo para ser voluntarios, atendiendo al
público para que las visitas de familias a este museo sea más agradable.
USC, Expo Center y el Museo de Ciencia ha sido muy enriquecedor e
importante para mi familia y para muchas otras de aquí el Sur Centro
Distrito 9 por sus servicios y los taxes que ayudan a que nuestra comunidad
se eduque y salga adelante. Estoy a favor de No cambios en Sur Centro
Distrito 9. Gracias
Atte.
Martha D Sanchez
I support the proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to
District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200
year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in
District G. Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic
statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2
logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz
(District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the
issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
Sincerely
Randolph M Paul
Los Feliuz resident
Dear LA City Redistricting Commission
The proposed K2 map for CD4 is a catastrophe for residents and the
community. It throws out and splits multi-racial, working-class
neighborhoods and dilutes their voting power, while uplifting wealthy
homeowners. This proposed map DOES NOT help keep communities of interest
together and is harmful to diversity and equity. I want a district that
protects the voices of tenants in LA and allows diverse voices to be heard
and have power. Don't wipe out the current District 4; I urge you to pass
the proposed Map L, so that we can finally unify Koreatown and allow
diverse, working-class communities to have better representation.
Sincerely,
Luca D'Agruma

Randolph Paul

Luca D'Agruma
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Standolyn@thingsinplace.com Good morning, First, thank you for Plan K2; I support Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2, but please include Griffith Park as part of District G with Los Feliz. Sincerely,
Standolyn Robertson
Los Feliz
Sent from my iPad
Standolyn
LC
I am a resident of Sunset Square, and am in CD4.
CD14 is a ridiculously large area that should be divided. Not one councilperson should cover the Valley and mid-City.
Some of the proposed changes are ridiculous, however. Why would you separate Laurel Canyon? Or divide a HPOZ? Please be mindful of the residents of the district, when re-drawing your maps. A smaller district would be beneficial. And a
district that is supportive of the single family neighborhoods in Sunset Square, Spaulding Square and Laurel Canyon.
Thank you,
Lara Cody
1533 N. Orange Grove Ave.Sunset Square
Elizabeth Lovins
Sept 30, 2021
Dear Redistricting Commission:
Thank you for the process that led to the Corrected Plan K, I’m in support of this plan as it relates to Hollywood, Los Feliz and Silverlake. BUT I AM AGAINST the "L" Map, which severs Griffith park from my community and proposed last minute -very damaging and destructive.
In summary:
1. I support Map K2, but would like Griffith Park added to District G 2. I DO NOT support Map L
Los Feliz needs to be in District G in Plan K2 (rather than District O in Plan L) Griffith Park must also be part of District G with Los Feliz. As there is no residential population in Griffith Park, adding the Griffith Park lands to District G would not impact
the demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan.
My family has been in Hollywood since 1910 and I’ve lived in Los Feliz since 2003 and I care deeply about retaining our community in a way that makes sense, retains the original character and beauty of this place and the people, my neighbors,
who have lived and invested their lives here for decades.
Los Feliz and Griffith Park are intricately tied and integral part of the early development of Hollywood. We must keep the essential character and nature of these historic areas in one cohesive district. It’s also crucial to include Griffith Park in
District G, which is also part of the cohesive Los Feliz neighborhood for over 250 years. Splitting up the Los Feliz communities that surround Griffith Park, would be very damaging and destructive. This would DESTROY the community and our sense
of place, identity and our community anchor. Residents have taken care of this park for decades and we must contunue to have this in our community.
Additionally, Ms. Raman is destroying our neighborhood, proposing to tear down all of Hillhurst, take away our park, destroy the history, character, look and feel of our long established historic community. This community is FULL of artists and
people from various socio-economic and ethnic backgrounds. Ms. Raman only cares about getting development monies. She seems to care little for her actual stakeholders, disregards our community requests, does not ask or engage the
community, makes unilateral decisions, and with long lasting, damaging consequences for myself and my neighbors. Once again, after weeks of public input, she makes a last minute unilateral decision like this "L" map, just as she did with the
Hollywood Community Plan Update for Hillhurst Ave. in Los Feliz.
Plan L puts Los Feliz into a wide-ranging and oddly shaped District O, which appears almost as gerrymandered as the current CD4. Additionally, in response to comments regarding using neighborhood councils as a guideline. In Los Feliz, we have
an extremely partisan council that doesn't accurately and fairly represent the 40,000 people they claim to support in the many community impact statements they send out regarding these issues and they don’t do community outreach. However,
Los Feliz Improvement Association does fairly represent Los Feliz and has been doing so for over a hundred years.
Again, I support K2 and am against the "L" plan.
Thank you again and I hope you are listening to the actual community of Los Feliz regarding this matter.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Lovins
--Elizabeth Lovins
Director, Hollywood Art Center, est.1912 http://www.hollywoodartcenterarchive.com-Research Archivist, Art, Design & Architecture MuseumUniversity of California, Santa Barbara-Los Feliz Resident, since 2003
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Bob Schneiderman

Dear Redistricting Committee:
My name is Robert Schneiderman. I live in WIndsor Square, which is located
in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and my
neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on
our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of
the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City
Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special
diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish
population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for
the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together
with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan
K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an
eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not
support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a
deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It divides and
redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor
mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates
Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill,
Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts
off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their
Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect
for Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters,
stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow
isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest
possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
I thank you for your serious consideration of this plan.
Sincerely,
Robert Schneiderman
140 S Plymouth Blvd.
Los Angeles 90004
To the re-districting commission,
I'm a resident of the hills, and was previously a resident of the Larchmont
neighborhood for several years. Both of these areas are within Council
District 4.
Allow me to be clear: I do NOT support map K2, which removes my
neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my
communities of interest.
To me this is a clear attempt at political undermining (which WILL be
remembered by the residents you're affecting and trust me, you will be
impacted by for the next decade). Beyond that, the fact this map attempts
to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Not
only do you disconnect the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council, waste an
opportunity to finally unite Korea Town, and alienate Los Feliz from
Griffith Park (a back bone of the neighborhood) for literally no reason,
but you are making it blatantly clear to residents that their vote for
their council member results in punishment that will directly impact their
lives for years to come. It's repugnant. Again, you do this and you will be
facing repurcussions from a lot of people for a long time. I'm sure we can
expect a lot of protests 300 ft away from your homes depending on your
course of action.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city. Don't cut people off from their landmarks, neighbors, and
vital support Nithya has given them. Map L is the best option for the both
of us.
Best,
Samantha Hollows

Samantha Hollows
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Stephen Jones

I've seen the proposed map K2 and it's going to silence the voices of
tenants that actually have power for once in the current district 4. Please
reject this map.
Thank you,
Stephen Jones
Mar Vista
Good morning,
I want to give my strong support to Griffith Park remaining with the Los Feliz neighborhood in the redistricting plan. Since there is no residential component at the park, the population aspect is null. .....The stewardship of the park directly affects
the lives of those who live nearby, and those who live in the area directly affect the life and viability of the park. Many community groups offer time and concern to benefit of the park, and thus the benefit of the CIty of Los Angeles. We welcome
all comers to the park for whatever activity and enjoyment they wish to pursue.
Many thanks,
Gloria Sheppard
Please don't wipe out the current district 4 with map K2.
Their perspective as a tenant heavy district is extremely valuable on the
council.
We need diverse voices. Pleease work off of map L to keep things equitable.
Sincerely,
Matt Giltaji
We are part of the Sunset Square HPOZ, our sister HPOZ is Spaulding Square.
We are all part of the Area 7 HHWNC. Our COI is seen in the attached map.
Recent redistricting proposals divide our neighborhood in half - with half
in District 4 and half in District 13. This is untenable. It will make it
impossible to coordinate efforts on behalf of our neighborhood.
Please do not allow our neighborhood to be divided.
Susan K Pintar
1636 N Stanley Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90046
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission acknowledge and address
a number of issues with the redistricting process ahead of Thursday's
meeting. The commission should immediately disclose district numbers for
the two draft maps being considered at this Thursday’s meeting. This is
critical information for the public. It is unfair to the constituents of CD
4, of which I am proudly one, to be forced to weigh in on these maps
without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.
The commission, in particular, Commissioner Katz and Chair Ali, appear to
have a clear bias against not only CM Raman, but also the constituents of
CD 4. They are blatantly pursuing an agenda of carving up our district,
made up of a robust community and coalition of renters seeking fair rights
against greedy landlords, into one where the political power of renters is
entirely nullified. This naked power grab is disgusting. There is no
fairness, and no non-political reason to change CD 4 into a horribly
gerrymandered, ugly duckling of a district that's sole goal is to remove CM
Raman from office, and blunt the power of the renters' coalition.
The political agenda of Commissioner Katz and Chair Ali is undeniable, and
goes against the purpose of this redistricting commission. Their actions
seriously call into question the legitimacy of this redistricting
commission. The K2 gerrymander must be stopped.
Please fully discuss both maps L on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Richard Skrip - CD4 Constituent

Gloria Sheppard

Matt Giltaji

Susan Pintar

Richard Skrip
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Mike Lyons

I write in support of Map K2, District G.
Los Feliz has long been the gateway to and caretaker of Griffith Park. Please don’t separate the two.
Thank you.
Mike Lyons 2328 Alto Oak Drive, Los Angeles, CA 90068
To The Redistricting Commission,
My name is Valerie Washburn. I am a resident of the 100 South block of
Martel Avenue, currently part of CD5. In addition to being a resident, I
serve my community as Homeowners' Representative and Chair of the Economic
Development Committee on Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
As elected officials, the Mid City West board has had lengthy conversations
with each other about how redistricting will impact our ability to serve
our neighborhood. As a resident, I have had lengthy conversations with my
neighbors about how redistricting will impact the community we share.
The nearly unanimous consensus is that Mid City West needs to be unified
under one city council district, not irresponsibly parceled up amongst
three council districts. The Mid City West Neighborhood Council has
submitted a community impact letter attesting to this.
I have also heard from neighbors involved in the Melrose BID and other
Melrose area community groups that splitting the north and south sides of
Melrose Ave. into separate districts would be a terrible burden on them.
The Melrose neighborhood has been struggling with crime and civic neglect,
and solving its problems will be many times harder if it is divided between
two / three districts.
So in writing to you today in a personal capacity, I ask that you please
discard the current K2 draft of a map that places a small sliver of Mid
City West into Council Zone G. In the next draft, please end District G at
La Brea.
Thank you,
Valerie Washburn
110 S. Martel Ave. 90036
I've lived for over forty years in Larchmont Village which is located in
Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my
neighborhood to have qa City Council member who is responsive to us. We
count on our City Council member for traditional City services,but also for
all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our
City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special
diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish
population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for
the opportunity that with Plan K2 you have given Greater Wilshire to remain
together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J
of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Thank you for your attentionDarcy Vebber
Hi,
My name is Greg Glasser and I am writing to you as a resident of Hancock Park to let you know that I strong support the revised Plan K 2, and its District J. We look forward to our new home in District J.
Over the last weeks our neighborhoods have engaged with each other at all hours of the day and night. Greater Wilshire volunteers met over Zoom this morning. Tonight the Hancock Park HOA is placing another Call to Action in our location news
paper. We followed this morning’s meeting with dozens of emails and telephone calls. Representatives from every corner of the neighborhood have participated!
We are united around Plan K 2, and District J.
Greg Glasser
500 N McCadden Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90004

Valerie Washburn

Darcy Vebber

Greg Glasser
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Cindy Chvatal

[image: winner_d4-overall_winner.00899ae1.png]
On Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 10:19 AM Cindy Chvatal wrote:
Dear Commissioners,
You have all worked incredibly hard during these months-long redistricting
process. We've been listening and watching and participating. Our Los
Angeles communities appreciate you. For the first time we are all able to
be a part of the process that will affect our communities for the next ten
years.
I wanted to share with you my response to David Zanhizer's front page
story in today's LA Times.
With Respect,Thanks and Hope,
Cindy Chvatal -Keane
27 year Los Angeles Resident
Community Organizer
Voting Rights Activist
Hancock PArk HOA- President
GWNC Board Member
Eternal Optimist

-----Original Message----From: Cindy Chvatal To: David Zahniser (David.Zahniser@latimes.com) <
David.Zahniser@latimes.com
Dear David,
So let me get this straight. It's okay for Nithya to demand the entire
Commission ignore census data, following the state and federal voting
rights protections, months of public testimony and the commission
guidelines and instead draw district lines that favor her political base?
Although she complained bitterly about how the current District 4 had been
gerrymandered- it's now totally okay for her to demand it be gerrymandered
in her favor and in consultation with her appointed commissioner Alexandra
Suh. Let's have a look at where and how she won her "tens of thousand of
votes" see the attached map. Nithya "won" votes in the orange shaded
areas. Out of the hundreds of thousands of votes cast in last year's CD4
election held during the federal Presidential election, Nithya won by a
handful of 7K votes.
Let's hope the Commission and City Council actually base the district
lines on solid facts, that for the first time are out in the open and not
in a backroom - to draw fair and just district lines based on census data,
voting rights, commission stated guidelines, NC boundary lines and months
of public and written testimony.
Sincerely,
Cindy Chvatal-Keane
Hancock Park HOA President
GWNC Board Member
[image: winner_d4-overall_winner.00899ae1.png]
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Molly Russell

Hello,
My name is Molly Russell Ford and we live on Plymouth Boulevard between
1st&2nd in Windsor Square.
We would like to emphatically thank you for Plan K2 and let you know that
in an effort to maintain the relevant services and an understanding of the
needs of our area and those around us, we FULLY SUPPORT PLAN K2 and OPPOSE
PLAN L.
Thank you,
Molly Russell Ford & Stuart Ford
-- Molly Russell
Russell Ford Interiors
646.567.6863
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Miracle Mile neighborhood and the LaBrea/Hancock
homeowner’s association. We have lived in the neighborhood since 1993 and
have watched many changes occur in our neighborhood. We have been active in
the community promoting and supporting zoning changes that would not allow
for McMansions and other types of housing that would change the unique
character of our community.
It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City
Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all
of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years. Miracle
Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding communities
of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La
Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South
Carthay. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in
addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting
Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all
of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Karen Grace-Baker
Richard Baker, M.D.
400 South Citrus Avenue
Los Angeles, Ca 90036
-- *Karen Grace-Baker, MBA **| CEO Right College Choice*
*Specialized Certificate in College Counseling*
*Instructor/UCLA Extension College Counseling Certificate program*
*Varsity Virtual College Coach/Scholar Match *
*Email: kgracebaker@ucla.edu *
*Kayne Scholars Coordinator/College Counselor-DaVinci Schools (2011-2019)*
*Email: Kgracebaker@davincischools.org *
Right College Choice
www.rightcollegechoice.com
Email: karen@rightcollegechoice.com

KAREN GRACE-BAKER
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Cindy Chvatal

Dear Commissioners,
You have all worked incredibly hard during these months-long redistricting
process. We've been listening and watching and participating. Our Los
Angeles communities appreciate you. For the first time we are all able to
be a part of the process that will affect our communities for the next ten
years.
I wanted to share with you my response to David Zanhizer's front page story
in today's LA Times.
With Respect,Thanks and Hope,
Cindy Chvatal -Keane
27 year Los Angeles Resident
Community Organizer
Voting Rights Activist
Hancock PArk HOA- President
GWNC Board Member
Eternal Optimist
-----Original Message----From: Cindy Chvatal To: David Zahniser (David.Zahniser@latimes.com) Dear David,
So let me get this straight. It's okay for Nithya to demand the entire
Commission ignore census data, following the state and federal voting
rights protections, months of public testimony and the commission
guidelines and instead draw district lines that favor her political base?
Although she complained bitterly about how the current District 4 had been
gerrymandered- it's now totally okay for her to demand it be gerrymandered
in her favor and in consultation with her appointed commissioner Alexandra
Suh. Let's have a look at where and how she won her "tens of thousand of
votes" see the attached map. Nithya "won" votes in the orange shaded
areas. Out of the hundreds of thousands of votes cast in last year's CD4
election held during the federal Presidential election, Nithya won by a
handful of 7K votes.
Let's hope the Commission and City Council actually base the district
lines on solid facts, that for the first time are out in the open and not
in a backroom - to draw fair and just district lines based on census data,
voting rights, commission stated guidelines, NC boundary lines and months
of public and written testimony.
Sincerely,
Cindy Chvatal-Keane
Hancock Park HOA President
GWNC Board Member
[image: winner_d4-overall_winner.00899ae1.png]
Good Morning,
My name is Jenny Park and I am currently a college student at Mount Saint
Mary's University as well as a longtime resident of Koreatown. Despite
being only 20 years old, I've lived my whole life in Koreatown and partook
in many vital elections including the 2018 Bangladesh election to split
Koreatown. Going forward with all the ups and downs I've dealt with while
living in Koreatown, I would like to advocate for the consideration of Map
L. Knowing how the current division of several districts in Koreatown are
impacting my community, I cannot just stay low anymore. Keeping Koreatown
whole would empower the voices of the mostly immigrant and renter
population here in Koreatown. Please keep Koreatown unified under one
council district, thank you.
Jenny Park

Jenny Park
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Sharann Schuck

1. We want Shadow Hills to stay in ONE Council District, not divided up.
2. We want all horsekeeping/animalkeeping and High-Fire-Mountain Fire
District communities (Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Shadow Hills, La Tuna
Canyon) to be in the same ONE district (as they currently are in CD7). This
allows our communities to advocate for our common interests as one united
voice.
Thank you,
Sharann Schuck
10412 McBroom St.
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G
which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year
association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G.
Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics would
not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects
neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz
(District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the
issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
Lindsey Hirway
Los Feliz Resident
Dear City Council Redistricting Commission:
Our names are Bryan and Stacy Payne, and we live in the Country Club Park (90019), which is in Greater Wilshire. It is VITALLY important to my family of six (6) and to my beloved and historic neighborhood that our City Council member be
responsive to us and our needs. We count on our City Council member for not only our traditional city services, but for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes that we painstakingly maintain and keep up. Our City Council
member must also understand and appreciate my community’s special diversity, including the needs of our significant ethnic/racial populations. To disrupt that fabric, a fabric that ties and holds us together as a community, would be travesty. For
these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which WE SUPPORT. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded
Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
For a while now, my family and I have followed the redistricting process. We were elated to see Plan K2 emerge, and now it’s even better. We are now disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I DO
NOT support Plan L, which throws much of the city into utter chaos. It turns a deaf ear to your months of hard work and public testimony. It divides Great Wilshire by severing Larchmont and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the
Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly removes the West Adams Heights-Sugar Hill and Harvard Heights neighborhoods from their long-time home in CD
10 and bisects both the Harvard Heights-Wester Heights HPOZ and the United Neighborhoods Neighborhood Council area, including the Country Club Park (our neighborhood), Angelus Vista, and Western Heights neighborhoods. Making matters
worse, it cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for the remainder Greater Wilshire area, throwing us into a newly created district of renters,
stretching from Park La Brea through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. Plan L makes no sense, and in fact inflicts harm on numerous communities. We strongly OBJECT to Plan L in the LOUDEST possible voice.
Please do not approve Plan L. It is destructive to our Communities of Interests.
Regards,
Bryan and Stacy Payne (1022 S. Wilton Place, Los Angeles, CA 90019)
We are so tired of the city and various interests trying to destroy our neighborhood! We worked long and hard for our HPOZ. Now that we have it we are still under a barrage of destructive forces. We are residential, we love things the way they
are. For heavens sake, let us be! We have lovely streets. People come here from other areas to walk. Don’t destroy beauty.
Andrea Goldberg
HPOZ DISTRICT 37
Sent from my iPad
We support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G. Since there is no population in
Griffith Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common issues. I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from
Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
Francine and Bill Crawford( Registered Voters)
2075 De Mille Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90027
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you DO NOT divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile
neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Terral Santiel
1251 S. Orange Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90019
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Conner McCabe

Hi There,
I'm a resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4, and I do not support
map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off
from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of
the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. This feels like an
obvious power grab to wipe out one of the two progressive city council
members that we actually have here in LA, as opposed to the rest of the
faux-progressive council members.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.
Best,
-Conner McCabe
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G. Since there is no population in Griffith
Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
Richard Stanley
Los Feliz resident
My name is Michele Bahremand. I live in Wilshire Park, which is located in
Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my
neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on
our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of
the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City
Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special
diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish
population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for
the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together
with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan
K2, where we belong and will be best served. I have followed the
redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan
L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which
throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months
of work and public testimony. It appears gerrymandered on its
face, dividing and redistributing neighborhoods at random. It ignores the
Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon
and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West
Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United
Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and
Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its
most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly
engineered district of special interests, stretching from Park La Brea,
through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver
Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L
is also not the vision of the Commission.
Thank you
Michele Bahremand
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G. Since there is no population in Griffith
Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
Lauren Cleary
Hello Commissioners, Attached , please find the letter submitted on behalf of the Orthodox Jewish Community and Agudath Israel of California regarding the redistricting process in the City of Los Angeles. It is safe to say the Orthodox Jewish
community is a prime example of a community of interest as we spelled out in this letter. It was not not lost on us that the recent hearings were scheduled during the Jewish High Holiday season which precluded many of us from participating. It
would be akin to scheduling hearings for the week of December 25th through January 1st and then wondering why there was a lack of participation. While we understood that last Monday evening's special hearing was set up in part in order to
accommodate us, by 6pm we all had to drop off of the call ( that was scheduled from 4-5 PM) because of the Holiday beginning at sundown. Of the 12 members of our Community on the line, not one was called upon despite all having signed into
the call from 3:30 PM. I can honestly say that we feel left out of this process. It also seemed that others were accommodated to speak first. We could have been accorded the same courtesy. The good news is that we as a Community support the
Draft Plan K -Map J plan, including South Pico-Robertson and Beverlywood. We heard a lot of testimony supporting this as well. While we also have a significant community in the Valley Village area, we do understand the movement to keep the
Valley in one district. We will try to get some of our people on tonight's call and hope that we will be able to be heard. Thank you, Irving Lebovics Dr. Irving LebovicsChairman, Agudath Israel of California310-659-8152310-422-6667 (c)isldds@aol.
comisldds@gmail.com
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R. Grace Rodriguez

Dear Hon. Commissioners,
In this age of government mistrust, I implore you to exercise the utmost
transparency and disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being
considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the
public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives
and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on
these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely
R. Grace Rodriguez, Esq.
Office: (818) 734-7223 ~ Cell: (818) 554-9922
California State Bar Certified Bankruptcy Specialist
and Full service Real Estate
& Probate Law Firm
*"Plan your Estate or the State Will Plan it for You!"*
*** Additionally, please make a note of my new email address
"RGrace@LORGR.com"
NO EX-PARTE NOTICE VIA VOICE MAIL OR EMAIL: In accord with 11 USC Sec
528(b)(2) The Law Offices of R. Grace Rodriguez ("LORGR") is designated as
DEBT RELIEF AGENCY to consumers under the Bankruptcy Code. Unless required
by controlling statute, LORGR does not accept or consent to the service of
process, pleadings, motions, papers or any other items by electronic
format.
*EMAIL RECEIVED AFTER 6 P.M. OR ON A WEEKEND WILL BE TREATED AS HAVING
BEEN RECEIVED ON THE NEXT BUSINESS CALENDAR DAY & WILL BE RESPONDED TO
DURING THE NEXT BUSINESS CALENDAR DAY.*
*CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT*: This message contains privileged and
confidential information and is intended only for the individual named. If
you are not the intended recipient you should not disseminate, distribute,
store, print, copy or deliver this message. Please notify the sender
immediately by e-mail if you have received this e-mail by mistake and
delete this e-mail from your system. Use, dissemination, distribution, or
reproduction of this message by unintended recipients is not authorized and
may be unlawful.
This message, electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto
are protected by the Electronic Communication Privacy Act (18 USC §§
2510-2522) and are intended solely for the named recipient(s) and
authorized agent(s).
IRS CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: To comply with requirements imposed by the
Department of the Treasury, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice
contained in this communication (including any attachments) is not
intended or written by the practitioner to be used, and that it cannot be
used by any taxpayer, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties
that may be imposed on the taxpayer, and (ii) supporting the
promotion or marketing of any transactions or matters addressed herein.
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Ariana L

To whom it may concern,
My name is Ariana, and I'm a resident of northern Silver Lake in Council
District 4. I do not support map K2! The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 does not support the rights of tenants like myself. I'm
very involved in my district and I see no reason to divide and parcel them
up this way, except to band together wealthy homeowners and divide
tenants. *Please
work off of Map L.*
Ariana Lenarsky
I live on Plymouth blvd and support Plan K2 . Thank you for supporting our community Patricia McKeever Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Team I have lived on Overland in the WNC and OAC neighborhood for the last
decade and have been an OAC member that entire time. Among many important
elements that determine quality of life, one of the most meaningful has
been to have a real neighborhood organization keeping people informed and
connected and contributing to an overall sense of community. We have
neighborhood parties, support local businesses, attend One Pico, and all
participate in our local community in and around Pico, Westwood, and
Olympic. This is organically a neighborhood - not one just because lines
were drawn at some point in the past. As we all live in an active business
district with two schools, major changes to Sepulveda, Pico, Olympic,
Overland, Beverly Glen, Rancho Park affect all of us.
We ask that you move forward with MAP K2 - and NOT Map L - because:
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
I appreciate you taking this all into consideration and hope you decide on
Map K2.
Thank you,
Carlo Martinelli
2249 Overland Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064
1. These districts, while fairly similar in population, look very
gerrymandered. What were your reasons for that?
2. Could you provide a map of the current districts?
Thanks,
Hanne Frech
Atwater Village
-- Ellen Pittleman
[image: HOMELOGO.png]
Dear Commissioners:
Homeowners of Encino (HOME) support’s *the K2 Redistricting Plan* to keep
our neighborhood (Encino) cohesive with our neighboring Valley Communities.
HOME, Tarzana Property Owners Association, and the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association support and recommend Draft Map K/District A because Sherman
Oaks, Tarzana, Woodland Hills, and Encino appear in District A. A 100%
Valley District with four adjacent Communities of Interest that share a
broad range of common challenges and interests are desired by Homeowners
Associations all over the Valley.
HOME respectfully requests that one adjustment is needed to the K2
Redistricting Plan Map K District-A is required. Encino has a long
tradition of Activism and Stewardship regarding the Sepulveda Basin. The
Sepulveda Basin Recreational Area needs to be included in District-A. The
Encino Neighborhood Council (ENC) has been very active in cleaning up the
basin, helping the homeless in the basin, protecting the wildlife in the
basin, and generally preserving and improving the recreational
opportunities in the basin.
Sincerely,
Eliot Cohen President and the Board of Directors
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Tim Paulson

Dear LA Redistricting Commission,
My name is Tim Paulson. I have lived in Hancock Park for more than 30
years. During this time we have counted on our City Council Member for all
the services that come with living in a historic neighborhood that is
almost 100 years old. Although I am not Jewish, I love being part of the
Orthodox Jewish Community who live in our neighborhood. It is just a part
of the diversity that makes LA so special.
Thank you for having the wisdom to come up with Plan K2, which I support.
Being involved in the real estate business, I am grateful for the Greater
Wilshire area to remain together with our Community of interest neighbors
to the west. It is such an improvement on the old, strangely-gerrymandered
District 4, where my grandson had to welcome one City Council Member when
he was a cub scout, and a different City Council Member when he became a
boy scout at St. James.
Thank you!
Tim Paulson
*Tim Paulson *
*Senior Real Estate Specialist *
*TimPaulson@kw.com *
* 323-573-0530*
*Keller Williams Larchmont *
*DRE#02020103*
I live in the Griffith Park area and strongly appose the proposed
redistricting of our district .
To include the north valley would disinfranchise me and my neighbors .
Jonathan W. Biddle 2408 Wild Oak Drive Los Angeles CA 90068
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Commissioners, and City Redistricting Staff:
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard.
I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation Draft K2 (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole with a emphasis on public/fire safety.
I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest.
We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant histories in the City. Laurel Canyon
residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space concerns related to the area.
Laurel Canyon is considered on maps throughout this city not only as one community but as a part of the Hollywood Hills West area. LAFD, LAPD, Public Works, and even the LA Times publicly acknowledge our community as a part of the
Hollywood Hills West area. We do not share common interests with the neighborhoods in Bel Air, Beverly Crest, Brentwood, Westwood, Century City, and West LA. We do share common interests and concerns with HHW, Griffith Park, Studio City,
Sunset Square, and Spaulding Square...we therefore denounce Map L and respectfully request Map L not be adopted by the commission.
Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so is a threat to our safety;
we must advocate for our Canyon and its historic corridors, open space, wildlife and cultural history with one voice.
Respectfully,
Jeremy Michaelson, resident of Laurel Canyon
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Victoria Sabonjohn

Regarding the LACCRC proposed new maps:
I have concerns about how the new district lines separate half of Shadow
hills and La Tuna from the rest of the equestrian minded foothill district.
I understand the use of census data to make the numbers more even but our
rural concerns will be lost when dealing with Hollywood hills or Toluca
Lake residents.
I just moved to La Tuna Canyon from Burbank to pursue the kind of lifestyle
that this equestrian foothill community provides.
1. I believe Shadow Hills should stay in ONE Council District, not divided
up. Our historically rural community has unique interests that must be
protected.
2. I believe all horsekeeping/animalkeeping and High-Fire-Mountain Fire
District communities (Lake View Terrace, Sylmar, Shadow Hills, La Tuna
Canyon) should be in the same ONE district (as they currently are in CD7).
This allows our communities to advocate for our common interests as one
united voice.
Thank you in advance for listening to my concerns and considering our needs
as the redistricting moves forward.
Victoria Sabonjohn
10423 Tuxford Street
Sun Valley, CA 91352
victoria@sabonjohn.com
818-421-5185
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz.
Griffith Park has been associated with Los Feliz for over 200 years and thus should be included in District G. Since there is no population in Griffith Park, demographic statistics wold not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 connects
neighborhoods with common issues.
I do NOT support proposed Map L. It doesn't make sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood, and Atwater (District G); the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
Laurie Owyang
Los Angeles, CA 90027
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years. Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Nahid Lienke1101 S. Ridgeley DriveLos Angeles, CA 90019
Hello,
As a Los Angelino and a voter, I am outraged by the proposed map K2 that
wealthy developers are pushing as part of redistricting. Map L must be used
to maintain the integrity of Council District 4. This map protects tenants
rights, and supports the diversity of the district. The competing map under
consideration would cut off several neighborhoods and cut us off from
Griffith Park, destroying the community of the district. 70% of the
district would be lost! That's unacceptable.
Map L is the only acceptable choice for redistricting. I urge you to adopt
it.
Best,
Eben
I appose the proposed redesigned Hollywood Hills District .
I do not want this redesign to include the north valley.
Thank you Jonathan W. Biddle 2408 Wild Oak Drive
Los Angeles CA 90068
I'm a resident of Silverlake and am writing to support a CD4 that protects
the voices of tenants and vulnerable Angelenos. I do NOT support map K2.
Map L is a much better starting point to make sure that districts in Los
Angeles are more equitably distributed.
Thank you,
Malia Schilling

Laurie Dea Owyang

Nahid Lienke

Eben Russell
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Ravi Bhatt

I fully support this email below. PLEASE DO NOT DIVIDE OUR AREA!
Ravi R. Bhatt
PhD Student | NSF Fellow in Neuroscience
Neuroscience Graduate Program
USC Mark and Mary Stevens Neuroimaging and Informatics Institute
University of Southern California
4676 Admiralty Way
Marina Del Rey, California 90292
Mobile: 217.414.1825
[If you want to skip this explanation, go down the THE ASK below.] Hi Everyone, bear with me b/c this is a little confusing and I am trying to make it understandable, to the extent it is, in fact, understandable at this point in the process. Here goes:
City of LA is re-drawing its council maps. The latest version, proposed by Nithya is very bad for our community b/c it splits our neighborhood down the middle at around Sierra Bonita putting half the ‘hood in CD13/mitch OFarrell on the east [light
pink] and the other half in CD4, raman’s area [acid green]. Why is she doing this? It is a completely cynical political move to get more renters in her district, basically. So, her redistricting rep has drawn a tiny isthmus from the hills north of us to
Korea town south, see 1st map below here with acid green part depicting her request. This is completely ridiculous when trying to operate as a cohesive community in getting our community needs met. [fyi, It also splits Laurel Canyon in two at
Laurel Canyon Blvd [dark pink on the west side], which is absurd. It also keeps us in Raman/CD4, which is also highly undesirable but perhaps unavoidable. Bottom line, best focus, strongest ask right now, is that we demand that the Redistricting
Commission keep us together as a “Community of Interest” or COI, irrespective of which district it puts us into. A COI means we share common interests and community goals. A COI is the entity that is considered in this process when drawing
lines by the Redistricting Commission. So, right now, without asking for a particular map, our main focus should be preventing the splitting of Sunset Square and our area in general—which is the west side of hollywood from La Brea to Chateau
Marmont/Weho border [ seen in 3rd map below]. :
Map L, proposed by Raman. We do not want this because it splits us in the red circled area like you see below.
Our HPOZ map with dividing line indicated which would occur if Raman’s map is adopted. This also cuts us off from our schools, our neighborhood council area, our temple etc.
This is our area or COI, the area that we should insist is honored in the redistricting process—USE THIS MAP IN YOUR EMAIL to indicate this is the area we must keep as a COI. We can either ask that this area is added to "District G of Map K2”
[which is Mitch O’Farrell CD13] or "District J of the Map K2” [which is Paul Koretz CD5]
but we dont really need to choose a map right now, we are just asking that they be aware they cannot split us. So, Raman is proposing the first map, above, Map L, b/c she wants Korea town & its renters. She is pushing MAP L, which will divide us.
We must, first and foremost, avoid being divided. Another map in play is Map K2/District O, below, that keeps us together with hills and does not split Laurel Canyon but does keep us in CD4. Map K2/District O is the map option being pushed by
Laurel Canyon & hills & other hollywood neighborhoods who are lucky enough to be taken out of Raman's district. Here is Map K2:
Map K2/District O. Our area is in the circle. This is best portrayal available right now available from the Redistricting group
This is the map being pushed by the hills/LC because it avoids splitting LC and is also the map that keeps us in Raman’s district. Other options are to extend District G a little further to the left/west into the red circle and that would put us in
CD13/O’farrell or extend District J a little further north into the red circle and that would put us in CD5/Koretz. The most logical option to keep our area together is to have us join CD13 which is district G on map K2 above. It makes most sense,
too, b/c CD13 needs to pick up about 13,000 new residents and we are, wait for it, 13,806 in our area. So, what do we need to do right now? There is another hearing tonight, Thursday, Sept 30, 5:00pm, on this issue, in which you can participate-all links are below for this hearing in the copy of the letter from the Redistricting Committee attached at bottom. More importantly, you must email. THE ASK: (1) If you would like to comment on any of this, then attend tonight’s meeting. You will
have 1 minute to comment, so think about what you will say ahead of time and join the meeting early, prior to 5:00 pm. All details about how to attend & links are below in the letter I attach below.
(2) But more important ask is please email TODAY, this morning if possible, the commission and commissioners here: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org paul@redistrictingpartners.com fred.ali@lacity.org In subject line put something like: Please do
not divide our area [or alternatively you can say COI or HPOZ or Neighborhood]. And ask them to keep our area/Community of Interest together. Use the 3rd map above to show our area/COI to which you are referring. I am not doing a sample
email b/c I want you to use your own words but I will put some points you can make or expand on: Describe our area, using 3rd map above, say you want to keep our community together b/c we are a COI and use many of the myriad of reasons
why: we are Sunset Square HPOZ, our sister HPOZ is Spaulding, we are a solely a residential neighborhood on west side of Hollywood, on Weho border, we are all part of Area 7 HHWNC etc.... You can add your own reasons and use any of the
other maps to demonstrate what you do or do not want--you can even draw your own map if you would like. Do mention that Map L divides our community in half, which is ridiculous. Don't say you want out of CD4 [although it is abundantly
apparent that that is precisely what every community in CD4 wants, if they can finagle it]. You can mention, if you want, that we would be OK with joining District G or District J, depicted and explained in last map above, but really the primary
focus of your email is keep our community of interest together.
Alright, this has been a difficult issue to explain-- the topic is a moving target with different maps being generated all the time & different neighborhoods having different goals and requirements separate from our specific needs. thanks, cheryl
cheryl holland president | sunset square neighborhood org | sunsetsquarehollywood.org Here is letter from Redistricting Committee w/ all links for maps and tomorrow’s meeting. View this email in your browser Hello all,
Thank you for you for attending last night’s Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Meeting and for your active participation in the redistricting process.
As a reminder, the next meeting of the Commission will be held this Thursday, September 30th at 5 PM. The purpose of this meeting will be to review draft maps and to select one or more of the draft maps for public consideration. You can find
the updated agenda for the meeting here . I am also sharing Map K 2 (from the 9.27 meeting) and Map L (which references the publicly submitted draft Map ID #54277 ) for your consideration (these maps can be found by clicking the blue linked
words throughout this email). All maps reviewed thus far by the Commission can be found here in the past meetings section of our website, titled “Redistricting Partners/Commission Staff Draft Plans,” “City of LA Redistricting Commission Second
Draft Maps” and “Draft Plan K Corrected .”
The link and instructions for joining Thursday’s Commission meeting via zoom can be found here and in the linked agenda . A few reminders about public comment – the Commission is consistently receiving updates on the Community of Interest
(COI) and Community Impact Statements (CIS) submitted via email, phone call and website. The Commissioners and Staff review and cite the data to help in their deliberations. All forms of public comment are weighed equally. We also want to
remind the public that there will be four Public Hearings held in early October regarding the draft maps. At these hearings, the draft map/maps will be presented to the public for comment prior to the Commission submitting the Final Map to the
Council on October 29th. You are more than welcome to attend and speak at one or more of these public hearings. All attendees will be called upon. You can find the dates and times of the upcoming public hearings here .
Also a reminder that The LACCRC has extended the deadline to receive public maps and COI testimony through Friday October 1st at 12pm. That said, we will still be taking public feedback on the Commission draft maps throughout the process.
Please send your COI to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org . Sending testimony to this email address guarantees that your COI will be shared with the Commission in a timely manner.
More materials for Thursday’s meeting will be shared with you in the upcoming days. Thank you again for participating in the redistricting process.
Sincerely,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
213-263-5765
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Ele Woods

Hello!
I am a long time resident and homeowner in Beachwood Canyon, Council
District 4 and I do not support map K2! I want my district to include and
protect all the voices of tenants in Los Angeles and support diversity and
inclusion. It's what makes our city great and will continue to make our
city great long term. Additonally, I choose to lift up my neighbors, not
cut myself off from them, and that's what makes me an Angeleno!
Please don't separate my neighborhood from Los Feliz. Please please work
off Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city!
Best regards,
Ele Woods
My name is Mendes Napoli. I live in Windsor Square which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our
traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish
population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded
Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public
testimony. It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill,
Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire,
throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the
vision of the Commission.
Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council services to Greater Wilshire.
Mendes J. Napoli
[cid:image001.jpg@01D7B5E1.79109D40]
Napoli Management Group
8844 Olympic Boulevard, Suite 100
Beverly Hills, California 90211
310 385 8220
Hello,
My name is Courtney Thomas. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Olympic Park. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for
our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Black, Korean
and Oaxacan populations. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Olympic Park in Plan K2 to remain together with
our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Courtney Thomas
Hello,
I'm a resident of CD4 living in the Miracle Mile area, and I don't think
the K2 map being presented as a new map for our district is fair or
equitable.
Map K2 eliminates over 70% of our current council district, and rather than
represent our community as a whole, it includes mainly land owning
Angelenos while eliminating many renters. Our district should be a mixture
of communities, as it has been, representing Angelenos from all walks of
life, not just the wealthy.
Thanks,
Stephanie Morris
I have been in my home in the Hollywood Hills/Griffith Park for 58 years and wouldn’t live anywhere else in all of Los Angeles. Griffith Park is my neighborhood park which I and my children have enjoyed all these years. I feel a strong connection
with the Hollywood Community ….Hollywood Hills and all of the area below…. and in 1978 I founded the Hollywood Arts Council to recognize and promote the many arts related businesses and venues in Hollywood. It was my goal to try to instill
a sense of community in the people living in Hollywood. During the redistricting in, I think, 1980, I and others lobbied to create a district that was “Hollywood” with one representative for the whole area. That is still my wish. Whatever district I
end up in I ask that it please include Griffith Park. We neighbors really care about it. Thank you.
Lois Saffian, 5680 Hill Oak Drive, L.A.90068
Hi there,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from
several of my communities of interest. In particular, don't divide us and
cut us off from Griffith Park. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current
District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
We need a district that supports a wide diversity of tenants, not just our
richest.
-- Nate Levy
*South Side, Season Two*
C: 646.369.3943
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Mayor Garcetti

Hello,
This season, city employees have an opportunity to participate in the 2021
Give to LA Charitable Campaign. Please see the attached letter to learn
more.
Thank you for your support.
Best,
Mayor Garcetti
Dear Commissioners:
As a long-term resident of CD4 would like to offer my support for the current redistricting Plan K2. As you know that plan links contiguous neighborhoods, has been extensively debated and forms a logicql district with common interests. The late
introduction of Plan L on the other hand represents a gerrymandered mess that I strongly disapprove of. It represents a continued effort to disenfranchise the Los Feliz, Franklin Hills, Eco Park and Atwater Village regions that I find completely
unacceptable.. Please implement Plan K2.
Steven S. Smith
2021 Hollyvista Ave.
L.A., CA 90027
To Whom It May Concern:
My name is Scott Rosenbaum. I live in Windsor Square, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for
our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox
Jewish population.
For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of
Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Additionally, I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not
support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the
hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and PicoRobertson from their Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow
isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. I object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
Thank you for your time.
Best
Scott
To everyone on the City Redistricting Commission My name is Stuart Gibbs. I live in Larchmont Village, one of the Great Wilshire neighborhoods, with my children. First of all, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I completely support. My family and I are grateful for all
the time and energy that was put into that, and we believe that this plan provides a great opportunity for the Greater Wilshire neighborhoods to remain together, as well as addressing the diverse needs of the area.
I have followed the redistricting process and have been upset to see how Plan L has been brought up for consideration so late — and after so much work was done to craft Plan K. I believe that Plan L ignores months of hard work and public
testimony. It appears to divides and redistribute neighborhoods at random, such as West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, and the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and PicoRobertson from their Communities of Interest — and it throws Greater Wilshire into a gerrymandered district stretching from Park La Brea to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. If the Commission worked so hard on Plan K, it seems as though Plan L is not
your vision at all.
So please, on behalf of the residents of all the neighborhoods of Los Angeles, please support Plan K.
Thank you for your time.
Stuart Gibb
Dear Redistricting Commissions.
First let me thank you for agreeing to serve on this critical Commission at this pivotal time for our city. I am Westside Neighborhood stakeholder and a resident of Cheviot Hills for over 25 years.
I have reviewed Map K-2 and Map L. Unfortunately Map L ignores historical boundaries and divides our surrounding areas into 3 Districts-this will not facilitate area solutions to Homeless and development. Please understand these neighborhoods
have worked collaboratively with one Council Member for solutions and area services. Map K2 Keeps these neighborhoods together which makes sense for the areas and will provide a more cohesive overall area. I urge you to please support Map
K2.
Thank you again for your service and consideration.
Glen Friedman
Monte Mar Drive
LA CA 90064
Stay Positive and Test Negative!
---Glen L. Friedman
President
310.922.4332
www.ideasolutions.com

ntsmith@speakeasy.net
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Jacob Wasserman

I moved to the Los Feliz/East Hollywood area in 2017, and I do not support
Map K2, which dismembers Council District 4 and cuts off several
communities of interest. The attempt to cut out around 70 percent of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
In particular, Council District 4 should not go into the Valley and should
connect renter communities of interest in the central parts of the city.
Koreatown should be unified in a single Council district. Any plan should
support and center diversity and equity.
-------------------------------------Jacob Lawrence Wasserman
Dear City Council people,
Please let us know the district numbers for CD 4 and CD2! It’s frankly outrageous that this is being kept secret. The public has a right to see those maps and we to see them immediately.
Furthermore, Nithya Raman is the first council member who has excited me in quite some time and I’m not even in her district! The idea that you are going to disintegrate her district after her historic win is appalling. Do not do that.
Thank you for listening.
—Mike
I'm a resident of Hollywood in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from
several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Despite not being a constituent of Nithya's district at the time of the
election, I was actively involved in her campaign (thanks again
gerrymandered districts. I lived a block from former Councilman Ryu's
office and was not in his district?!). She is a model of what a
councilwoman should be and I am so excited to be a part of her district
now, especially knowing what she can bring to this diverse community.
-- Kristin N. Rose
(971) 242-9591
Dear Redistricting Committee:I am a 37 year resident of Country Club Park and avid supporter of Plan K2. I strongly oppose Plan L for many reasons, redistributing neighborhoods at random is at the core.Please do the right thing and support Plan
K2Thank you.Charlotte Gooch3288 Country Club DriveLos Angeles 90019Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
Hello,
I live in Los Feliz in CD4 and want to voice my support for Map L.
The number one landmark for Los Feliz I give to orient people who don’t
live in LA is Griffith Park. The number one comment I get from people who
do live in LA when I tell them I’m in Los Feliz is that they envy my
proximity to the park. Map K2 cuts us off from Griffith Park, which I
believe is fundamental to the identity and community of Los Feliz. We are
the high frequency park visitors and the volunteers helping to keep it
clean and clearing brush to protect against wildfire. Our collective
interests are intrinsically tied to this area.
The K2 map removes Los Feliz from our CD4. community. I support the more
equitable and diverse Map L.
Sincerely,
Mary Holihen
Dear Madames and Sirs: Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior
proposed maps, Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be
rejected – NO on Map L. Vote YES on Map K-2. Thank you, Beth Devermont devdizn@dslextreme.com
Hello. I'm an eight-year-long resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4. My local community is very important to me, and I strongly OPPOSE map K2. This map removes my neighborhood from the district, severing it from several of my
communities of interest. Cutting out 70% of the current District 4 is just totally insane. I beg you to work off of Map L in developing a fair and just set of districts for the entire city. Thank you.
Don't wipe out the current District 4!
Justin Shanes

Michael Royce
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Clara Karger

Good morning! Could you please confirm that you received our letter? Thank you!
[A picture containing text, sign Description automatically generated]
Clara Karger
Director of Public Affairs
she/hers | 213.418.1672 | ckarger@@ccala.org | ccala.org
626 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 850, Los Angeles, CA 90017
CCA Reflects | DTLA Insights
[Facebook icon] [LinkedIn icon] [Twitter icon] [Instagram icon] From: Clara Karger
Sent: Wednesday, September 29, 2021 11:16 AM
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Cc: Marie Rumsey ; Michael Shilstone ; Nella McOsker Subject: CCA Comment Letter on DTLA as Community of Interest
Dear Staff and Commissioners,
Please see our attached comment letter thanking the Redistricting Commission for treating Downtown Los Angeles as a community of interest.
Thank you,
[A picture containing text, sign Description automatically generated]
Clara Karger
Director of Public Affairs
she/hers | 213.418.1672 | ckarger@@ccala.org | ccala.org
626 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 850, Los Angeles, CA 90017
CCA Reflects | DTLA Insights
[Facebook icon] [LinkedIn icon] [Twitter icon] [Instagram icon]
I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of
work and public testimony. It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West
Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for
Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is
also not the vision of the Commission.
Dear Commissioners,
DON'T GERRYMANDER CD4!!
I'm a resident of Hollywood in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from
several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
I'm requesting the redistricting commission immediately disclose district
numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting.
This is important for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is
unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for
them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which
district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Best,
Zoe

ROD BRAN
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Christal Cody

Watching the redistricting process this week has been very eye opening.
It's obvious to me, that the goal of this redistricting is to remove Nythia
Ramen from the council. She is the only member of the the council that
truly has a mandate from the people. As a former long-term resident of CD
4 if the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood/Mid City and currently CD 4 in
Sherman Oaks I urge you to Keep Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council
together with Mid City in District 4.
You're creating a map that favors homeowners, over renters. Unfortunately,
LA is a city of renters these days. Even with a solid job and pay, I have
almost no hope of buying in the city any more. We need to create an LA that
is liveable for the future, a not tied to the single-family past.
I hope you do the correct thing, but honestly, knowing how LA politics work
I have very little hope.
--Christal Cody
Dear Commissioners, I have been a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood since 1986. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire
Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. This should Not change.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay. This
makes the most sense to me.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Victoria Yoon
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
I support proposed map K2 with the addition of Griffith Park to District G which includes Los Feliz. Griffith Park has had an over 200 year association with Los Feliz and, as such, should be included in District G. Since there is no population in Griffith
Park, demographic statistics would not be impacted by this amendment. Proposed map K2 logically connects neighborhoods with common issues.
I do not support proposed Map L. It makes no sense to separate Los Feliz (District O) from Hollywood, East Hollywood and Atwater (District G) -- the issues in Los Feliz are tightly connected to these other neighborhoods.
-- Jon Owyang
President
Laughlin Park Association
Dear Commissioners,
I have been a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood for almost fifty years. Five generations of my family have lived in Miracle Mile. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and
historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
christopher clark
213-448-1886
clark_christopher@hotmail.com
901 S Masselin Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90036
To whom it concerns:
I am reaching out to you today to express the importance of keeping Sherman Oaks in CD4. We need that community representation and if we get moved, it will be to a council member who does not represent us. As you know, Sherman Oaks has
been the place of many daily protests and initiatives (such as the Valley of Change) standing up for social justice, standing against police brutality, and offering a space to create change for our unhoused neighbors with their “Feed Our Friends”
events every month. As someone who pays rent in this town, I want to know that I have someone who represents ALL people: not just the richest people who can get into the council’s pockets. So, please, do the right thing and keep Sherman
Oaks in CD4. Best,
Rebecca
Dear Commission for Redistricting,
We thank you and support your plan K2 , supporting Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2, keeping us together with our neighbor communities.
We also want to stress that Griffith Park must also be part of Distrit G with Los Feliz.
We have lived in Los Feliz for 50 years and love our area. We, along with so many residents of Los Feliz have supported many Griffith Park projects, including but not limited to, the Griffith Park Foundation, cleanup efforts for Fern Dell and the
larger park in general, and member and contributor to Griffith Park Community Center (which we hope will resume activities soon).
There is no residential population in Griffith Park, so adding the Griffith Park lands to District G would not impact the demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan.
To sever the voluntary historic support that Los Feliz residents have given to Griffith Park would greatly, detrimentally, impact one of the largest parks in the middle of a city in the United States. The park relies on the financial and voluntary
support from Los Feliz--their well-being demands being included in these decisions.
Thank you for your hard work to create logical redistricting.
Sincerely,
Dr. Suzanne Wenzlaff
Dr. Lou Wenzlaff
3247 Waverly DriveLos Angeles, CA 90027323-445-0146
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Cynthia Friedman

All,
Please do not eliminate the current Westside Neighborhood Council for the
following reasons:
- I oppose Map L because:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
- I support Map K2 because:
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single
District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’ associations; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
Thank you,
Cynthia Friedman
10379 Dunleer Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90064
310-562-9983
Current Treasurer of the Marshall P Riddick Youth Center
Former President of Overland Ave. Elementary School PTA
Former President of Palms Middle School PTA
Former Cub Scout Master of Pack 5
Hello,
My name is Ireh Yoon, and I work at the heart of Koreatown as a community
services manager.
I fully support the unification of Koreatown into one as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force.
I fully support *draft map L* because it *keeps Koreatown unified in a
single district* *and **respects neighborhood council boundaries. *
Please heed our voices and the census data and keep our diverse community
whole, in one city council district so our community may thrive.
Thank you so much for all your hard work and your sincere efforts to listen
to the community's voices.
Best regards,
Ireh Yoon
*Ireh Yoon 윤이레*
Community Services Manager at KACLA | Certified Mediator (CA)
Attorney at Law (CA & South Korea)
Email: ireh.yoon@gmail.com
Cell: 310.433.4722
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 (of which I am a resident) and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD
4 will be dramatically changing just ONE year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the
needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. As a resident and voter in CD 4, I see no justifiable reason for this shift other
than a cynical grab for gerrymandered power and an easy excuse to cut one of the few progressives from City Council. Please do not think this attempt to fool the public will succeed or continue without political consequences. I urge you to fully
discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Matthew Cruz - CD4 Resident
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
I do not support map K2, which discriminates against renters and allows the
wealthy to create different standards of living for themselves. I want a
district that protects equity in LA.The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.
Thank you
Angela
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Molly Knox Ostertag

I don't think the current District 4 should be wiped out, as a close
neighbor to these neighborhoods. I don't support map K2, which would cut
out 70% of D4 in an effort to disenfranchise tenants in LA.
Please work off of *MAP L* as much as possible to develop your districts.
best,
*Molly Ostertag*
she/her
www.mollyostertag.com
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
To whom it may concern,
My name is John Scoles and I live in Windsor Square which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is extremely important to my family and my neighborhood that our City Council member be interested in and responsive to us. We count on our City
Council member for our traditional City services and for all the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our
significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so many more, I want to thank the Redistricting Committee for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together
with our like-minded Community of interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I particularly object to the last minute Plan L which would disrupt Greater Wilshire and shred our communities.
Sincerely,
John Scoles
Good evening, My name is Eunice Song, and I am the Executive Director of
the Korean American Coalition (KAC) and I’m writing in with regard to fully
support Draft Map L with regard to how Koreatown is mapped.
As a member of the Koreatown redistricting task force, we have obtained
input from diverse stakeholders in our community. We ask that you heed our
numerous testimonies at 7 previous hearings and unify Koreatown which will
preserve the integrity of our community with the recommended Redistricting
Task Force’s proposed Koreatown map boundaries. Currently, Draft Map L
keeps our proposed map of Koreatown whole in one district under "O". We
strongly support this map.
We urge the Commission to continue to heed our voices, keep Koreatown
whole, unified in one district, by honoring the census data and our
testimonies, in the final map. Thank you.
*Eunice Hur Song, Esq.*
*Executive Director*
Korean American Coalition
3727 W. 6th Street, Suite 305
Los Angeles, CA 90020
T: 213.365.5999
www.kacla.org *Confidentiality Notice*: The information contained in this e-mail message
and any attachment(s) is intended solely for the use of the entity to whom
this e-mail is addressed. If you are not the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that reading, copying or distributing this transmission is
STRICTLY PROHIBITED. The sender has not waived any applicable privilege by
sending the accompanying transmission. If you have received this
transmission in error, please notify the sender by returning the e-mail and
deleting the message and attachment(s) from your system.
With the constant revisions to the possible maps, I’m not sure where things currently stand with CD4, but wanted to express in the strongest terms how critical it is to NOT separate Laurel Canyon into different districts. This vibrant and historic
district absolutely shares mutual concerns, which are best served by working together, particularly with regard to new development and emergency services. I believe the current map maintains the integrity our hillside community, which, as a
long time resident of Laurel Canyon, is of paramount importance in this process.
Thank you for your time and consideration, and for being receptive to input from communities all over the city.
Best,
Stan Weightman Jr,
-- VALERIE CONFECTIONS, NAMED BEST CHOCOLATIER IN LA BY LOS ANGELES MAGAZINE!
Stan Weightman Jr. | Valerie Confections | 3360 W 1st Street, Los Angeles, CA 90004
213-739-8149
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Diana Beardsley

Hi: My name is Diana Beardsley. My address is 1525 Portia Street, LA. I am in CD 13. I am writing in support of keeping Echo Park in tact in CD 13, and maintaining the communities currently in CD 13 together. There are cultural relationships in CD
13 that have existed for decades and that need to be protected. We have worked hard on these relationships and Mitch O’Farrel has worked diligently for CD 13. The following communities should remain together in CD 13:
Glassell Park
Atwater Village
Elysian Valley
Echo Park Elysian Park
Angelino Heights
Silverlake
Historic Filipino Town
East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia
Hollywood
Please do not divide Echo Park as is now being suggested. Protecting Elysian Park: Historically Elysian park has been divided between two districts, currently CD 1 and 13, and this has protected the park from encroaching development and
encourage maintenance of this important park. If anything, CD 1 should acquire a larger percentage of Elysian Park, which should be easy enough as it does not involve a population. Protecting Echo Park Lake: Mitch O’Farrell has worked hard to
maintain the lake for the use of all Angelenos and protect it from destruction. By comparison, McArthur Park currently in CD1, Cedillo’s district, has been badly neglected. I think putting Echo Park Lake in CD1 territory with a councilperson who
has shown himself to not be interested in maintaining and protecting parks is NOT a good idea. Millions was spent on Echo Park Lake, and it should be protected and maintained and left in CD 13 and managed by Mitch O’Farrell
Thank you,
Diana Beardsley
Hello there,
My name is Mary-Cate LaBonge. I'm the daughter of Tom LaBonge, who served
on the Los Angeles City Council as the CD4 representative from 2001 to 2015.
I'm writing to you to urge you to reject Map K2 for your redistricting
plans for CD4. I've grown up in the same zip code my whole life, a CD4
constituent since early childhood, and I'm familiar with both sides of
civic issues as a community member and as a family member of someone
working for the city. The parameters drawn for Map K2 reflect an L.A.
wholly discordant from the one my dad was beyond proud to serve for close
to 40 years: the K2 map cuts out renters, low-income households, working
people of color, and several communities who've worked to make the Fourth
District a vibrant and strong community.
Severing off vital parts of the district to adopt the K2 map would be a
terrible fate for CD4. Its lines remind me of the absurdly-gerrymandered
maps of congressional districts I've seen of other states—I don't want that
same absurdity to become the reality of Los Angeles. We can and must do so
much better.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Mary-Cate LaBonge
I reside at 1201 3rd Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90019, and am a proud resident within Country Club Park.
The City Redistricting Commission is voting this afternoon on the final redistricting plan that will be submitted to the Los Angeles City Council. Two plans (Plan K2 and Plan L) are under consideration that will redraw the boundaries of the City
Council Districts. Country Club Park (CCP) is currently wholly in Council District 10, as is the entirety of our neighborhood council, the Olympic Park Neighborhood Council.
Plan K2 keeps CCP intact. In sharp contrast, Plan L cuts CCP in two in a way that makes no sense at all. Plan L also slices up the OPNC. Plan L would hurt CCP and the local community we have worked so hard to build dividing it between two
different city councilmembers, when trying to get the attention of even one councilmember can be a challenge.
Country Club Park has been an intact cohesive community for almost 120 years. Dividing us would be a confusing mess, and create a significant harm to the local community and its environs. Thus, I am urging the adoption of Plan K2.
Thank you so much for your consideration.
B. Tilden Kim
Shareholder
[RWG Law Logo]
RICHARDS WATSON GERSHON
350 South Grand Avenue, 37th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071
T: 213.626.8484
D: 213.253.0210
E: tkim@rwglaw.com
W: rwglaw.com
NOTICE: This communication may contain privileged or other confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this communication to the intended recipient,
please advise the sender by reply email and immediately delete the message and any attachments without copying or disclosing the contents. Thank you.
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Juan Linares

I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich communities. In particular, I would like us to
stay in the same council district as Los Feliz. Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh
the interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have clear representation on City
Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero. Please
ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration.
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood for over 25 years. I love this neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood
which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Christina Jokanovich
As a resident of this city I do not support the map K2 when redrawing the
lines for CD4.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is unacceptable,
people have a voice in the community and don’t deserve to be shut out of
their own district. These are lower income communities that have high
concentrations of renters who historically don’t have as loud of a voice in
the city as home owners, and they deserve to be represented in the
district. Last year these same communities were integral in the election of
council member Nithya Raman, and now will be shut out of her district in
favor of wealthy homeowners.
Please work off of Map L in developing a new set of districts that
represent the vast diversity of Los Angeles.
Sincerely,
Mal Smith
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood.
It is vitally important to me and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided
from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Perry Ewell839 1/2 Alandele AvenueLos Angeles, CA 90036
WE DON'T WANT ECHO PARK TAKEN AWAY FROM OUR DISTRICT!
After all Garcetti and O'Farrell have done to revitalize and return Echo Park to the community, we don't want it taken away from us! It will turn into MacArthur park in no time.
Bad enough we have sidewalk vendors still taking up the surrounding area of the park. We don't want to be little MacArthur Park!
As a community we are barely enjoying the park again and handing it over to a Council Member who has not taken care of their own constituents, who have plead and begged to clean up (MacArthur Park) and the surrounding area, would be a
disaster for this community and set up back 20+ years!
LEAVE OUR DISTRICT AND OUR COUNCIL MEMBER ALONE!
ARLENE HERNANDEZ-LEE
WOLF COMMERCIAL BROKERAGE 10475 Tennessee Avenue Los Angeles, CA 90064 CA DRE Lic.#01990371 Tel: 310.475.5664 Fax: 310.474.3570 This email message is intended only for the addressee(s)and contains information that may be
confidential and/or copyright. If you are not the intended recipient please notify the sender by reply email and immediately delete this email. Use, disclosure or reproduction of this email by anyone other than the intended recipient(s) is strictly
prohibited. No representation is made that this email or any attachments are free of viruses. Virus scanning is recommended and is the responsibility of the recipient. If you wish to be removed from our e-mail list, please put an "X" mark on the
box [ ] and return to us.
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Los Angeles resident,
Josephine Lindsey
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Andrew Perrine

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which. And maps are very important--it's hard
to often find them for stuff like school districts, and this is no
different.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings. This is really gross, and shouldn't be done at all. Also
keep Koreatown in one district.
Sincerely,
--Andy Perrine
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Tracey Landworth
threegrooms@gmail.com
Hello, I'm a resident of Los Feliz, and I do not support map K2, which
removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from similar
communities with similar interests.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.

Tracey Landworth
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sbalesh

Please read message below Thank you. Stella Balesh Los Feliz ResidentSent from my Galaxy
-------- Original message --------From: Amy Gustincic Date: 9/30/21 8:36 AM (GMT-08:00) To: sbalesh Subject: Re: URGENT—Call to Action on Redistricting! Hi StellaPlease forward your comments to the Redistricting Commissions at redistricting.
lacity@lacity.orgThank you.
-- Amy GustincicPresident, LFIAAdvocacy and Action for Los Felizlfia.org415.999.1026
On Sep 29, 2021, at 9:54 PM, sbalesh wrote:This is not the time for redistricting. It's an important move which requires community involvement in an open setting, not a Zoom Meeting. The maps are not totally clear and demand clarity. This
should be tabled to take place after the current Pandemic situation ends, and we are able to meet in person.Respectfully, Stella Balesh Los Feliz Resident Sent from my Galaxy-------- Original message --------From: LFIA Date: 9/29/21 1:00 PM (GMT08:00) To: sbalesh@sbcglobal.net Subject: URGENT—Call to Action on Redistricting! View this email in your browser
CALLING LOS FELIZ TO ACTION!
Dear Neighbors, We need five minutes of your time today to read and act on this important message.
The Short Story. The LA City Council Redistricting Commission will vote on its final City Council redistricting plan on Thursday and their plan will be sent to City Council for adoption. The Commission is still considering two plans. Plan K2 has been
exhaustively vetted and debated. Plan K2 is good for Los Feliz as it keeps us together in a fairly compact and logical District G with our neighbor communities of Atwater Village, Silver Lake and East Hollywood. However, this plan does not include
Griffith Park in the district.
In addition, an eleventh-hour Plan L will also be on the table Thursday night. This plan was recently introduced and throws the entire process, the weeks of public input, and most City Council districts into chaos. Plan L puts Los Feliz into a wideranging and oddly shaped District O, which appears almost as gerrymandered as the current CD4. The Task for Los Feliz. It's important that the commission hears your voices on redistricting before Thursday at noon. Even if you have already
commented, it's time to comment again on these current maps. We also need your fresh testimony at their public hearing on Thursday at 5 pm. Refer to the instructions below for your emails and your testimony. Our central messages should be
to thank the Commission for Plan K2, show support for Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2 (rather than District O in Plan L) but stress that Griffith Park must also be part of District G with Los Feliz (see below for some historical context). As there
is no residential population in Griffith Park, adding the Griffith Park lands to District G would not impact the demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan.
A Brief History of Los Feliz and Griffith Park
The Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year history of association with the land that comprises Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and the Los Feliz district made up the Rancho Los Feliz holding, and the care and welfare of Griffith Park lands
have been the responsibility of the Los Feliz neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose Antonio Feliz in 1800. This relationship has been recognized since Los Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910. Thus,
the council district that contained the Los Feliz neighborhood has always included the land that comprised Griffith Park after this former Los Feliz Ranch property was gifted to the City of Los Angeles as a city park in 1896. This historic association is
embedded into the voluntary historic responsibilities accepted by the Los Feliz residents and their supporting local organizations. To sever that association at this time, more than 100 years after it was honored by the city council boundaries,
would be opposed by the neighborhood's residents who have been active in all of the Griffith Park associated support organizations for over 100 years. It is the Los Feliz resident who would be most directly impacted by any resolution made
through the Council Office concerning Griffith Park, so their very well-being demands a role in these decisions.
INSTRUCTIONS
1. Email. Send an email to the Commission. We need an outpouring of emails. Do this now. Emails go to: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org.
2. Live Testimony - Thursday, September 30, 4:50 pm. Before the meeting, write down and rehearse your testimony in advance. You will only have one minute to speak. On Thursday, log on EARLY to the 5 PM Zoom meeting. Here is the agenda
and this is the link for the zoom meeting.
As soon you join the Zoom, raise your Zoom hand. This puts you into the speaker queue, which fills up immediately. If you join late or raise your hand late, you will not make it into the queue and they cap the amount of time for public comment at
around one hour.
When they call your name, follow their instructions to unmute yourself. You will have one minute to speak. For your reference: click this link to read the most recent correspondence from the commission.
Thank you!
LFIA
LFIA is your neighborhood association. Click here to renew your membership for 2021!
Copyright © 2021 Los Feliz Improvement Association, All rights reserved.
You are receiving this email because you are a member of the LFIA or because you asked to receive Los Feliz neighborhood news.
Our mailing address is:
Los Feliz Improvement AssociationPost Office Box 29395Los Angeles, CA 90029Add us to your address book
Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list
Hi, my name is Paul Sutton Dewey and I am a resident of Los Angeles CD4,
living in Beachwood Canyon. *I do not support map K2*. The attempt to
remove 70% of the current District 4 is completely ridiculous.
*Please work off of Map L* as that is the more equitable choice for our
district -- and it will support diversity and equity for all residents.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
-Paul Sutton Dewey
CD4 Resident
Thank you.
Philip S. Hart, PhD
5548 Green Oak Drive
Los Feliz Oaks 90068
323-461-0695
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,Melodie Williams
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susan@counterpointla.com

SUBJ: Support Map L
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of
all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and
consistent for all communities and reject Map K2. The last redistricting in 2010 divorced my business and home address from
our natural downtown, Hollywood Blvd., 3 blocks away. Map K2 puts the
majority of our CD4 District all the way out into the northeast San Fernando
Valley. There is no linkage between our needs and K2 doesn't make sense.
Without the street names, I'm still unclear about what we are losing or
gaining with Map L, but it is by far the better choice.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Susan Polifronio
Business Owner: Counterpoint Records & Books: 5911 Franklin Ave.
Home: 2207 Holly Dr., 90068
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
This is an urgent message asking the redistricting commission to
immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being
considered at today's meeting. It is unfair to both the representatives and
constituents of CD4 and CD2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps
without clarity on which district is which.
It seems that CD 4 will be dramatically changing barely one year after
Councilmember Raman won a historic election with roughly 2-10x times as
many votes as her colleagues when they entered office. Raman has spent her
first year in office championing the needs of a diverse district of renters
and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or
none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully
discuss *both* maps in Thursday’s meeting and send revised versions of both
maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Walle
CD5
Hi,
I was born and raised in Los Angeles to immigrant parents from low income
backgrounds. I am TIRED of living in a city that continues to only care
about its wealthy residents and refuses to give people like myself, and my
family, a chance to be a voice in what happens to the city that is part of
our culture.
Let me be clear: the city belongs to the marginalized communities that
became "essential" to keep this city running. Rich people have done nothing
and home owners are less than half the population here yet this unelected
board wants to give them whatever they want and push out the people that
can't afford it simply because those wealthy residents have gentrified and
pushed out the marginalized communities that once were able to own homes
until the rich bought homes and out priced them.
LA likes to pretend it's inclusive and diverse but then allows rich whites
to do whatever they want. No more. Please work off of Map L in developing
an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA because I
support diversity and equity. Don't wipe out the current District 4.
Thank you.
- Yolanda Machado
I do not support map K2. Map L makes much more sense for CD 4 and CD 5.
Please work off Map L in developing the future districts of our city.
Thank you.
- Steve
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candice tobin

Dear Commissioners,
This redistricting is an attempt to oust one of the few progressive members
of our city council. It is blatant gerrymandering and serves only to
consolidate power of the wealthy white homeowners.
This process has not been transparent, which is insulting to all Angelenos
who care about fair representation in our city.
Respectfully,
Candice Tobin of Cypress Park
CD 1
My name is Eli Kirschner. My wife and I live in Country Club Park. It is
vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council
member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our
traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come
with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand
and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our
significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more,
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support.
We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Country Club Park
in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest
neighbors in District H of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best
served. We wholeheartedly reject Plan L.
Thank You,
Eli Kirschner
Dear Redistricting Commission,
We at the Avatar Meher Baba Center of Southern California (AMBCSC) at 1214 S. Van Ness Avenue, LA, CA 90019, request that you select Redistricting Plan K2.
We have been part of this community for 25 years.
This is the best plan for the Country Club Park Neighborhood Association.
Sincerely,
B. Lois Jones
AMBCSC Board of Directors President Sent from my iPhone
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I’m writing as a current resident of CD4 to request that the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at today’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just one year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has
spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at today's
meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Amelie Cherlin
Los Angeles 90027
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Please stop rigging the maps in favor of the people in power. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jerry Pyle
323-327-2658
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Lauren and Blake Thomas

Please keep the k2 zoning in the 10 year rezoning process. Our neighborhood has been decimated by the pandemic. We need the east side and west side of the wssm to remain together in order to keep our community together. Please do not
split the zoning at overland. Thank you,
Lauren Thomas 2337 greenfield avenue Sent from my iPhone
Dear Los Angeles Redistricting Commission Members,
Asa longtime resident of Van Nuys, I write to oppose Plan K2. Plan K2 will prevent our community fromeffectively addressing Van Nuys issues effectively. Under Plan K2 – my neighborhood inVan Nuys would be in the proposed District N.
Plan K2 would break our neighborhood, it would affect our ability to addressVan Nuys issues effectively as we would be lumped with competing interests in CanogaPark, Winnetka, and Reseda. 1.Rather than addressing our issues as one district,
we would be split into twowith different issues than the West-San Fernando Valley.
2.Sepulveda's human trafficking issues would be less pressing to Canoga Park,Winnetka, and Reseda residents. 3.As a community, we would have to split our efforts into two separate districts.
4.The construction of the Sepulveda Pass Corridor won't affect Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda. Only Plan L would allow us (VanNuys Residents) to deal with these big issues effectively, as one district,which is of utmost importance. I
encourage the Redistricting Commission to supportPlan L. Plan L allows Van Nuys to deal with Van Nuysissues. All the best,
Enrique
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
My name is Gerardo Barrientos, My wife and I live in the recognized community of Shadow Hills which is in the northeast section of the San Fernando Valley. Shadow Hills has approximately 2,400 residences. We are opposed to the maps (K, K2, L)
currently under consideration for adoption for the redistricting of the City of Los Angeles.
FACTS:
* Shadow Hills is an equestrian community with a long historical heritage of horse and animal keeping. * We are also located in a Mountain Fire District in a high fire zone.
* Shadow Hill shares in its common interests and goals with its neighboring communities of Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, and La Tuna Canyon - all of which are in high fire zones and are equestrian and animal keeping communities.
WHY AM I OPPOSED TO THE CURRENT REDISTRICTING PROPOSALS?
* I am opposed to the splitting up of the community of Shadow Hills. We need to remain as ONE unified community in order to advocate for the preservation of our very unique lifestyle.
* Our communities of LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon MUST remain in one district to better defend and protect our Mountain Fire Districts.
* Our communities of LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon MUST remain in one district (as we currently are in CD 7) in order to preserve and promote our cultural and historical heritage of equestrian living.
* Our Foothill Trails Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) must NOT be split up into different districts. Our FTDNC has effectively advocated for all of our communities - LakeView Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon - in fire and equestrian issues.
The FTDNC must remain intact in order to continue to represent our communities with one single voice.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Peace.
Gerardo Barrientos gerardosart@earthlink.net and
Catherine Bangs flyingpencil@earthlink.net
9861 Shadow Way
Shadow Hills, CA 91040
818 951-2565
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to
San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name
and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map. Sincerely, Janet Mckinnon
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
I am writing on behalf of 10 family members who's roots go back over 75 years in Los Feliz.
As a family, we strongly encourage you to fully approve Draft Plan K2 and forward to the City Council for final approval.
Additionally, we strongly oppose Map L which was introduced last minute. This plan suspiciously represents the sole interests of our current councilwoman Nithya Raman and not of our neighborhood. Our family is spread out in multiple districts
in Los Feliz. Map L divides Los Feliz in half through Los Feliz Blvd. This makes no sense!
Our neighborhood is currently in despair, unsafe and most importantly unhappy. This has never been the case before. All we want is a safe and happy neighborhood once again. Please do what is right for the community. Not a last minute power
grab by Nithya Raman to consolidate what she thinks is her political base.
Thank you for your time and efforts,
BestMatt Eskander
Los Feliz Stakeholder
I'm a proud former resident of CD4 and I do not support K2. As a renter, I
support the rights of tenants and I want a district that protects those
rights. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current map is completely
arbitrary and not acceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing a set
of fair and equitable districts for the city.
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Valerie Ho

My name is Valerie. I live in Windsor Square, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our
traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish
population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded
Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Hello!
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2, which removes my part of the neighborhood from the district and cuts it
off from several of my communities of interest. Don't divide us and cut us
off from Griffith Park. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District
4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an
equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you!
Jonathan Szalay
As a 15 year resident of the Valley, I am relieved to finally feel like my voice might be heard and my interests addressed in our city council elections. For too long our neighborhoods have been tossed in with others that geographically make no
sense, as our issues and needs have been ignored by candidates and our representatives. This is why I am supporting map K2. It is the fairest representation of the large population that makes up the Valley, giving us a 100% Valley district that
links us with our neighbors in Tarzana and Encino. Sincerely,
Mary Rafferty
Sherman Oaks
Commissioners,
I urge the commission to disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. Representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 need to understand which district is which.
Further I find the gerrymandering of CD 4 thrown on Councilmember Raman to be absolutely unbelievable. Raman roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office, and will now have to meet the needs of
an entirely new district demographic, why is this not being done to other councilmembers? Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Azad Amir-Ghassemi
To the commission,
A residents of Hancock Park we wanted to express our strong support for city Council redistricting plan K2. It is the only proposed solution that we have seen for redistricting that keeps our community intact. The other proposals and frankly alarm
the community aThe other proposals and frankly alarm the community and created united support for plan K2. We strongly support it’s adoption. Thank you,
Mike Murphy and Tiffany Daniel
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Manu Runjan Dhar-Sent from Gmail Mobile (please excuse typos)

Jono Szalay

TESS RAFFERTY

Azad Amir-Ghassemi

Mike Murphy

Runjan Dhar

Name

Public Testimony

Katie Christian

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
As a Los Angeles resident, I was very concerned seeing the two draft maps
to be discussed at Thursday’s meeting aren’t labeled with district numbers.
I’m writing to ask the commission to immediately disclose the district
numbers, not only for the benefit of the commissioners, but also the
public. This feels like an intentional obfuscation, and it’s impossible to
form informed opinions without knowing the current district numbers.
Even without knowing the current district numbers, the term
“gerrymandering” echoes in mind when seeing the maps, especially in regards
to CD4, where Councilmember Raman won with an unprecedented number of
votes. As a champion of renter’s rights, it’s very concerning that her
district will include so few (or none?) of the voters who elected her less
than a year ago.
It’s imperative that the public’s concerns about this redistricting is
addressed, and that new versions of these maps are available for the
October public hearings.
Best,
Katie Christian
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important
to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our
diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Peter Veverka
Hello, I am a Los Angeles County resident writing to urge the rejection of
Map K2 in favor of Map L. Please work in the best interests of the
diversity and equity of the district and protect the tenants. Thanks for
your time.
Christine Hodinh
Please work from Map L to develop an equitable set of districts for the
entire city.
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA.
Thank you for your hand work for our city.
Geoff Tock
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Dear CIty Redistricting Commission Members,
I am a long-time resident of Country Club Park. I grew up in this
neighborhood where my parents still reside and purchased my own home
literally one block from my childhood home 12 years ago. I have followed
the redistricting process and am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour
Plan L is also before you. Olympic Park Neighborhood Council and I do not
support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a
deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It divides Olympic
Park by severing Larchmont and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It
ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down
Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly
removes the West Adams Heights-Sugar Hill and Harvard Heights neighborhoods
from their longtime home in CD 10, and bisects both the Harvard
Heights-Western Heights HPOZ and the United Neighborhoods Neighborhood
Council area, including my longtime neighborhood of Country Club Park,
Angelus Vista, and Western Heights neighborhoods. And it cuts off Century
City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of
Interest. But Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for the remainder
Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters,
stretching from Park La Brea through us to Koreatown and up a narrow
isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake.
I object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also
not the vision of the Commission.
Stacy Payne
-- *Stacy Payne, M.S., CCC-SLP, CLE *
*Certified Lactation Educator*
*ADHD-Certified Rehabilitation Services Provider*
*Executive Director*
*Bright Beginnings Pediatric Services*
*Feeding, Speech, and Therapeutic Learning Center*
*5657 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 280*
*Los Angeles, California 90036*
www.brightbeginningsla.com
*323-525-0247*
Mark Campbell
My name is Mark Campbell. I live in Windsor Square, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our
traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish
population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded
Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone
piero_ballroom@hotmail.com To Whom It May Concern,
I’m writing to you today to emphasize the importance of the Draft K2 Plan being implemented. I’ve been a resident of Los Feliz all my life and have never seen it in such disarray as I do now under the negligence and incompetence of Nithya
Raman. Los Feliz SHOULD NOT be divided under any circumstance. Map L should be tossed out and Griffith Park in District G needs to be part of the K2 map. It’s time Los Feliz residents take back control of what once was a clean and safe
neighborhood. I thank you all for the work you have already started to get things on the right track and encourage you to continue doing so by opposing Map L and supporting K2.
Best,
Piero Gonzalez
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Doug Stern

Dear Commissioners,
I am asking the redistricting commission to immediately disclose district
numbers for the draft maps being considered at today's meeting. I can think
of no reason why these maps must remain secret from the public. Why are CD2
and CD4 residents, and their representatives, being kept in the dark?
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won there. Is she being punished?
CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse
district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different
district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year
ago. Please fully discuss both in today's meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Douglas Stern
-Doug Stern
douglas.stern@gmail.com
Los Feliz, CA
Hello,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2. It would remove my neighborhood from the district and cut it off from
several of my communities of interest--especially Griffith Park, one of the
crown jewels of Los Angeles and a treasure of my community that I
frequently enjoy with friends and family. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Jacob Combs
Good Morning Commissioners,
I’m writing because the redistricting commission needs to immediately
disclose district numbers in the two draft maps being considered in today’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to make decisions on these maps without
knowing which district is which.
Regardless of the decisions on CD 4 these maps will be dramatically
changing so soon after Councilmember Raman won her election 2-10x times the
votes as other CMs when they entered office. CM Raman would now be forced
into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters
that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on
Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings.
Please do these things to ensure a good outcome from this process. It is
hard not to see the bizarre choices around these two issues as
intentionally manipulating the districts for an undisclosed purpose and we
would be stuck with these maps for a long time.
Thank you,
Chris Gibson
My name is Anita Saunders and I have lived in Country Club Park since 1998. It is very important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional
City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in some of LA’s most historic homes. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. I am grateful for the opportunity that you have given Olympic
Park Neighborhood Council in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District H of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Thank you for your consideration.
Anita Saunders
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Aaron Wimmer

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Aaron Wimmer
- My name is Chase Winton I live in Windsor Square on Plymouth Blvd,
which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family
and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We
count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for
all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes.
- Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our
special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish
population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for
the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together
with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan
K2, where we belong and will be best served. I have followed the
redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan
L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L,
which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your
months of work and public testimony. It divides and redistributes
neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It
divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square
from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights,
Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century
City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of
Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater
Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching
from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los
Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice,
but surely Plan L is also not the vision of my community!
Sincerely,
Chase Winton
141 South Plymouth Blvd
LA CA 90004
-- Sent from Gmail Mobile
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Daniel Stein

HelloAs a Los Angeles resident, *the proposed K2 map for CD4 should be summarily*
*rejected*.
This map would reduce the voice of renters, who comprise a majority of this
city and provide much of the economic activity, while at the same time
reducing diversity and equity on the city council. I can't think,
personally, of a worse plan given the current DIRE circumstances facing our
city, most of which have been arrived at due to policy-making based on
property values rather than livability for the common citizen of this city
that is great in promise but not in reality.
There are currently several maps proposed by community-members that better
reflect the city at large and the wants and needs of the people in CD4,
such as the one below.
-Dan Stein
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,Megan Mostyn-Brown
Please do not ruin my beautiful park!
This is so shady. Don't gerrymander our cty even more.
Number One: Stop rigging the district maps to serve those in power.
Oppose K2’s regressive gerrymander of CD 4.
Advance modified versions of both Maps L & K2 for the public to review in
October
Number Two: Immediately disclose district numbers for the two maps under
consideration so the public and commissioners can understand these maps in
advance of Thursday’s meeting.
We see what you're trying to.
Please do the right thing for once,
James
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Gregory Irwin

Megan Mostyn-Brown
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Janis Yue

Hi there,
My name is Janis Yue, and I am writing as a Chinatown community member. I
do not support Map K2 and how it splits Chinatown in District L. I support
keeping Chinatown together. As a BIPOC working class community being
threatened by multiple market-rate developments and predatory real estate
developers, keeping Chinatown together is essential in being able to
advocate for resources with a united front.
Chinatown is a community of interest: many generations of working class
BIPOC people have come to live in Chinatown because of economic and social
reasons. In the 19th century, many Asian Americans were forced to live in
Chinatown because they were unable to live elsewhere due to the threat of
violence and redlining. Please do not divide the community even further
with unreasonable redistricting.
Thank you,
Janis
I demand that you keep CCP intact. This is about people. Please VOTE FOR
K2 today.
Deborah Pratt -Country Club Park resident and Voter.
Thank you.
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Fred Kessler
724 Muskingum Avenue
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
Sent from my iPhone
As an 80 resident of Hancock Park I heartily support District J Plan K2. It will maintain our district with its historical homes and will include our neighbors to the West who share our values. I am grateful for all the work that has gone on in this
endeavor and congratulate the wisdom of our advocates in the Redistricting Commission of the City. Please count my vote as a strong supporter of District J Plan K2.
Sincerely, Mahlon Lawton
200 S. June St.
LA 90004
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Commissioners, and City Redistricting Staff:
I am a resident of Laurel Canyon. I do not support any scenario where our historic hillside community is divided down Laurel Canyon Boulevard. Commissioner Suh's idea of splitting Laurel Canyon down the middle is utterly perplexing. This historic
canyon has completely different concerns than KTown, or the homeless, which the councilmember seems to be entirely focused on, to the detriment of her tax-paying constituents. I support the Redistricting Commission's staff recommendation
Draft K2 (Revised) District O (CD4).
I thank the redistricting staff for recognizing the importance of unifying our hillsides and keeping our community whole with a emphasis on public/fire safety. I support a united Laurel Canyon and a district that represents our neighbors to the
north, east and west.
Laurel Canyon is a Community of Interest. We share a local elementary school on our west side, and small independently owned local businesses, a local chabad house to our east, and one of the most recognized and celebrated, culturally relevant
histories in the City. Laurel Canyon residents are the custodians of Laurel Canyon Blvd and the Mulholland Corridor; we address all of the public safety (strong emphasis on fire safety), emergency communication, development, and open space
concerns related to the area. This community has serious fire safety concerns that are unique to the hillside, and the in-fighting that could result from two different "ruling" powers can slow results. It's already impossible to get Laurel Canyon
swept for flammable debris with one council office - imagine two? That risk was clearly documented in Sunday's 60 Minutes piece on the NorCal wildfire infighting between CalFire and US Forestry. in addition, we have a huge development
starting construction at Sunset & Laurel Canyon that needs focused attention on it, not divided attention wiht finger-pointing. We need to be united in our response as we are united in our concerns. Please do not divide Laurel Canyon as doing so
is a threat to our safety; we must advocate for our Canyon and its historic corridors, open space, wildlife and cultural history with one voice. We Are Laurel Canyon.
Respectfully, Barbara Hearn
To whom it may concern,
My name is Emily Skehan and I am a resident of CD 4 (Sherman oaks). I
reject the proposed map K2 which drastically alters our current district.
We are a coherent community that represents a diverse set of voices and
deserves a say, not to be swallowed by other districts that will dilute
renter power.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Emily Skehan
14537 Addison St, Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
My name is Michelle Baron and I live in Larchmont Village, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member
for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox
Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that with Plan K2 you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our
like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
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laurielgoldman@earthlink.net Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of
all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and
consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Laurie Goldman
Friends of the Hollywood Central Park
Laurie L. Goldman, President|Founding Board Member
6464 Sunset Blvd., Suite 535
Los Angeles, CA 90028
(T) 310.274.8682 | (F) 310.274.8627
(E) laurie.goldman@hfcp.org or
laurielgoldman@earthlink.net
https://hollywoodcentralpark.org Facebook Twitter
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
Linda Arnette Rosen
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years. Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Linda Arnette
A. Wolfe
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I, like many others, am writing to request the Redistricting Commission
immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being
considered at Thursday’s meeting. It's not right to have both
representatives and constituents of CD4 and CD2 wondering where they fall,
and it seems like the simplest solution is to disclose the district
numbers. How can someone weigh in on the maps without knowing which
district is which?
Either way, I think it pertinent to point out that CD4 is somehow up for
the most radical altering, which makes no sense, considering Councilmember
Raman just won that district with a whopping 2–10 times as many votes as
her colleagues when they entered office—a significant threshold. The fact
that Raman has spent her first year in service advocating for the needs of
her diverse constituents makes this proposed change more than suspicious to
everyone even remotely aware of LA politics. But I'm not sure how aware the
Redistricting Commision is of exactly how many Angelenos are focused on
these maps. The only answer that won't end up in outright revolt is
preserving CD4 as much as possible in transparent fairness.
Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
April Wolfe
-- April Wolfe
Laura Ricci
Hello,As a contented, property-owning resident of district G/13/O'Farrell, I am in support of the Draft Map K2. The other map cuts out all of Los Feliz and Silver Lake, both important neighborhoods that logically belong alongside Atwater, Echo
Park, Hollywood and Glassell Park.Sincerely,Laura Ricci
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Austen Rachlis

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Austen Rachlis
90042
Hello,
Can you all please disclose the district numbers before Thursday? I'm a CD4
resident and I'm tired of guessing about what's going on here. How can I
properly weigh in without all of the information in what is supposed to be
a transparent process, the results of which stand for TEN years? It's
already wild that the district will be changing so much just a year after
Nithya won. This is the saltiest shit I've ever seen. K2 is absurd and
racist gerrymandering. Y'all need to advance modified versions of both Maps
L & K2.
Thank you,
Brittani Nichols
As a 60-year resident of Windsor Square, I strongly support Draft Map K2.
Thank you,
Donna Sent from my iPhone
Good morning. My name is Christopher Kinder and I have been living in Country Club Park for more than 7 years. My address is 1109 S Gramercy Dr Los Angeles, CA, 90019.
We love our neighborhood and our community is one strong group of people who love each other.
Please vote for plan K2 to keep our neighborhood together. Dividing it in two would be terribly sad, and absolutely unnecessary. With my deepest gratitude for listening to us, the people who live and love Los Angeles.
Regards,
Christopher Kinder
Hello,
I am resident of Council District 10, however that may change with the
upcoming redistricting. Some plans put forward by the commission or other
parties favor unifying Koreatown under a single council district rather
than leaving it fractured into several by the current status quo. I support
having a single council district for the neighborhood and I support the
plans that establish it under CD4.
I support this for several reasons: Koreatown is a community of renters and
one of the most dense neighborhoods in the United States. We are a diverse
neighborhood featuring a predominantly Latino population with many
residents from Mexico, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, and elsewhere in
Latin America. Additionally, Koreatown features the largest Korean diaspora
outside of Korea. Diluting the organizing power of these groups by
scattering them across districts is a disservice and, frankly,
disenfranchisement. Make CD4 reflect a diversity of race, income, and
housing status.
As someone who also spends time in Los Feliz and Echo Park, those should
remain in CD4 and 13 respectively.
Thank you,
Alexander Mullenix
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Lynda Levin

my name is Lynda Levin. I have lived in Hancock Park most of my 82 years.There have been subtle changes during these many decades but all of them have been with our families and neighbors best interest at heart. We count o our City Council
member for out services that come with living in these historic homes. I want to thank the Council for Plan K2; it is where we belong with common interests.
I do not support Plan L which will throw much of the City into chaos. It is also not the vision of the Council.
Thanking you in advance, Sincerely, Lynda Levin
Hi. I am a Los Frliz resident. I do not want to be cut off from Griffith
park. This redistricting makes no sense. Please get rid of it.
Justin Halpern
CD-4 resident
Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lauren Lexton
Board of Directors
Friends of the Hollywood Central Park
6464 Sunset Blvd, Suite 535
Los Angeles, CA 90028
Dear Council Members,
As a fifty-four year resident of the
Los Feliz Oaks, I urge you to vote to
to continue to keep Griffith Park and the Los Feliz area together as planned in Map K2, District G. Our area was part of the original
land grant 200 years ago. The only
residents living in Griffith Park are the wildlife. As Los Feliz residents,
we consider our duty to watch over
and to enjoy the park as it is part of
our community.
We will look forward to seeing
Map K2, District G approved by the
Los Angeles City Council members.
A Puzzled Los Feliz resident,
Nicole W. Ruskey
Cc:
Sent from my iPhone
Hello City Redistricting Commissioners:
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 2069 Kerwood Avenue and am directly impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I very much SUPPORT the J boundary of Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because: *Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a major thoroughfare. Thus disrupting our
neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.*Map L ignores historical boundaries.*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity.
Respectfully,Patt and Alan Hoffen2069 Kerwood Ave WLA 90025CD5- CENTURY GLEN HOA
My name is Judith Wyle Goldman. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Mid City in the Olympic Park Neighborhood Council District. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive
to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity,
including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Country
Club Park and the larger district of Olympic Park in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Sincerely
Judith Wyle Goldman
1201 Westchester Place, LA 90019
Sent from my iPad

Justin Halpern

lauren lexton

nicole ruskey

ny4la@aol.com

Judith Wyle
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peter schulberg

September 30, 2021
My name is Peter V. Schulberg and I live in Country Club Park, which is
located in Mid-City LA. and is part of the Olympic Park Neighborhood
Council. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that
our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council
for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that
come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also
understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs
of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so
much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which
I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Country
Club Park K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest
neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I know the city redistricting council will hold its final vote today on the
above matter. *Please do not bifurcate our community. Please adopt plan
K2. *
Peter V Schulberg
S. Gramery Place, LA, CA
Good Morning,
My name is Katherine Yeom, Executive Director at Korean American Family Services, KFAM. I would like to express to keep Koreatown whole as one region. I would like to support Map L created by the Commissioners.
Thank you,
Katherine Yeom
Executive Director
[Description: Description: Description: Description: Description: cid:image005.png@01CE70E4.EC6A31C0]
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Dear Redistricting Commission,
Thank you for all your hard work on redistricting. I know it can’t be an easy job.
I am a long time resident of Los Feliz (and Silverlake) and am happy that Plan K2 has kept us within our surrounding neighborhoods of Atwater Village, Silver Lake and East Hollywood. This new District G makes sense, is logical and isn’t overly
gerrymandered.
However, I would strongly urge the commission to keep Griffith Park within the confines of District G. Los Feliz and Griffith Park are physically connected and their relationship runs deep. The neighborhood of Los Feliz has been a great steward of
the park for over 100 years. It’s main protector in fact. One of the reasons the park is such a success is because of the hard work and dedication of the residence of Los Feliz. For those reasons alone (and there are many more) the park should be
included in District G. Please include the park in Plan K2.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
best,
Kevin Tent
I write to inform you of my whole hearted support of Draft Map K2 and my opposition to Draft Map L for the following reasons:
Map K2 is the staff recommendation based on community input and Executive Director Frank Cardenas' vision to create a bridge district to the valley, thus leaving the valley whole, and to respect the Mulholland Corridor and the Hillsides as
communities of interest. His K2 draft also tries to use NC's boundaries as guidelines where possible, based on the assumption they outline communities of interest (an exception would be Laurel Canyon and Bel Air.)
Map L divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon Blvd. Divides Larchmont and Hancock Park. It hacks up West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights and bisects UNNC. It divides Sunset Blvd. Spaulding Square. Century City somehow
lands in District 10. It cuts Beverly Wood, Carthay and Pico Robertson off from their Communities of Interest. But it unites all of K-Town (pop. 120k, primarily renters), Park LaBrea (pop. 12k, renters), claws Los Feliz and Silverlake back in, and
makes a full retreat from the Valley. Please reject Draft Map L for the good of our communities.
Yours most sincerely
Sharman F Hyde
Resident,
8019 Woodrow Wilson Drive
LA 90046
Please hear us!! We support you and Plan K2!
My name is Frances Hoge and I live in Larchmont Village, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I have served as a Block Captain for over a decade and have been an active member of our community currently serving on the local Charter School
Board, AYSO Board and Baseball program at Pan Pacific. I believe in community, now more than ever and it is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us and respect the microcommunities that allow us to call Los Angeles, a city large enough to be recognized all across the globe; home. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given
Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Best,Frances Hoge
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Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of all Angelinos, I urge you to adopt Map L which is more equitable, fair and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Doug Campbell RLA ASLA Campbell & Campbell
Architects, Landscape Architects, Planners www.campbellcampbell.com
doug@campbellcampbell.com
c +310 795 8234
John Ma
Hello Redistricting Commission,
I'm a housing equity & tenants advocate in LA and *I do not support map K2*,
which removes several high-tenancy neighborhoods from CD4, along with 70%
of the current district. This is completely unacceptable! Please work off
of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city,
and do more outreach to communities of color!
See this community-produced map - I like
the diversity it represents in CD4 and CD13.
Thank you,
-*John Ma, M.A.*
POWER / Ground Game LA West Adams Neighborhood Council , At-Large
Representative
408-605-3176 | LinkedIn | Facebook
cathylynnmccann@gmail.com Hello - I'm writing as a resident of CD4 to give my input for redistricting:
* I support Map K2 but would like Griffith Park added to District G * I DO NOT support Map L
Thank you,
Cathy McCann
1800 N. New Hampshire Avenue
Williamson, JoEllen
City Redistricting Commission:
My name is JoEllen Williamson and I have lived in Country Club Park for over 20 years, which is located in Olympic Park Neighborhood. I bought this historic home to preserve the history and legacy of this neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member supports Plan K2. We count on our City Council member for our City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. For these reasons and so much
more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Olympic Park Neighborhood in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest for
neighbors in District H of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Respectfully,
JoEllen Williamson
1229 3rd Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90019
Kyle Parulski
Please do not wipe out the current district 4 map. As a resident of
neighboring council district 13 (so close that many of my immediate
neighbors are CD4), I feel that it would be unwise and unrepresentative of
the will of the people to so dramatically alter the makeup of our fourth
council district. There is certainly a conversation to be had about
reconsidering our council districts in order to increase seats on the
council and reduce the acreage that each councilperson is responsible for
representing, but we are not currently having that conversation, and this
proposed measure would be a terrible thing for the city of Los Angeles,
indeed. Thank you for your time.
Andrea Taylor
To whom it may concern:
I am a long time constituent of Lake Balboa I worked to get the LBNC off the ground an change the name of my area to Lake Balboa We are so named because of the lake that exists in the Sepulveda Basin I want Sepulveda Basin to stay in the
same district as Lake Balboa Since we are so close to the basin and the lake Furthermore we need to stay connect to the basin as the last great open space in the SFV
Others who do not live here do not understand Also there is a large Latino population whose leaders need to speak fluent Spanish Our leader Nury Martinez does a great job of this Do not change this district I love Lake Balboa and have lived in
this area for almost 40 years The park /basin and lake should stay with us and not with people who do not live here are understand I would like to also request that the zip for Lake Balboa be changed to reflect the area and not Van Nuys Thank
you kindly Mrs Andrea B. Taylor
scott crawford
K2 is my choice.
Scott Crawford
1123 n Benton Way
L.A 90026
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Todd Warner

Dear LACCRC:
To guarantee that our Council Districts are representative of the needs of
all Angelinos, I urge you to *adopt Map L* which is more equitable, fair
and consistent for all communities and reject Map K2.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Todd Warner
*Tailwaggers Pet food and supplies*
Todd Warner | Owner & Founder
Email: todd@tailwaggerspets.com
Tailwaggers & Tailwashers
Hollywood
1929 N Bronson Ave
Hollywood, CA 90068 Tailwaggers & Tailwashers
Larchmont Village
147 N Larchmont Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90004
and
Tailwaggers
West Hollywood
801 N Fairfax Ave
West Hollywood CA 90046
323.464.9600
www.tailwaggerspets.com
The Tailwaggers Foundation Provides funding to 501c nonprofit organizations who supply life-saving treatment to sick and injured animals.
To whom it may concern:
I am an 18 year homeowner in the 2300 block of Overland Avenue. I wanted to urgeyou to adopt Map K2 and reject Map L.
As you may know, Map L divides our Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. neighborhoodinto at least two districts. Specifically homes on one side of Overland Avenue will bein one district and homes on the other side of Overland Avenue will be
in another.
Our community is historically a close and neighborly one sharing common interests. Thisincludes homeowners associations, community groups, even business associations. Our closeties would be supported by Map K2.
Please vote to keep the Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. neighborhood together in the way it has been for as long as I have lived here and, no doubt, much longer.
Amy Brothers
Dear Sir/Madam,
I, Winston Salins, a resident of Westwood Gardens Civic Association, support
The Map K2 would keep us within Council District 5 and also within our own Westside Neighborhood Council. If you agree, email the Commission, to urge them to support Map K2. If the other Map L gains support, it would divide our local
Neighborhood Council into 3 City Council Districts, dilute our input and voice on local city issues.
Best Regards,Winston Salins
Hi, I live in Council District 4 (and have lived here for over a decade).
I’m writing because I absolutely *do not *support map K2 - it removes my
own neighborhood in Los Feliz from the district and undermines the
interests of myself and the people who live here.
70% of the district would be cut using map K2! That's completely
unacceptable to me. Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park.
*Please work from Map L *to develop an equitable set of districts for the
entire city.
Thank you,
Justin
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Tupper
Lienke1101 S. Ridgeley DriveLos Angeles, CA 90019Tel: 323-939-7200
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Cece Chikhale

Morning Frank,
I'm opposed to Map L because:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
Rather I support Map K2 because:
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
I'm a part of the West Of Westwood HOA ("WOW") and am a Westside NC
stakeholder. WOW is my voice for my community and communicates the Westside
stakeholder's concerns to our Councilman.
-- Thanks,
Caroline "Cece" Chikhale
Good Morning,
I’m a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I’m writing to say I
do not support map K2. Map K2 removes my neighborhood from the district and
cuts it off from several of my communities of interest, Griffith Park being
one of them. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is
completely unacceptable. I’m asking that you please use Map L in developing
an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you for your time!
Victoria
To whom it may concern,
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 in Map K2 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA.
Support diversity and equity!
Support Map L.
—Dylan Visvikis
I am a Westside NC Stakeholder and long time resident of Rancho
Park—Cheviot Hills.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. Map L ignores historical boundaries,
divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner
associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside
issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects
the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities.
I urge you to support Map K2
Thank you,
Samuel V. Wolkstein
10619 Bradbury Road
Los Angeles, CA 90064

Victoria Longwell
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Dan Kegel

Oh, and in case it wasn't clear, that means
I greatly prefer Draft Plan K2 over Draft Plan L.
Please drop plan L and focus on K2.
Thanks,
Dan
On Thu, Sep 30, 2021 at 7:53 AM Dan Kegel wrote:
Well, it's that time again. As I did nine years ago, I plead with you to
not divide
neighborhood councils. Splitting neighborhood councils across multiple
city council districts
makes things worse for everybody; not only do neighborhood councils have
to sit through two or three times as many presentations from council staff,
council staff have to make two or three times as many presentations.
Of LA's 100-odd neighborhood councils, fully half of them are divided
across
multiple council districts. This is a problem, and a new council district
map should
make it better, not worse.
I particularly care about GWNC and UNNC, where I own houses, but the
problem is not confined to those two.
Here is a table of the current neighborhood councils and their city
council districts, showing the magnitude of the problem currently.
Thank you,
Dan Kegel
NC CDs
Arleta cd6
Arroyo Seco cd14,
cd1
Atwater Village cd4,
cd13
Bel Air-Beverly Crest
cd4,cd5
Boyle Heights cd14
brentwood (non nc) cd11
CANNDU cd9
Canoga Park cd3
Central Alameda cd9
Central Hollywood cd4,cd13
Central San Pedro
cd15
Chatsworth cd12
Coastal San Pedro
cd15
Del Rey cd11
Downtown Los Angeles
cd1, cd9, cd14
Eagle Rock cd14,
cd1
East Hollywood cd13
Echo Park cd1,cd13
Elysian Valley Riverside
cd13
EC Central cd8
EC North cd1, cd8, cd9
EC Southeast cd8, cd9, cd15
EC Southwest cd8
EC West cd8, cd10
Encino cd3, cd5,
cd6
Foothill Trails District cd2, cd6, cd7
Glassell Park cd14,
cd1, cd13
Granada Hills North
cd12
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Cameron Trowbridge

My name is Cameron Trowbridge. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Olympic Park Neighborhood Council. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our
City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our
significant African American and Korean American population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater
Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District H of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Thanks for your attention and your help.
Cameron Trowbridgecamtrowbridge@yahoo.com
Hello,
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. To champion
diversity and equity, I reject Map K2 and support Map L. Please don't wipe
out the current District 4.
With grave concern,
Macklen Makhloghi
Van Nuys
----------------Macklen Makhloghi
he/him
818.441.4189
Dear Sirs and Madam:
Please approve Map K-2 which does a good job of maintaining and
representing the interests of our community. Our interests do not always
match up with the interests of the Valley-side community. Mulholland
appears to be a natural barrier which should be respected. We believe it
would be fair to approve Map K-2.
Thank you,
Dr. Judith Stein
jastein@ucla.edu
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and long time residents of Rancho
Park—Cheviot Hills.
We have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. Map L ignores historical boundaries,
divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner
associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside
issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects
the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities.
We urge you to support Map K2
Respectfully,
Polly Blitzer
Dear Los Angeles Mayor, Controller, and Los Angeles City Council Members, Redistricting Committee,
Please tell council member Nithya Raman to stop interfering in the city's redistricting plan.
Nithya Ramam "represents" our District 4, but we are extremely alarmed over her proposals and agenda.
Raman's agenda does not align with the interests of residents of District 4 or the city as a whole.
We deeply regret that Nithya Raman somehow got elected instead of our erstwhile excellent Council MemberDavid Ryu. How does someone "parachute in" from out of state and suddenly start introducing a radicallydisruptive agenda? For
starters, residents of District 4 have worked for over a decade to strengthen localzoning ordinances---ordinances which Raman wants to toss out.
Please tell your colleague Nithya Raman to stop interfering and to listen to residents of her District.
Thank you in advance.
Sincerely,
Maria Gritsch TenHouten
Warren D. TenHouten
8854 Lookout Mountain AveLos Angeles, CA 90046323-650-0663
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Alfred Twu

Hi Arianna
I am still in the Bay Area, however the issue of finally having Koreatown
in one district has been a big one for Asian American politics statewide.
Congrats on the new job by the way!
Alfred
On Thu, Sep 30, 2021, 12:21 AM Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission wrote:
Hey Alfred!
This is Arianna Bankler-Jukes, I use to work in Skinner's office/ very
active in Berkeley! It is nice to see your name! Did you move down to LA?
I appreciate you writing in regardless.
Take care,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall,
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275,
Los Angeles, CA 90012 (213) 263-5765

On Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 11:22 PM Alfred Twu wrote:
Please use Map L for the 2020 redistricting. It keeps Koreatown and
other communities together in one district.
Thanks
Alfred

Riley Adamson

Tracey Joffe

Hello,
I am writing to voice my objection to Map K2 for CD4. Choosing that map
would be a massive blow to the diverse tenants who have worked to unite
their communities over the last 10 years. Choosing K2 would be a gift to
wealthy landowners who would benefit from the fracturing of poor peoples’
existing organization.
Please use Map L to keep these communities united and develop a set of
equitable districts for our city.
Thank you
Riley Adamson
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a
multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in
the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council
district as Los Feliz.
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage
makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will
consider over the next decade and more will weigh the interests of
landlords and homeowners against the interests of tenants. It's therefore
crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea
and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have clear representation on
City Council during those discussions. At present, there is only one such
clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea
and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps under consideration
might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council
district. Thank you for your consideration.
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Judy Reidel

I’m in Country Club Park HPOZ n Olympic Park neighborhood association. Only K2 plan in area H keeps us whole with other mid city historic areas n HPOZs. Hancock Park n Greater Wilshire MC agree. The K2 plan is very good. The L plan is very
bad. K2 keeps CCP intact and keeps CD10 looking much like it does now. Plan L cuts CCP in two and makes no sense at all. Plan L also slices up the OPNC. Plan L would kill us. In both plans, our district is District H; District H will become CD10.
The Hancock Park call to action to support K2 is appropriate and we in Counry Club Park agree with it.
xxx judy reidel
323-731-4200
Sent from my iPhone
I oppose Map L because:
* Map L ignores historical boundaries;
* Map L divides the Westside Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
* Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations including Westwood South of SM Blvd. HOA.
I support Map K2 because:
* Map K2 keeps our Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
* Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations;
* Map K2 respects the boundaries of our WSSM HOA; and
* Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
I have lived in Cheviot Hills for 18 years and am writing to urge you to
support Map K2.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. I do not support Map L because it ignores
historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts, and splits up our
homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address
Westside issues. Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single
District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the Westside
Neighborhood Council, and continues the historical working relationships of
the Westside communities.
Again, please support Map K2.
Sincerely, Kelly Halligan
310-722-9500
Good morning,
I am a resident of CD13 and I want to comment on this redistricting plan. I
do not support map K2. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4
is completely unacceptable. I want CD4, to protect the voices of the
tenants in LA. I think this redistricting is frankly racist and does not
support diversity and equity. Please work off of Map L in developing an
equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Sincerely,
Claire Downs
-- Claire Downs
Writer & Director
www.clairedowns.com
312-203-5338
Dear LA City Redistricting Commissioners:
My name is Brian Kang and I would like to urge the commission to support
Map L during Thursday's final deliberations for the draft map.
Map L keeps Koreatown whole in a single district and maintains the cohesion
of surrounding areas which strengthens the diversity of the Central/Metro
LA.
I respectfully ask that the commission adopt Map L.
Thank you very much.
Sincerely,
Brian Kang
As a Los Angeles resident, I strongly urge the rejection of Map K2 for redistricting. Los Angeles thrives when it's inclusive and lifts up marginalized voices. It is reprehensible that a district may be redrawn to exclude lower income and traditionally
non-white neighborhoods from any district, yet that's exactly what map K2 attempts to achieve. Map K2 represents the kind of racist, classist, & bigoted gerrymandering one expects to find in Texas, where rigging the maps has created a
government actively repressing BIPOC, LGBTQ and women's rights. That is the antithesis of what Los Angeles should strive to be. Reject map K2, keep CD4 and Los Angeles inclusive.
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Andrea Siegel Silenzi

Hi there,
I live in Silver Lake, where I love being a part of Council District 4. As
a proud CD4 resident, I want to strongly speak out against map K2.
I've always been a renter, which can come with its challenges. If my
councilperson is representing a disproportionate swath of homeowners, then
their needs will set CD4's priorities and agenda. Map K2 risks robbing me
and other CD4 tenants of our voice on council.
Map K2 would completely change the nature of my district. I want my current
councilperson, and all future CD4 representatives, to meet the needs of a
diverse swath of Los Angeles. A big part of that is making sure CD4 has
income diversity. Map K2 clusters around homeowners, and doesn't ensure CD4
will be fairly representing the voices of tenants in LA.
Also, by cutting out 70% of my district, you're completely changing the
character of the community my council member will serve. CD4 would lose its
diversity and equity. It's an extreme measure, and unacceptable to have
your entire district wiped out.
*Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.*
Thank you!
Andrea Silenzi
2519 1/2 Griffith Park Blvd
CD4
Dear Mr. Cardenas and L.A. City Redistricting staff,
My wife and I have been homeowners in West L.A. for over 40 years — on Selby, Homedale, Parkwood and now Century City. We have invested time and energy in our Homeowner's Association, Neighborhood Council and in the community
groups.
In other words, my wife and I have deep, strong ties to this community, and that’s why we strongly support Map K2 and oppose Map L.
We oppose Map L because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
• Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations and community groups. Specifically, our community is cut right in half.
We support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and community groups; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
We ask you to please help us in the fight to protect our community that so many — including our family and friends — have worked so hard to build.
Sincerely,
-- *Eduardo Subelman, PhD.*
subelman@markmatrix.com
310-271-7630
310-560-3997 (Mobile)
Hello,
I strongly prefer Draft Map K2.
Sarah McMurray
323.828.5060 mobile
sarah.mcmurray@me.com

Eduardo Subelman
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Name

Public Testimony

Daniel Curry

I am a resident of Los Feliz (North of Los Feliz blvd) in CD4, and I do not
support map K2 which divides my community of interest. K2 would separate
myself and other Los Feliz residents north of Los Feliz blvd from the rest
of Los Feliz.
I am a renter, so is my entire block. We do not share a community of
interest with homeowners in the valley, let alone rural ranches in Shadow
Valley(!!). We share a community of interest with Central Los Angeles: Los
Feliz, East Hollywood, Koreatown, Silverlake. Please use map L, which keeps
my community of interest together.
Another note - redistricting should not be used to sow disruption and
division! You should strive to adjust the boundaries so as few residents
and businesses as possible are shifted to new districts, and certainly not
seek to shift neighborhoods that strongly supported their current
representative in last year’s election.
What you are currently proposing to do will only lead to accusations of
political gamesmanship. LA must be above even the appearance of such
accusations.
Sincerely,
Daniel Curry
4545 Los Feliz blvd Apt 306
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Dan Kegel

Well, it's that time again. As I did nine years ago, I plead with you to
not divide
neighborhood councils. Splitting neighborhood councils across multiple
city council districts
makes things worse for everybody; not only do neighborhood councils have
to sit through two or three times as many presentations from council staff,
council staff have to make two or three times as many presentations.
Of LA's 100-odd neighborhood councils, fully half of them are divided across
multiple council districts. This is a problem, and a new council district
map should
make it better, not worse.
I particularly care about GWNC and UNNC, where I own houses, but the
problem is not confined to those two.
Here is a table of the current neighborhood councils and their city council
districts, showing the magnitude of the problem currently.
Thank you,
Dan Kegel
NC CDs
Arleta cd6
Arroyo Seco cd14,
cd1
Atwater Village cd4,
cd13
Bel Air-Beverly Crest
cd4,cd5
Boyle Heights cd14
brentwood (non nc) cd11
CANNDU cd9
Canoga Park cd3
Central Alameda cd9
Central Hollywood cd4,cd13
Central San Pedro
cd15
Chatsworth cd12
Coastal San Pedro
cd15
Del Rey cd11
Downtown Los Angeles
cd1, cd9, cd14
Eagle Rock cd14,
cd1
East Hollywood cd13
Echo Park cd1,cd13
Elysian Valley Riverside
cd13
EC Central cd8
EC North cd1, cd8, cd9
EC Southeast cd8, cd9, cd15
EC Southwest cd8
EC West cd8, cd10
Encino cd3, cd5,
cd6
Foothill Trails District cd2, cd6, cd7
Glassell Park cd14,
cd1, cd13
Granada Hills North
cd12
Granada Hills South
cd12
Greater Cypress Park
cd1
Greater Toluca Lake
cd4
Greater Valley Glen
cd2
Greater Wilshire cd4,cd5
Harbor City
cd15
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Elias Higham

Hello,
I am a resident of CD4. I do not support Map K2, which continues to
bifurcate the city in ways designed to support the wealthy and entrenched
powers and suppress the type of grassroots movement that led to the
election of my current councilmember. Gerrymandering the city at the behest
of the wealthy is detrimental to public trust in our institutions, harmful
to the democratic process, and frankly immoral.
We are seeing across the country right now the result of eroding democracy
and lack of trust in those supposedly looking out for our best interests.
You have the option to use this redistributing to make our city a better
place, or you could further it’s legacy as a place where your humanity is
directly proportionate to the amount of money you have. The choice is
yours. Make the right one.
Best,
Elias Higham
Dear Ladies & Gents:
Please approve Map K-2 which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps, Mulholland
and the 405-Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected - NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Carissa and Jack Schlosser
carissa.schlosser@ms.com; jschlosser88@gmail.com
________________________________
If you would like to unsubscribe from marketing e-mails from Morgan Stanley Wealth Management, you may do so here . Please note, you will still receive service e-mails from Morgan Stanley Wealth Management.
You may have certain rights regarding the information that Morgan Stanley collects about you. Please see our Privacy Pledge https://www.morganstanley.com/privacy-pledge for more information about your rights.
________________________________
To view Morgan Stanley's Client Relationship Summary and other important disclosures about our accounts and services, please visit www.morganstanley.com/disclosures/account-disclosures
Hello,
I am writing you regarding the City of Los Angeles re-districting maps. I am opposed to Map L because: - Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Westside Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations including Westwood South of SM Blvd. HOA.
I support Map K2 because: - Map K2 keeps our Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations;
- Map K2 respects the boundaries of our WSSM HOA; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you
Spencer Quongsquong@yahoo.com2336 Overland Ave.
Dear Commission on Redistricting,
We SUPPORT Draft Map K2 and no other. K2 is the only draft map that keeps our Hollywood Hills West/Laurel Cyn communities intact. Kindly adopt Draft Map K2.
Sincerely,
Neil Williamson and Bernard Leger
7939 Lulu Glen Drive, Los Angeles, CA 90046
323-650-0967 or 323-650-0964
-- This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
[url=https://www.avast.com/antivirus]https://www.avast.com/antivirus[/url]
Good morning. My name is Jesus M Rodriguez and I have been living in Country Club Park for more than 7 years. My address is 1109 S Gramercy Dr Los Angeles, CA, 90019.
We love our neighborhood and our community is one strong group of people who love each other.
Please vote for plan K2 to keep our neighborhood together. Dividing it in two would be terribly sad, and absolutely unnecessary. With my deepest gratitude for listening to us, the people who live and love Los Angeles.
Regards,
Jesus Rodriguez
Dear Sir/Madame:
Please approve Map K-2 which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of
interest as one cohesive area (section J) in accordance with your
redistricting guidelines. During your entire process Mulholland and the 405
freeway have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different
issues and interests of the Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected.
Please VOTE YES on Map K-2.
Thank you
Ellen Ceaser
ejceaser@gmail.com
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Richard Herman

Dear Commissioners,
It is extremely troubling that maneuverings and negotiations among city council members to preserve a voter base would ever be weighed more heavily than the social continuity of the neighborhoods affected be redistricting.
I urge you as strongly as I can to establish Plan K2 and its District J map.
Thank you.
RICHARD HERMAN
HERMAN ARCHITECTS
T: 323.465.7066
C: 323.573.1611
E: rh@rsharch.com
www.rsharch.com
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Respectfully
Carole Magnuson
Past President
Westwood Hills Property Owners Association
Sent from my iPad
I am writing to oppose the attempts to redistrict CD4, which would silence the voices of voters. I want a district that protects the voices of tenants—and everyone in this city deserves a district that protects the voices of tenants. This new map
would have measurable negative impacts in the equity and diversity of CD4. We cannot wipe out the current map because a loud minority of individuals is pressuring officials to eliminate 70% of voters from this district. It’s a blatant and egregious
attempt to consolidate the power of wealth homeowners, and ought to be vehemently opposed. Please work off of Map L, which will preserve the true richness and diversity of this district. Thank you for your time. Have a great day! Sent from my
iPhone
Hello,
My name is Mark Fattibene. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Olympic Park Neighborhood. It is extremely important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City
Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity. For these reasons and so much
more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I fully support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Olympic Park in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in
District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Thank you for the continued support,
Mark Fattibene
To The Redistricting Commission,
My name is Lyndsey Bonomolo. I am a resident of the 400 block of N Sierra
Bonita Ave, which is currently considered City Council District 5. In
addition to being a resident, I serve my community as a Non-Profit
Representative and the Chair of the Arts and Recreation Committee on Mid
City West Neighborhood Council.
As elected officials, the Mid City West board has had lengthy conversations
with each other about how redistricting will impact our ability to serve
our neighborhood. As a resident, I have had lengthy conversations with my
neighbors about how redistricting will impact the community we share.
The nearly unanimous consensus is that Mid City West needs to be unified
under one city council district, not irresponsibly parceled up amongst
three council districts. I’ve attached a community impact statement
ratified by the Mid City West Neighborhood Council attesting to this.
So in writing to you today in a personal capacity, I ask that you *please
discard the current K2 draft of a map that places a small sliver of Mid
City West into Council Zone G* - see below image for reference. *In the
next draft, please end District G at La Brea. *
*I also ask that you make an effort to place Mid City West into a single
council district, not the two into which it is currently divided. *
Thank you,
Lyndsey Bonomolo
424 N. Sierra Bonita Ave
Screen Shot 2021-09-29 at 1.44.37 PM.png
MCWNC CIS regarding redistricting.docx.pdf
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Anna Cera Sones

Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected - NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Anna Sones
asones@getty.edu
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
We strongly prefer *Map L* aka draft *Map ID #**54277*
for
the proposed city redistricting program.
Thank you in advance.
Sincerely,
Warren D. TenHouten
Maria Gritsch TenHouten
8854 Lookout Mountain Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90046
323-650-0663
Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
As we try to unify in divided times, endorsing a map that separates a long standing diverse neighborhood like Los Feliz is not the answer voters are looking for.
The Draft Plan K2 clearly makes the most sense of any of the maps. My hope ( as well as other residents here) is that Griffith Park will remain part of Los Feliz. I echo my neighbors above and below Los Feliz Blvd, and ask you to continue your good
work and fully approve Draft Plan K2 (with Griffith Park added to District G). It is progress, recognizing the present but preserving some of our collective past that make this city and this district so unique. With that in mind, Map L is a step in the
wrong direction, a map that was thrown in at the last minute and does not represent the many wishes of thousands of residents who have weighed in thus far. This plan divides Los Feliz in 2. North of Los Feliz Blvd another district. South of Los
Feliz Blvd is another district. Division Is not the answer. Draft Plan K 2 is.
Thank you, John & Amelia Coveny
Proud and Long time resident of CD4 & Los Feliz
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of the Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important
to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represents our
diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Mark
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Bruce Block

Dear Commissioners,
I have been a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood for over 40 years. It
is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City
Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all
of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile *cannot* be separated from the boulevard that gave it its name
and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the *same district *as our surrounding
communities, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La
Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South
Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2.
*I request that you not divide our neighborhood. *
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Bruce Block
832 S. Ogden Dr.
90036
My name is Edmon Rodman, I live in Country Club Park, which is located in the Olympic Park Neighborhood Council. I support Plan K2. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us.
We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services and for all the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to the special diversity of our
neighborhood, which has been a cohesive community for almost 120 years. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2 which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given
Olympic Park Neighborhood Council in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of interest neighbors in District H for Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Do not divide our neighborhood.
Thank you for your consideration and vote for Plan K2.
Dear Commission:
I live in Sherman Oaks and have reviewed the Plans and have the following comments:
Support of and recommendation for Map Plan K2 as the Commission’s Approved Draft Map for final approval. This Plan K2 is the best and most unifying plan and includes all of Sherman Oaks in District A, including POSO – a 100% Valley district
with four adjacent Communities of Interest that share a broad range of common challenges along the Mulholland Corridor. Map Plan K2 gives the Valley its fairest population balance to the rest of the City – better than any other map from Plan
A1 through Plan L. K2 joins Tarzana, Encino, and Sherman Oaks together as many public comments requested and Commission Regional Group 3 recommended. Thank you for your consideration and all your hard work.
—Tom Glick
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Veronica ( a CD4 constituent, renter and a Nithya Raman campaign volunteer who worked tirelessly to get her to represent me and my neighbors)
Sent from my iPhone
Sent from my iPhone
My name is Brenda Rodman, I live in Country Club Park, which is located in the Olympic Park Neighborhood Council. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our
City Council member for our traditional City services and for all the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to the special diversity of our neighborhood, which has
been a cohesive community for almost 120 years. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2 which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Olympic Park
Neighborhood Council in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of interest neighbors in District H for Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Thank you for your consideration and vote for Plan K2.
Hello! First, I want to thank the Commission for Plan K2. I fully support Los Feliz being in District G and I want to emphasize that Griffith Park be part of District G with Los Feliz! Adding Griffith Park lands to District G would not impact the
demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan. Thank you for your time!
Sincerely,
Heidi F ( Silver Lake/Los Feliz resident) Sent from my iPhone
I’m a resident of Los Feliz and I do not support map K2, which removes my
neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my
communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District
4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an
equitable set of districts for the entire city.
-- Keith Adams
I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA. Please work
off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire
city.
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Matt Spicer

Hi,
I live in Los Feliz in Council District 4 and I do not support map K2, which would remove my neighborhood from the district and cut it off from other nearby communities of interest, like Griffith Park. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current
District 4 is completely unacceptable and makes no sense. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Matt Spicer
Resident of CD4
Sent from my iPad
Hello,
I'm a resident of Beachwood Canyon in Council District 4, and I do not
support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it
off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70%
of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of
Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Please do not cut us off from Los Feliz. We want a district that supports
the voices of tenants in LA. We as a community must support diversity and
equity. This attempt to wipe out our current District 4 is completely
intolerable.
Thank you for your time, and I hope the right decision is made for our
community.
-Nicole Lauria
Dear Commission Members: Thank you for Plan K2. As a long time resident of Franklin Hills, I am in full support for Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2 (rather than District O, per Plan L) but I also want to stress that Griffith Park must also be part
of District G with Los Feliz. As there is no residential population in Griffith Park, adding the Griffith Park lands to District G would not impact the demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan whatsoever. Furthermore, The Los Feliz district
has a more than 220 year history of association with the land that comprises Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and the Los Feliz district made up the Rancho Los Feliz holding, and the care and welfare of Griffith Park lands have been the
responsibility of the Los Feliz neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose Antonio Feliz in 1800. This relationship has been recognized since Los Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910. To sever that
association at this time, more than 100 years after it was honored by the city council boundaries, would be opposed by the neighborhood's residents who have been active in all of the Griffith Park associated support organizations for decades. It
is the Los Feliz resident who would be most directly impacted by any resolution made through the Council Office concerning Griffith Park, so their very well-being demands a role in these decisions.
Please hear our voices and consider this during the hearing tomorrow.
Kay and Doug Camphuis
Los Feliz residents since 2010
Community Volunteers Walkers in Griffith Park
I am writing in SUPPORT of the K2 redistricting plan.
Please vote YES on K2.
Thank you.
Lois DeArmond
3706 Country Club Dr
Los Angeles, 90019
Country Club Park
Hi! My name is Zach Sherwin, I live in the epicenter of Los Feliz in CD4,
and I'm really, really opposed to map K2 and imploring you to *adopt Map L*
.
I consider the K2 redistricting to be a dangerous attempt to take away
much-needed political representation from diverse, lower-income
neighborhoods. The resulting district would be in thrall to conservative
homeowners, and would remove my neighborhood from the district and separate
us from Griffith Park. I don't want any of it! Please work off of Map L and
develop an equitable set of districts for EVERYONE in Los Angeles.
Thank you! -Zach
To whomever decides about redistricting,
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is terrifying and unacceptable. I hope you will Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. I do not support map K2,and hope you will decide to uphold
the last election , and respect our votes to elect nithya Raman to represent us . . Please support our choices and our votes .
Thank you
Lucy fisher
Sent from my iPad

Nicole Lauria

Kay Camphuis

Lois DeArmond

Zach Sherwin

Lucy Fisher

Name

Public Testimony

rc4ties@aol.com

PLEASE SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE BABC NC. | | | | | | View this email in your browser |
|
|
|
|
||||||
|
|
|
|
| | | | | NEIGHBORHOOD ALERT:
CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING
Please mark your calendars for 5 pm this Thursday, September 30, for the next Redistricting Commission meeting. Your input has, and will, make a difference. The Commission currently proposes to split BABCNC territory at a location between
Benedict and Franklin Canyons. Locations to the west would be represented by Council District 5 ("J") and those to the east by Council District 4 ("O"). |
|
|||
| Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyons have been returned to District "J" (CD5) in draft map K2, while the eastern portion remains in District "O" that extends across the San Fernando Valley to Shadow Hills. |
|
| | The BABCNC position is that any division of our territory should be immediately east of Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives. Our message to the Commission is this: 1. Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to
District "J" on Map K 2.
2. Please extend District "J" on map K 2 a little further east to include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives. This change will not involve a large population increase (2,756 residents),
but will bring important open spaces into district "J" that are an essential part of this community that share a community of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of
Interest map 47000 on Districtr. This is the dividing line for Police and Fire Department services as well.
3. District "O" on map K 2 is not geographically compact, bypasses some populations to include others, and must be revised to meet redistricting criteria. Making this district more compact would inherently make it more coherent. We support the
inclusion of hillside communities to the east as currently configured in District "O". We support our member organization Laurel Canyon Association's request to have Laurel Canyon included within a single council district.
4. Although Map L keeps the BABCNC territory together, it has too many other problems that outweigh this fact, including dividing Laurel Canyon. * We encourage everyone to testify, whatever your position may be, at the Thursday meeting at
this link. * Join the meeting scheduled to begin at 5 pm on the 30th early and raise your hand immediately upon signing in as there will be more people wanting to testify than there will be time! If you get through to speak, you will have 1 minute
to speak. You can also email the Redistricting Commission at: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org. Thank you for your engagement with this important issue. |
|
|
|
|
|||||
|||
|
|
|
| | | | | Copyright © 2021 Bel Air/Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, All rights reserved. You are receiving this email because you were identified as a stakeholder for the Bel Air/Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council. Our mailing address is: Bel
Air/Beverly Crest Neighborhood CouncilPO Box 252007Los Angeles, CA 90025
Add us to your address bookunsubscribe from this list update subscription preferences |
|
| | | | | | | | Facebook |
|
|
| | | | Twitter |
|
|
| | | | BABCNC.org |
|
|
| | | | Email Us |
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
_._,_._,_Groups.io Links:
You receive all messages sent to this group.
View/Reply Online (#1633) | Reply To Group | Reply To Sender | Mute This Topic | New Topic
Your Subscription | Contact Group Owner | Unsubscribe [rc4ties@aol.com]
_._,_._,_

Name

Public Testimony

Kelsey Redding

Hi there,
I am deeply concerned at the proposed map2 for CD4. It wipes put 70% of the district and removes the diverse resident base that would massively impact strategy and policy for the next 10 years. We don’t need a wealthy district of homeowners.
This would only further emphasize the inequality that is facing this city, country, and world today. We need one that has a diverse mix that makes this city great and helps to unite neighbors across demographics.
While it is not perfect, I support Map L.
Thank you.
Sent with a Spark
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Steve Addeo
Hello,
I am a resident of Mid-Wilshire in CD4 and I do not support map K2. I feel
this option, which cuts out 70% of the current district, highlights
affluent homeowners and removes lower income voices from the district.
I want the council to keep Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together
with Mid City in District 4. I support map L as the best way forward
towards equitable representation in our city.
Thank you,
Sarah Dooley
90036
I am writing to ask you to support the K2 plan. I have reviewed the available information and it would seem that if the intent is to match communities of similar interest that would be the plan for our area. We would have a fair voice in our future
rathe than being disenfranchised because of our smaller size.
Irwin Ruben M. D. Resident of Hancock Park
We live in Franklin Canyon, which is a neighborhood of homes just west of Coldwater Canyon, north of Sunset Boulevard, and is surrounded by the City of Beverly Hills. Our zip code is 90210, the same as the northern section of Beverly Hills, and
Beverly Hills is our postal address. Our main streets are North Beverly Drive and Franklin Canyon Drive. As such, we request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel
Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding member of the Bel
Air- Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council, and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Because of the challenge of dealing with fire danger, fire prevention and fire preparedness in this hillside area, we continue to work with our Neighborhood Council on the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community, and we must
be able to continue to do so. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the West Los Angeles Police Station which
is west of the 405. We wish to remain with these services. District O, which extends west and into the San Fernando Valley, is many miles from our location and therefore, it makes no sense for our us to be placed in District O. Our problems and
interests are not the same as District O, but they are completely allied with District J. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting us in an area that is not confronting the same issues as our neighborhood community.
Importantly much of District O, includes businesses focusing on the entertainment industry, while we, a neighborhood of canyon dwellers, must focus on fire and hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District J on Map K2 and Council
District 5 so we can continue with our current emergency services and as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council as we address the many issues we face together. To do otherwise makes little sense and would create a dangerous
situation for our neighborhood in terms of fire and police response.
Michael and Deanna Schlesinger
1445 North Beverly Drive
I, Peter Lorber, am a multi-decades resident of Hancock Park in Greater
Wilshire.
I wish to thank the Commission for *Plan K2. *I wholeheartedly support *Plan
K2. *It preserves representation for a neighborhood of historic homes and
long-time neighbors sharing common interests. It is important also for the
needs of the Orthodox Jewish community.
Reject Plan L which will render apart communities of common interests.
I strongly urge you to consider the above and vote for *Plan K2.*
Thank you,
Peter Lorber, MD
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IAN SCHORVITZ

LA City Redistricting Commission.
We are Westside NC Stakeholders.
We are longtime members of West of Westwood HOA in Rancho Park.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Ian Schorvitz
2670 Kelton Ave
Hello,
I'm a resident of Sherman Oaks in Council District 4. Although I very
proudly supported Nithya Raman's campaign and love her as my rep, I do not
support the proposed map K2, which removes a lot of communities of interest
from the district. Councilmember Raman overwhelmingly won much of the
district which is being proposed for cut and this is unacceptable.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.
I am a valley resident, but it's time to listen to the voices of tenants in
LA. Support diversity and equity. Do not put the voice of homeowners at the
top of the priority list - they are a minority of those of us in the city.
Thank you for your time.
Best,
Jessica O'Malley
Sherman Oaks resident
My name is Karen Swerdlow. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in the Olympic Park Neighborhood Council. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our
City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our
significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain
together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Thank you. Sent from my iPhone
KEEP GRIFFITH PARK IN DISTRICT G!
*Griffith Park must be part of District G with Los Feliz*. As there is no
residential population in Griffith Park, adding the Griffith Park lands to
District G would not impact the demographic statistics of the overall
redistricting plan.
The Los Feliz district has a more than 220 year history of association with
the land that comprises Griffith Park. The areas of Griffith Park and the
Los Feliz district made up the Rancho Los Feliz holding, and the care and
welfare of Griffith Park lands have been the responsibility of the Los
Feliz neighborhood since the Los Feliz land-grant was awarded to Jose
Antonio Feliz in 1800. This relationship has been recognized since Los
Feliz was incorporated into the City of Los Angeles in 1910. Thus, the
council district that contained the Los Feliz neighborhood has always
included the land that comprised Griffith Park after this former Los Feliz
Ranch property was gifted to the City of Los Angeles as a city park in
1896. This historic association is embedded into the voluntary historic
responsibilities accepted by the Los Feliz residents and their supporting
local organizations. To sever that association at this time, more than 100
years after it was honored by the city council boundaries, would be opposed
by the neighborhood's residents who have been active in all of the Griffith
Park associated support organizations for over 100 years. It is ME, the Los
Feliz resident, who would be most directly impacted by any resolution made
through the Council Office concerning Griffith Park, so MY well-being
demands a role in these decisions.
My vote is to keep Griffith Park in District G, along with Los Feliz.
Thank you.
Mary P. Yoel

Jessica O'Malley
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Charlie Brogdon Tent

Hi there,
I am a resident of Los Feliz and I am writing in support of Redistricting plan K2. It is my understanding that the commission has worked very hard on this plan and that it reflects the most logical iteration of how Los Feliz should fit into Los Angeles
as a whole. However, I am also very concerned that Griffith Park is not included in the same district as Los Feliz. As someone who grew up in the Los Feliz estates and lived through COVID lockdown on Vermont, I understand how important the
park is to the community. It was one of the most important parts of my childhood as someone growing up in Los Feliz and I know I am not alone in that regard. I believe the entire Los Feliz community has a greater vested interest in the park and
it’s facilities (and it’s wildlife) than anywhere else in LA. Additionally, because many of the homes most threatened by fires in Griffith park are homes in Los Feliz, it feels irresponsible not to make us stakeholders in the park. Finally, because the
only residents of Griffith Park are zoo animals (and one mountain lion) I don’t believe there would be any change to the resident calculation if Griffith Park was kept in District G. Thank you for your hard work in designing fair districts, you are
performing an invaluable service for our city and our country - I hope you take my thoughts into account.
All the best,
Charlie Tent
Sent from my phone; please excuse any typos
Hi,
My 16 year old and I are 16 year residents of one side of a large duplex on the south side of Barton Avenue, on the corner of Barton and Las Palmas. The elderly lady who has owned the property since the early 1970’s, lives in the other side and
she maintains the property beautifully .
I beg you not to redistrict and not to split South Hollywood. Please keep our block on Barton, the south side, as part of South Hollywood and the GWNC. On that small block, there are no fewer than six children under 17, at least three of whom are
under three years old. We are a close knit block who looks out for each other in ways no other neighborhood I have ever lived in any state do.
There are residents of all ages who grew up there.
The block is so pretty that many people who live in large apartment complexes and have dogs literally drive to our block to walk their dog. It is one of the very rare places in Hollywood where kids can actually safely play basketball and skate board
in the street. Please respond to me.
My cell phone is 323-823-8648.
Thank you,
Marianna Elliott 6626 Barton Ave.
Lis Angeles, CA 90038
Sent from my iPhone
To Whom It May Concern:
I’m a resident of District 12 and I just learned of the initiative to use a new district map, K2, that excludes key communities of District 4. This is completely unacceptable. Now more than ever we need districts that protect the voices of LA tenants
and residents. I while heartedly support diversify and equity, which is what is represented in Map L. Please use Map L to develop an equitable set of districts for the entire city. Thank you,
Francesca Dutra Africano
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I'm horrified by the rushed and shady process playing out, and I’m writing
to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district
numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This
is important for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is
unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for
them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which
district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
Sincerely,
Sophia Li
Hi - I do not support the K2 map. I want a district that protects the
voices of tenants in LA. Balancing various interests is healthy and will
lead to a stronger city. Please don’t segregate out lower income tenants.
As a homeowner, I feel we already sway LA City politics too much.
Thank you,
Ana
-- Ana K. Davis
(805) 570-7300
I actually think that this map is a very good idea. The existing power structures are so entrenched that no progress can be made towards changing the very needed density in this area. I say this as a property owner 2000 block Bentley.
Don Wood
3102660545
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Eric Heisserer

Dear Redistricting Commission,
I'm a resident of LA in Mid-City and I don't understand why District 4
would be shrunk in such a weird and drastic fashion as suggested in map K2.
This stinks of gerrymandering. I voted for the people important to me for
my district, I don't want to see those votes suddenly become marginalized
or obsolete.
I do NOT support map K2, which removes my neighborhood entirely from the
district and cuts it off from my local establishments and communities of
interest.
Please work off Map L.
*Re:Draft Plan L District H*
Greetings Commissioners-The undersigned leaders in North Leimert Park,
firmly support the retention of Crenshaw Manor to remain in Council
District Ten.
Regards,
Lynetta McElroy,
Captain, Grayburn Avenue Block Club
Lead, Western Quadrant of North Leimert Park
Rico Cabrara
Lead, 3600-3700 Norton Avenue
Lawana Hughes,
Lead, 3600-3800 Edgehill Drive
Deborah Manson
Lead, 3900 Edgehill Drive
Teri McQueen
Captain, Norton Avenue Block Club (3800-3900)
-- *Lynetta McElroy, Captain*
*Grayburn Avenue Block Club*
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Natalie Lockard
Sent from my iPhone
Hi there, I’m a resident of country club park, and I would like to make known my preference on the redistricting plan. Please vote for plan K2. The other district map makes zero sense, and was clearly jammed out hastily. Patrick Levy
Sent from my iPhone
I live in Los Feliz, and I do not support map K2. The attempt to cut out
70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. I want a district
that protects the voices of tenants in LA and support diversity and equity.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.
Priscilla Spencer
-- *Priscilla Spencer*
Owner, Industriosa Pictures
Director, The Dresden Files Book Trailers
https://youtube.com/c/priscellie
My name is Jane Martin. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our
traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the
Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we
belong and will be best served. Sent from my iPhone
Hello,
I’m a resident of LA and I do not support map K2 for CD4. I strongly support map L, as it protects the current makeup of CD4 and is a diverse and more equitable representation of Angelenos than map K2 proposes. Map L will protect the voices of
tenants, while map K2 would unfairly splinter CD4 and tilt the control of it toward the wealthy. Please protect the voices of all Angelenos and approve map L for CD4.
Thank you,
Eric Linnes-Bagley
Sent from my iPhone
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Chris Rennolds

Hello,
I support SOHA's recommendation to adopt "Draft Map K/corrected-District A”
Please help us stay together! We have an identity and neighbors.
Ellen Rennolds
11643 Chandler Blvd.
Valley Village, CA
Hi, I’m a koreatown resident, wanted to express my support for MAP L in the C4 redistricting. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thanks,
Kelsey (635 S Hobart Blvd)
Sent from my iPhone
I am writing to urge the committee to adopt map L for CD4. Doing
otherwise would result in a disenfranchisement of voters.
Dear Chairman Ali and Hon. Commissioners:
In the interest of fair and efficient government and in the interests of its residents, I believe the Laurel Canyon community, comprising residents on both the west and east side of the boulevard, be kept united in a single council district. Dividing
this neighborhood —with one council district to the west and a second council district to the east along Laurel Canyon Blvd. — will put its residents at risk, especially when dealing with safety issues.
▪ I object to Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s alleged representation of my interests to this redistricting commission. I am strongly against splitting our community along Laurel Canyon Blvd into two council districts.
▪ Laurel Canyon is a close-knit community united by an easily identifiable border and unique historical development and culture. ▪ Our children attend the same elementary school, we frequent local, independently owned businesses that help to
unite our community, and we all face the same issues with respect to development and safety.
▪ Laurel Canyon Blvd. is our neighborhood's heartline. Homes line both sides to the west and to the east between Hollywood and Mulholland. Access to the area is extremely limited.
Please keep Laurel Canyon in a single council district as proposed in the newly revised Draft K District O proposed map.
Sincerely,
Vicki Radovsky
8001 Rothdell Trail
Los Angeles, CA 90046
Laurel Canyon resident since 1987
My name is Daniel Lockwood. I live in Country Club Park, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for
our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox
Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire in Plan K2 to remain together with our
like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of
work and public testimony. It divides Greater Wilshire by severing Larchmont and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square
from Sunset. It similarly removes the West Adams Heights-Sugar Hill and Harvard Heights neighborhoods from their longtime home in CD 10, and bisects both the Harvard Heights-Western Heights HPOZ and the United Neighborhoods
Neighborhood Council area, including the Country Club Park, Angelus Vista, and Western Heights neighborhoods. And it cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But Plan L reserves its
most cynical disconnect for the remainder Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the
loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
Please stick with Plan K2.
Sincerely,Daniel Lockwood1215 3rd Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90019
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Sarah Bowman
182 Greenfield 90049
Sent from my iPad
Redistricting Commission
Members,
I oppose Map L because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
Alicia Ames-Trelles
2735 Overland Ave.
Los Angeles,CA. 90064
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Alicia Ames-Trelles

Sent from AT&T Yahoo Mail for iPhone
On Thursday, September 30, 2021, 12:30 AM, Cesar Trelles wrote:
Redistricting Commission Members,
I oppose Map L because:• Map L ignores historical boundaries;• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
Alicia Ames-Trelles2735 Overland Ave.Los Angeles,CA. 90064
Redistricting Commission Members,
I oppose Map L because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
Alicia Ames-Trelles
2735 Overland Ave.
Los Angeles,CA. 90064

Cesar Trelles

Alicia Ames-Trelles

Betty Lou Weiner

:
Redistricting Commission Members,
I oppose Map L because:• Map L ignores historical boundaries;• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
Alicia Ames Trelles2735 Overland Ave.Los Angeles,CA. 90064
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a
multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in
the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council
district as Los Feliz. Here's why this is important. The statewide and
city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful
legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will
weigh the interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of
tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities
such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present,
there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By
dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps
under consideration might well reduce that to zero. Please ensure that Park
La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for
your consideration.
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Janet K

To the Redistricting Commission:
*Please reject Draft Plan K2 in favor of Draft Plan L*.
My family has lived in Los Feliz for over 40 years, and I am beyond proud
to represent Griffith Park on the Los Feliz Neighborhood Council, as it is
a place that has meant so much to me my entire life, from hiking as a small
child with my family to volunteering at the LA Zoo and attending my first
concert at the Greek Theatre as a teenager. Los Feliz and Griffith Park are
intrinsically linked to each other, and both belong in LA City Council
District 4 (with which I'm sure the former and current Councilmembers from
Ferraro to Raman would agree). I am appalled by the current support for
Draft K2, which attempts to break apart my community by cutting my
neighborhood off from Griffith Park, *the only green space we are allotted
in Los Feliz by the City of Los Angeles*.
*Draft Plan L is far more reasonable and equitable compared to K2.* When in
history has a redistricting resulted in a sitting CM having to relocate in
order to keep the seat they were elected to (by a record number of votes)?
I would no longer be represented by the councilmember whom my entire family
voted for. Why should we break up communities and disenfranchise renters in
order to consolidate less diverse areas that also have greater levels of
homeownership? Why should CD4 include any part of the San Fernando Valley?
It didn't make sense before, and it certainly doesn't make sense going into
the future. *Draft K2 is fundamentally regressive and damaging to democracy
and community equity.*
I love my community, so much so that I have invested a great deal of time
and energy in serving as a District A Rep on LFNC, Assembly District 43
Delegate, and co-founder of a community-level homeless non-profit which
operates in this very area. My parents found a home in Los Feliz when they
came to America from a country that suffered through a turbulent and tragic
journey to democracy. My family was very intentional in voting for the
first Asian woman on City Council, one who shared our vision and our dreams
for a more equitable Los Angeles, and *Draft Plan K2 would be incredibly
destabilizing to all of us AND our community. Please say no to K2.*
Sincerely,
Janet Kim
Redistricting Commission Members,
I oppose Map L because:• Map L ignores historical boundaries;• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
Alicia Ames-Trelles2735 Overland Ave.Los Angeles,CA. 90064
Redistricting Commission Members,
I oppose Map L because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
César Trelles
2735 Overland Ave.
Los Angeles,CA. 90064
Dear sirs,
I have been a resident in (eastern) Hollywood for over 40 years and travel the Los Feliz corridor most every time I leave the house. Thanks for Plan K2. I support Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2, rather than District O in Plan L. However,
Griffith Park must also be part of District G with Los Feliz. This makes sense historically nad logically in terms of our Los Feliz residents' support of the Park. Thank you,Sandra Lambert
I'm a resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4, and I do not support
map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off
from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of
the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L
in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
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Hernando Ombao

Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood - and I truly love and care
for this neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my
neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic
neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San
Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
*I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.*
*I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map. *
Sincerely,
Hernando Ombao
S Burnside Ave (homeowner and resident)
I'm a business owner in Council District 4; I own a small video game
company. Local representation affects not only those who live here but
those who work here.
I do not support map K2 and neither should you as it removes my work
neighborhood from the district. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current
District 4 is completely unacceptable. Diversity is part of why we moved
our studio to the area. I cannot tell cool, unheard stories without diverse
voices and diverse experiences. You know protecting the voices of tenants
is important. You also know this affects more than just the people that
live there. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
Sincerely,
Lacey Hannan
Owner of Edgeworks Entertainment LLC
-- Lacey Hannan 213.514.1164 www.laceyhannan.com
Hello,
My name is Steven and I am a resident of CD5 who does extensive volunteer
work with the homeless in Koreatown/CD4. I am writing to speak against Map
K2. I absolutely DO NOT SUPPORT this map which unreasonably cuts out large
pieces of CD4's working class neighborhoods to consolidate greater power
and voice for wealthy homeowners. This is unacceptable.
The redistricting committee must absolutely unify Koreatown in CD4 with Map
L and provide a more diverse, equitable district map that gives every
Angeleno a chance at true representation.
The unification of Koreatown in CD4 is essential as I've seen in my
volunteer work with the homeless here. Many struggle to gain access to
services and have their voice heard by the LA City Council because the
complicated district lines make it unclear who they can go to. While some
residents can go to CM Raman, others have to go to CM Ridley-Thomas, and
some even go to CM O'Farrell. This is unnecessarily confusing and it only
serves to bar residents from approaching and communicating with their
elected officials.
The people of Koreatown and all Angelenos deserve the most comprehensible,
most representative, most diverse redistricting possible. They deserve the
chance at equal and fair representation. This will only be achieved
through Map L, NOT Map K2.
Please do the right thing and support a map for LA that represents the
beautiful diversity of our city and the equity we all deserve!
Thank you,
Steven
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Cesar Trelles

Redistricting Commnission Members,
I oppose Map L because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
• Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeownersassociations.
I support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’associations; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for your urgent attention to this matter.
César Trelles
2735 Overland Ave.
Los Angeles,CA. 90064
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Kelsey McRae
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood - and I truly love and care for this neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Ann Ombao
S Burnside Ave (homeowner and resident)
Get Outlook for iOS
Dear Redistricting Commission,
My name is Brian Curran. My family and I live in historic Windsor Square, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City
Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our
significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together
with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Thank you for your service!
Brian Curran
Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood - and I truly love and care for this neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of
Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Hernando Ombao S Burnside Ave (homeowner and resident)
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of our Miracle Mile neighborhood for 36 years. It is super important to my family and neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire
Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax, east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from its namesake boulevard and its very identity. It has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Hana Kawano
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David Curtis

Hello,
I’m a resident of Hollywood Hills West in CD4. I do NOT support map K2,
which cuts off several important communities and only retains 27% of the
current CD4. It does not deserve serious consideration.
In addition to being a CD4 resident, I’m also a City government vet with a
Master of Public Administration from Penn as well as a nonpartisan voter
advocate and organizer. It is from each and all of these perspectives that
I strongly encourage you to REJECT map K2 and work off of the far better
map L to develop an equitable set of districts for Los Angeles.
Thank you for your time and attention,
David Curtis (7250 Hillside Ave)
Hello,
I'm a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from
several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. Don't divide
us and cut us off from Griffith Park.
-Eric Webster
-- Eric Webster
C: 520-870-7722
My proposed map is at:
https://districtr.org/plan/54745 I have bee a part of the Woodland Hills NC since 2003 and sit on the 14-miles-long Ventura Cahuenga Boulevards Corridor Specific Plan Review Board for many years. This is my personal opinion. With regard to the
West Valley I believe we care about the following,
1) If economic interests are to be supported in this process, West Hills and Canoga Park are adjacent to Warner Center or even part of Warner Center and they should be included in the same district as Woodland Hills - Warner Center NC.
Adjacent development to Warner Center impacts all of these NCs. We share malls, hospitals, libraries and schools including use of Pierce College. We also share Topanga Canyon Blvd and Orange Line issues with Canoga Park.
2) WHWCNC shares Orange Line, Ventura Boulevard, Mulholland and Hillside issues with Tarzana NC and Encino NC.
3) Plan K is not good because, with respect to Ventura Boulevard Specific Plan changes, Sherman Oaks and Studio City do not share the same views as the NCs west of the 405. Additionally, under Plan K Corrected, a single Council Member would
control from 50% to 80% of the Plan Review Board appointees. It also puts the district in many more community plans than there should be, which makes it much more difficult for a Council District Office to manage and assist with services.
4) This plan makes the district very long such that the Woodland Hills Community has very little in common with Sherman Oaks and beyond or the economic interests. My plan diminishes these issues.
5) Plan K diminishes the role and power of Warner Center.NCs east of the 405 will divert attention away from Warner Center.
6) Plan comes very close to keeping all NCs whole with only 4.3% deviation. IT minimized control of Valley issues by the populations south of Mulholland which is a long-standing sore point.
7) Plan L is worse in that it puts many NCs in 2 or 3 districts which hinders the influence and efficiency of those NCs.
Hope this helps you if you find it useful.
August Steurer
hi - I'm a resident of Koreatown in Council District 4. I do not support map K2!!
K2 removes my neighborhood from Council District 4. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable!!!
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable and diverse set of districts for the entire city. Map L keeps my communities of interest together in Council District 4 and protects the voices of LA renters. Don't wipe out the current District 4!!
please use Map L. thanks Peter Peter Avildsen
310.729.9805
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council,
Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council,
and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood Council,is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our Neighborhood Council on
the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the
West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting
us in an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and
hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Cathy Mock
1551 N Beverly Dr Beverly Hills, CA 90210
Hello,
I just found out that the proposed redistricting MAP L would essentially split me from my neighbors and divide in half the Overland Avenue Community, which I have been involved in since its inception. I strongly oppose such action. The OAC has
had a longstanding positive relationship with the council office and has done much for the community on both sides of Overland Ave. That this proposed map would divide us seems unfathomable to me.
As such, I support Map K2 which will also keep the Westside Neighborhood council within a single district and will allow the continuation of the strong relationship that our community has on both sides of Overland.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Michelle Lum
OAC member
Resident of Overland Ave.
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Julie Mandel-Folly

As a proud Angeleno, I do not support map K2.
The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA
and map K2 is the antithesis of that.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for
the entire city.
Dear commissioners, I oppose Map K2 as it connects widely disparate areas
of Sun Valley and Hollywood in its District O. It separates Griffith Park
from its users, most of whom come from the south. It also continues to
split Koreatown.
Map L, while not visually compact, maintains the core of current CD 4 in
the Koreatown area under its District O as well as Griffith Park and Los
Feliz. District O unites the Wilshire Corridor in one district. District G
is a Hollywood focused district while District L connects the
heavily Latino communities of Pico Union and Cypress Park. I recommend Map
L be used as the foundation for further discussions at the Redistricting
Commission.
Sincerely,
Henry Fung
I Franklin De Groot hereby wish to register my strongest dissatisfaction
with the proposed redrawing of my district’s boundaries. I and my family
have lived in this district for many years. I know it to be a successful
well balanced district with wonderful schools, excellent Parks and a safe
environment for all its residents.
Once again outside political forces are trying to make changes that will
greatly impact our interests and adversely impact our community. This is
just another attempt to grab political control and fracture our political
unity. I ask that you leave our neighborhood unchanged.
It’s not broken so why would you consider such an unjustified modification
as proposed by this other district representative.
I hereby request a full study by the city staff of the pros and cons of
these boundary changes. Why are these changes needed and how will these
changes impact our district ability to remain homogeneous.
Respectfully.
Franklin De Groot

Henry Fung
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Flora Bautista

Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Windsor Village neighborhood, currently in CD 4. It is
vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council
represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which is bounded by the
south side of Wilshire Blvd., the west side of Crenshaw Blvd., the north
side of Olympic Blvd., and the west side of Lucerne Blvd.
Please consider the following and adjust your Draft Map B2 to keep our
communities of interest and the communities of Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council (GWNC) together and whole. Windsor Village should
remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest. Please
help preserve the interests of the neighborhoods in the GREATER WILSHIRE
NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL by incorporating the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhoods into a SINGLE CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT to enhance our
representation in matters of zoning, land use and much more.
*By being in one single City Council District, it would strengthen our
voice, unify our Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods interests and get
more protection, particularly for our HPOZs. I am not asking for our
territory to be placed in any particular district, but rather to be part of
one single district* *and our current boundaries to be kept the same.*
PLEASE SUPPORT OUR NEIGHBORHOOD INTERESTS.
Under California law, our Windsor Village neighborhood and other GWNC
neighborhoods (Windsor Square, Hancock Park, Larchmont Village, Wilshire
Park, Melrose, Brookside, Wilshire Park, Sycamore Square, Fremont Place,
Citrus Square, Ridgewood-Wilton/St. Andrews Square, La Brea-Hancock,
Country Club Heights, Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews, and Western-Wilton
) as well as nearby Carthay Circle, Carthday Square. South Carthay,
Miracle Mile, Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, and Beverly-Fairfax
neighborhoods constitute a “community of interest” because we are “a
contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests
that should be included within a single district for purposes of its
effective and fair representation.”
Our community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal
standard: “needs and interests,” geography, social interaction, trade,
political ties, living patterns, religious characteristics, cultural and
ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration of
communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order
to provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best
represent the community’s concerns, interests, and priorities. As residents
of Windsor Village and as stakeholders of the GWNC we support this
community of interest and all of our residents’ rights to be united and
fairly represented.
[image: image.png]
Sincerely,
FB
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Evan Kessler
Sent from my iPhone
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Jura, Martha

We are Westside NC Stakeholders.
We are longtime members of West of Westwood HOA in Rancho Park.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up important, effective community based homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues and allows us to work together on
issues that affect our nighborhoods
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Martha Jura
Resident
________________________________
UCLA HEALTH SCIENCES IMPORTANT WARNING: This email (and any attachments) is only intended for the use of the person or entity to which it is addressed, and may contain information that is privileged and confidential. You, the recipient, are
obligated to maintain it in a safe, secure and confidential manner. Unauthorized redisclosure or failure to maintain confidentiality may subject you to federal and state penalties. If you are not the intended recipient, please immediately notify us
by return email, and delete this message from your computer.
Dear Commissioners,
My wife and I own and live in a duplex in the Miracle Mile neighborhood.
It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our Los
Angeles City Council's district goes beyond our neighborhood to include
areas North of Wilshire Boulevard, South of San Vicente, West of Fairfax
all the way to Beverly Hills and East of La Brea.
Miracle Mile should share the same Los Angeles City Council Member as the
other 6 zones in the Mid City West Neighborhood Council.
We need to be able to elect a Los Angeles City Council Member who
understands how special the museums, restaurants, shops and parks in this
area are to the city and the world.
The boundaries also need to be constructed so that a single Los Angeles
City Council Member can take action to ensure that the upcoming Metro
Stations along Wilshire are a beacon of the best that Los Angeles has to
offer. If multiple Council Members are responsible for the area
surrounding the stations, no Council Member will be responsible for them.
We saw this play out in real time during the pandemic. One side of a
street would have homeless encampments in one district, the other side of
the street in another district would have none. Both sides weren't safe
because one side wasn't safe.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
Any redistricting must allow for our Los Angeles City Council Member to
address the unique needs of our museums, restaurants, shops, parks and
neighborhood.
Sincerely,
Brian Mellyn
I oppose to move Ladera from CD 11 to South LA. Ladera should always remain Lacera
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps L on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings. - Ricardo Marquez
Business Owner and Los Angeles Resident
Hello,
I am writing to express my concern regarding redistricting plan map K2. K2
would slice up poor communities of color currently in District 4 and dilute
their voice. I urge you to continue to work off of Map L to develop an
equitable set of districts for the city. Don’t wipe out or slice up
District 4.
Thank you,
Megan Gabriel
7039 De Celis Pl, Lake Balboa, CA 91406
301-512-3435
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EDWARD HARSHBERGER

Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission:
First, please let me thank you for your time and effort on a challenging process I am certain that you are receiving a great deal of input, and I appreciate the difficult choices you are facing.
I am a homeowner and member of the California Country Club HOA, part of the Westside Neighborhood Council and currently part of Council District 5. I am writing to ask that you support the proposed Map K2, rather than Map L. This is the first
time that I have engaged with this process, and I was motivated to do so because of the stark differences between the two proposals from my perspective.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single council district, as it is now, and would allow the historically collaborative relationship between different local associations and communities to continue, with a strong voice to our
council member. Map L would create an artificial split through the center of our neighborhoods along Overland Avenue. With the passage of new state laws affecting zoning, this is a time of significant uncertainty for homeowners in our state and
city. Map L heightens that uncertainty by injecting additional and unnecessary changes to existing, effective relationships in our area. Thanks very much for your consideration.
Ted Harshberger
3315 Club Drive
310-869-6284
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Christine Nash

Much appreciated Arianna,
Not sure why I didn't see it, but thanks.
best,
Christine
On Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 11:12 PM Arianna Bankler-Jukes <
arianna.jukes@lacity.org wrote:
Hi Christine,
Your testimony has been on our website since you sent it on the 27th. All
emailed testimony (as in COI sent in the body of the email) is placed in
this spreadsheet and can be found here
.
It is in the folder "Click Here to View
Community of Interest Testimonies & Maps" in the "What your neighbors are
saying" section on our website. The spreadsheet is called "Community of
Interest Testimony from Emails" and is updated and shared with the
Commissioners.
Thanks for participating in the process - I have been seeing alot of folks
from Echo Park in particular resending their COI. I would just ask the
folks on the listserve that you may be on to search for the name in that
"Community of Interest Testimony from Emails" before resending it
because it bogs down the system and we are trying to quickly read through
thousands of emails and log them for the Commissioners prior to tomorrow's
meeting.
Thank you!
Arianna Bankler-Jukes
Deputy Director,
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St., 2nd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012

On Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 11:01 PM Christine Nash wrote:
I was dismayed that even though I received emails indicating that my
letter was received, it doesn't show up on the redistricting website.
Therefore, I'm resending to make absolutely sure that my voice, and that of
my neighbors is heard. One thing I failed to mention in my original letter
is that Elysian Park, which I hike twice a day and have been doing so for
over 26 YEARS, is the only open space park in CD13. Please, I implore you
to keep it in CD13.
My letter is below. Thank you for your consideration.
-Christine Nash
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Christine Nash Date: Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 9:28 AM
Subject: redistricting letter from Christine Nash
To: , , <
richard.polanco@lacity.org, , <
carlos.moreno@lacity.org, , <
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, , <
Christine.peters@lacity.org,

9/27/2021

To Whom it May Concern.
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Steve Bae

Dear LA City Redistricting Commission,
My name is Steve Bae and I served on the board of the Wilshire Center
Koreatown Neighborhood Council for 3 years, 2 of them as the president.
I have firsthand witnessed the importance of keeping communities together
and I firmly believe that Map L is a better way forward for the City of Los
Angeles.
It not only keeps Koreatown whole but communities of color are better
reflected and empowered in Map L.
Thank you for your consideration.
Regards,
Steve Bae
Please vote for plan L. It’s the most fair map. The others don’t make any sense. Thank you.
Jeremy Rowley
Los Angeles Resident
Sent from my iPhone
Please use Map L for the 2020 redistricting. It keeps Koreatown and other
communities together in one district.
Thanks
Alfred
Good evening,
I'm a resident of Mid City/Windsor Square in Council District 4, and I do
not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and
cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work
off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire
city!
Keep Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council together with Mid City in
District 4.
Thank you,
Marlen Vargas (life long Angeleno)
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for all the work you've done on redistricting and for your consideration of my request below.
I live in Franklin Canyon, which is just west of Coldwater Canyon, and request that you extend District J on Map K2 to include Franklin Canyon in the same district as our Neighborhood Council, the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council,
Council District 5. Like most of the area encompassed within our Neighborhood Council, our canyon is a fire prone brush area extending into the hillside. Franklin Canyon is a founding member of the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council,
and has been included in this Neighborhood Council since its inception partially because the threat of fire and other challenges we face are similar in nature.
Foremost among the many important issues we share with our Neighborhood Council, is this challenge of dealing with fire danger in the hillside area, fire prevention and fire preparedness. We continue to work with our Neighborhood Council on
the fire issue and other issues that affect the hillside community. Most of North Beverly Drive is served by the fire station at the base of Bel Air, the same fire station that serves Bel Air. And, like our Neighborhood Council, we are served by the
West Los Angeles Police Station which is west of the 405. Both of these stations are the opposite direction and many miles from District O as it extends west and into the Valley. District O appears to be a completely gerrymandered district putting
us in an area that is not confronting the same issues our neighborhood community faces. For example, unlike much of District O, we are not businesses focusing on the entertainment industry but rather canyon dwellers confronting fire and
hillside issues. Please restore Franklin Canyon to District J on Map K2 and Council District 5 so we can continue, as effective partners with our Neighborhood Council, addressing the many issues we face together. Thank you. Loraine Shields
1551 N. Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
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Ian Carr

Hi there,
I used to be a renter in Hollywood in CD4. It was difficult having no voice
on LA city council as former CM Ryu did everything he could to displace the
neighborhood & bring in a richer demo. I had the great pleasure of voting
for CM Raman in the primary before I was forced to move to a new LA
district in 2020. I wish I could have voted for her in the runoff as well,
but I was proud a tenant advocate was going to be doing something no one
else on council was doing at the time.
More people on the council now advocate for tenants *because* of Raman’s
leadership in less than a year. Who knows what council will be like for
tenants by the end of her first term? Or by her second? I am comfortable
imaging it will only improve. That is, if the council does not want to see
the lot of LA tenants continue to improve. And I fear the old guard council
is going to significant lengths to make sure the only people who have any
say in city government are the developers that pay them to disempower
tenants.
The proposed draft map of K2 is another damning example that to be an
elected Democrat in Los Angeles does not align with what people expect of
Democrats in other parts of the country.
Use draft map L. It’s the one designed by the communities that needed
someone like Raman on the council in the first place. Map L is the one that
shows us voting can work. Map K2 would further the regrettable conclusion
that voting does not bring about change in this city for the people that
need the most representation. Show us that voting can work. We all need
that, the old guard most of all. I encourage them - & you as their chosen
representatives- not to make the mistake of forgetting they benefit most of
all when people can see that voting works. Use the map Angelenos voted for.
Use Map L.
Thank you.
Hello!
I am a long time CD4 resident, in the Beachwood Canyon area. I've been
looking at the proposed maps and wanted to express my concerns. Some of the
proposed maps cut across many disparate communities and disconnect me
entirely from my neighborhood and our shared interests. Many of the
Redistricting Partners maps include far more wealthy and SFH neighborhoods
compared to our current district. C2/D1 make the most sense in terms of
shared community concerns.
For the community generated maps I'm strongly opposed to K2 (55942), it
makes no sense whatsoever for my street to be the dividing point and for us
to be in the same district as Sunland-Tujunga.
Map L (id 55410) represents CD4 very well in my experience, having lived in
many areas represented as CD4 in this map.
Please keep the hills, los feliz, griffith park, etc together and don't
stretch our district out to the far reaches of the SFV.
Keep CD4 diverse both ethnically and economically.
Thank you
Brightne Langlois
1959 Cheremoya Ave apt 5
Los Angeles CA
90068
Hello,
We live win Windsor Square/Hancock Park, located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to our family and to our neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We support Plan K2 and rely on our City Council member for
our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. We want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which we support. We appreciate your interest in serving the best interests of
Greater Wilshire and our neighbors in District J of Plan K2 by keeping us together. We do not support Plan L.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely, Chris Lopes and Brenda Romano
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Yvonne Yang

Hi, as a homeowner in Los Angeles I am writing to voice *strong support for
draft map* *K2*, and *strongly* *against draft map L*. Map L ignores
historical boundaries, divides the Westside Neighborhood Council into 3
different districts, and splits up important homeowners' associations. We
support map K2 because it keeps our Neighborhood Council in one district,
respects the boundaries of current homeowners' associations, and continues
the historical relationship of Westside communities and preserves our
identity.
Thank you,
Yvonne Yang
I am a resident of Mid City West in Council District 4 and I do not support map K2. Cutting out 70% of the current District 4 is unacceptable as it removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest
(predominantly lower income, diverse neighborhoods). Mid City and the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council should also be kept together in District 4. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Sincerely,
Sela Constan-Wahl
339 S Detroit St #105
Los Angeles, CA 90036
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and a resident of Cheviot Hills for 9
years. I was informed of and therefore reviewed Map K2 and Map L. Per our
neighborhood homeowner's association, the following appear to hold true:
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and
splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked
together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects
the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities. We urge you to support Map K2.
Best,
Cary Tang
10566 Troon Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90064
Hello, as a resident of District 4, I think that this measure to remove 70%
of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. I ask that you work
off of Map L to create equitable districts for the entire city.
Wiping out the current District 4 is completely undemocratic and rejects
the wishes of the voter.
Zach Dunn
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
As a resident of Los Angeles, I’m writing to request the redistricting
commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps
being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the
public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives
and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on
these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Navneet

selamcon@umich.edu
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Petrula Vrontikis

Dear LA City,
I am an involved and concerned homeowner and want to keep our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
Westside communities are best represented by Map K2.
Neighborhood residents’ relationships and community have been built over many years. I deeply value this support and leadership.
This enables us to understand issues as they come up and to communicated with a more unified voice to officials and other stakeholders. Map L represents a dismantling of long trusted and involved neighbors.
Best,
Petrula Vrontikis
2707 Westwood Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
310 210 9603
Dear Commissioners, I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I strongly support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Allan
Taylor1100 Dunsmuir Avenue(323) 937-3678tataylor@pacbell.net
Dear Commissioners, i am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our
surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and
in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Samantha friedland Sent from my iPhone
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Shoshana Cohen
-- Shoshana Freeman-Cohen
626.755.3551
shoshana.freemancohen@gmail.com
We at WOWHOA are members of the Westside Neighborhood Council and have been for years. We know each other, have efficient methods of communication, and more importantly we care about each other and value our neighborhood.
PLEASE. Do NOT split up the Westside neighborhood Council. You will anger a bunch of people who really care bout it and who are engaged enough to matter.
Vote Yes on K2.
No on L.
Thank you,
Tamar Toister
2557 S Bentley Ave
LA90064
I'm a resident of Miracle Mile in Council District 4, and I do not support
map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off
from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of
the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L
in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. I want a
district that protects the voices of tenants in LA.
Best,
Christina Mondy

Allan Taylor

srwitman@gmail.com

shoshana cohen

TAMAR TOISTER

Christina Mondy
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David Hannum

I'm a Torrance resident but I visit friends in Council District 4 and want
to comment on it's proposed redistricting maps. Most of the redistricting
maps under consideration by the city of Los Angeles are flawed. Some are
worse than others.
In the case of CD 4, map K2 stands out. It defies geographical logic in
order to concentrate power in the hands of rich homeowners.
REJECT THE K2 MAP.
CHOOSE MAP L.
Though still flawed, Map L isn't as illogical as K2 because it unites
Koreatown.
David Hannum
3470 Garnet St, #150
Torrance, CA 90503
I would like to submit my comments that we are in favor of K2 for the
council redistricting.
Sam and Navine Karim
Brookside neighborhood
90019

samantha karim
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Christine Nash

I was dismayed that even though I received emails indicating that my letter
was received, it doesn't show up on the redistricting website. Therefore,
I'm resending to make absolutely sure that my voice, and that of my
neighbors is heard. One thing I failed to mention in my original letter is
that Elysian Park, which I hike twice a day and have been doing so for over
26 YEARS, is the only open space park in CD13. Please, I implore you to
keep it in CD13.
My letter is below. Thank you for your consideration.
-Christine Nash
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Christine Nash Date: Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 9:28 AM
Subject: redistricting letter from Christine Nash
To: , , <
richard.polanco@lacity.org, , <
carlos.moreno@lacity.org, , <
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, , <
Christine.peters@lacity.org, 9/27/2021
To Whom it May Concern.
I’m a 27 year resident of Lemoyne Street in Echo Park, and this
redistricting situation has me extremely concerned.
First, I want to recognize the hard work by the commission and it’s
volunteers to reach out to the communities you are here to represent, to
hear what WE as your constituents want and need to preserve our
neighborhoods.
I attempted to use the online map to submit my recommendations.
Unfortunately, due to the difficulty with no directions or online help,
many of my neighbors gave up trying to submit a map. I had attempted to
include the following: Franklin to the north, LaBrea to the west, Sunset to
the south, ALL of Elysian Park, Stadium Way to the east, ALL of Echo Park
including the lake, and south to Temple St.
The work CM O'Farrell has done to clean up Echo Park Lake has been amazing
and highly supported by myself and the majority of my street. We all know
each other, and talk to each other about our neighborhood at monthly
meetups. We need to keep Echo Park clean and in CD13. The last thing we
want is for our lake to turn into MacArthur Park, which continues to be a
cesspool of trash and crime.
Our communities predate the construction of the 101/5/& 2 freeways, and
deserve to remain connected, as communities, as they have survived the
divide of freeways, we should not be dividing them further by District
lines.
I was shocked after hearing the public comments (I tried multiple times to
call in and wasn’t able to be heard) on the Redistricting Partners map B 2
or E. What I couldn’t believe, was that Maps I,J,K, completely disregard
public testimony asking that Elysian Park be equally distributed between
1&13.
Most importantly, there were absolutely NO comments from anyone about
placing Echo Park Lake, & the Central Echo Park community anywhere but in
the13th. In fact, significant testimony asked to put the area east of Echo
Park, and Angelino Heights into CD 13. It seemed like the only person
asking was Commissioner Polanco.
From what I could gather, Commissioner Polanco stated on 9/20 that Glassell
Park (east of the 2) could remain in CD1 (A on the B2 map), and to offset
the some18,000 in population impacted to 13 by making this change, restore
the existing eastern boundary of CD 13 to its natural dividing line along
Stadium Way, to Elysian Park Drive (aka Vin Scully Ave.). This reunites all
of central Echo Park, resolves the awkward boundary issue of Lilac Terrace
N in 13, & Lilac Terrace S in 1. This would return the Historic, Echo Park
Lake, & business district as a whole in CD 13.
I understand the need to shift the numbers, but if additional populations
need to be absorbed to offset the return of GP East to 1, I’d recommend
adding Angelino Heights to 13. This has been suggested by many of my
neighbors and seemed to be a common theme in earlier public comments.
To the West, we heard loud & clear the need to unify the historic core of
Hollywood from the Walk of Fame, through Thai Town, Little Armenia, & East
Hollywood. Restoring this densely populated community, and maintaining the
Historic Walk of Fame, can easily be offset by keeping Hancock Park,
Larchmont, & Windsor Square in a unified adjacent district.
I was particularly surprised that this new drastic shift redistricted our
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Fletcher Schmidt

Hello:
I am a resident of the Hollywood Hills in CD4 and I am writing to express
my support for Map L for purposes of redistricting. *I do not support map
K2*, which in my view wipes out our district and divides a lot of the
coalitions that have been developed. I do not support my neighborhood being
divided from Los Feliz and mid-city. I believe Map L represents a much more
equitable and inclusive set of districts. Please work off of Map L! Thank
you!!
Fletcher Schmidt
Dear Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It
is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year
after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now
be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the
October Public hearings. Best,
Tieira
www.HTWWS.org
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I am writing to ask that the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is so important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners! It is completely unfair and unjust to both the representatives & the constituents of CD 4 and 2. We cannot all be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity as to which district is which. Regardless of which district is which,
CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election with roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. Nithya inspired voters from around all of Los Angeles
to get involved and her constituents proved how invested they were in being represented by her. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different
district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. It's a completely illogical decision. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings. Sincerely, Tammy Babich (she/her) CD4 Resident
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Gregory Smith
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Rebecca calavan
Los Angeles resident
Hello
I have lived in Los Feliz in Council District 4 for 13 years, and the proposed map K2 is a total travesty. Please do not further divide my neighborhood and split us from Griffith Park. The council districts have a long history of gerrymandering and K2
is just the latest egregious example. Map L is at least a reasonable starting ground. Thank you for your time. Please do the right thing and start from Map L. Joseph Kirkland
Demands: Fair Maps Stop rigging the district maps to serve those in power. Oppose K2’s regressive gerrymander of CD 4. Advance modified versions of both Maps L & K2 for the public to review in October
Transparency
Immediately disclose district numbers for the two maps under consideration so the public and commissioners can understand what they represent.
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Ms Kennon B. Raines
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Tom Carroll

My name is Tom Carroll, at 419 N. Arden Blvd, 2 blocks from Larchmont. I am 73 and a half years old. My wife is Clivetta Carroll. I have lived at the same home since I was 5 years old, April 1953. I strongly support Plan K2 and respectfully ask the
commission/council to be responsive to fellow supporters of Plan K2. Special diversity, i.e. the Orthodox Jewish community. must be maintained. Additionally, there is another diversity evolving in my Larchmont neighborhood that should be
recognized and nurtured. I see ethnic,age,single,married,home/apartment/hotel,working/retired, and varied types of homeless people, all creative, around me. What is amazing is that all of the above types of immediate neighbors feel
comfortable with each other while remaining different. The result is a evolving friendship and repect for differences. the evolution is not from above. It is grassroots. Larchmont is the anchor that fosters communication. We are not ghosts of the
1950 era. We do not see the neighborhood as "If you do better, I do worse." I'm sure there are people like this here, but they can't stop positive changes. I lived through the Fifties and know what it was like. This is not the time to impose a vague
form of engineering to attain a vague form of diversity or happiness when it is already going on in a community with a history. Let the present form of diversity continue to evolve and improve. the last minute Plan L appears ignorant of nuances
going on right now which continue to be positive. Please don't
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Joanne Dorfman Date: September 29, 2021 at 10:20:58 PM PDT
To: rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Subject: Los Angeles redistricting maps
Hello Mr. Gonzalez,
I am a homeowner on Ayres Avenue within the current boundaries of CD5.
I have studied two versions of redistricting maps and am voicing my support for MAP K2.
Our community has many civic groups, and our Westside Neighborhood Council that work in a cohesive manner serving the local residents. We share common interests, values, and ethnicity.
After studying Map L, I am not in favor of my area being cut up into three different council districts.
It seems random, without sound reasoning that this map was drawn. We should not be separated as this would negatively impact our community. I work with our local Riddick Youth Center that serves local scout groups, and youth activities. It's
hard enough nowadays to bring people together, and it hurts to think that our officials will draw new boundaries to try and divide our interests, and representation.
Sincerely,
Joanne Dorfman
10983 Ayres Avenue

Rafael Gonzalez

Nasim Kablan

Shoshanna Green

Donovan Daughtry

To the Redistricting Commission: My name is Nasim Kablan. I am a resident of the 700 block of N Stanley Ave, now part of CD5. I also serve my community as the Zone 2 Representative and member of the Public Safety and Well-being Committee
on the Mid City West Neighborhood Council. Melrose Village has been suffering from serious crimes since the beginning of the covid lockdown. As a result, there are extensive weekly meetings with the Business Improvement District, C-PAB,
Melrose Action, and the Mid City West Neighborhood Council working together to create positive change. Every single meeting and action is
coordinated with our Council-member Koretz’ office to help with necessary efforts across government agencies intended to decrease crime. If Melrose Village was split into two Council Offices, our ability to make Melrose safe again would be far
more complicated and less productive. This redistricting line could literally cost people their lives, because organizing support to service this area would prove too cumbersome. My constituents have also made it clear that this neighborhood
should not be split up. Directly north and south of Melrose should be one district. The needs of the community will fall through the cracks otherwise. The nearly unanimous consensus is that Mid City West needs to be unified under one city
council district, not irresponsibly parceled up amongst three council districts. I’ve attached a community impact statement ratified by the Mid City West Neighborhood Council attesting to this.
So in writing to you today in a personal capacity, I ask that you please discard the current K2 draft of a map that places a small sliver of Mid City West into Council Zone G - see below image for reference. In the next draft, please end District G at La
Brea. I also ask that you make an effort to place Mid City West into a single council district, not the two into which it is currently divided. Thank you,
Nasim Kablan
Sent from my lovely iPhone
Hello,
I’m a resident of the Hollywood Hills in Council District 4. I do not
support the new map, map K2. It would cut us off from Loz Feliz and would
remove my neighborhood from the district.
It is unacceptable to cut out 70% of the current District 4.
I would urge you to work off Map L in developing a fair and just set of
districts for the entire city.
Thank you very much for your time,
Shoshanna Green
-- All the rest,
Shoshanna Green
HTTP://about.me/shoshannagreen
I'm a resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is
completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
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Will Lennon

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Simply put, K2 is disgusting gerrymandering that is
unbelievably cruel to renters. Please fully discuss both mapsL on
Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Will Lennon
Dear Sirs:Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected. NO on Map L.
YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,Virginia Leary-MajdaLearymajda@aol.com
I am writing in support of Map L for District 4. The attempt to cut off 70%
of the current District 4, as proposed by Map K2, is a power grab by the
wealthy.
Wealthy homeowners are not the only people who deserve to have a voice in
our neighborhoods. Please support diversity and equity by working off of
Map L when redrawing District 4.
Thank you.
Lauren Friedman
LA resident of 10+ years
I'm a resident of Los Feliz, City Council District 4, and I do not at all
support K2, which both removes my neighborhood from the district and sends
it sprawling in order to support a small batch of wealthy homeowners over
the needs of the residents of our community. Please, don't cut Los Feliz
out of this district and create this odd, unwieldy, and gerrymandered map.
I'd fully a support a map along the lines of Map L, which represents my
community far better.
Thank you for your time,
Curtis Retherford
3400 Ben Lomond Pl, Apt 318, Los Angeles, CA 90027
Good Evening,
My name is Rosanne Karlebach. I live in Hancock Park, which is located in
Greater Wilshire. My family has lived at this residence since 1937, in other words, four
generations of my family
have lived, worked and supported our community for over 80 years.
It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City
Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and
for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand
and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population.
For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to
remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest
neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I emphatically support Plan K2 and believe that Plan L is not in the best
interest of
this Community.
Thank you for time and consideration,
Rosanne Karlebach
Rossmore Avenue resident
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Fox

Dear Council Members 1. THANK YOU FOR RESTORING Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to District "J" on Map K 2.
2. PLEASE extend District "J" on map K 2 a little further east to include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives. This change will not involve a large population increase (2,756 residents),
but will bring important open spaces into district "J" that are an essential part of this community that share a community of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of
Interest map 47000 on District R. This is the dividing line for Police and Fire Department services as well.
3. District "O" on map K 2 is not geographically compact, bypasses some populations to include others, and must be revised to meet redistricting criteria. Making this district more compact would inherently make it more coherent. We support the
inclusion of hillside communities to the east as currently configured in District "O". We support our member organization Laurel Canyon Association's request to have Laurel Canyon included within a single council district.
4. Although Map L keeps the BABCNC territory together, it has too many other problems that outweigh this fact, including dividing Laurel Canyon a true treasure of Los Angeles. Thank you for your time and sincere consideration.
Paul Fox
Dear Council Members As a resident of the BHPO/Coldwater/Briarcrest area, I support the Bel Air Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council’s position on redistricting.
Please extend District "J" on map K 2 a little further east to include our neighborhood: Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen to Briarcrest Drives. This does not involve a large population increase (2,756
residents).
It restores important open spaces to district "J" that have always been an essential part of our community.
We share communities of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of Interest map 47000 on Districtr. This is the dividing line for our critical Life-Safety services: Police
and Fire Department.
It creates a coherent district with multiple communities of interest that respond to the redistricting criterial of demographics, geography, social, political and religious interests.
Thank you for your time and consideration Francine Golde
To whom it may concern, I'm a resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of
the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Elissa Matsueda Sent from my iPhone
Dear redistricting staff,
I recently heard about the plans to redistrict my neighborhood and would like to oppose proposed Map L on the basis that it splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations including Westwood South of Santa Monica Boulevard
(WSSM) HOA, it divides the Westside neighborhood in to 3 districts which makes no sense and it ignores historical boundaries.
I support the proposed Map K since it will keep our Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 district, it respects boundaries of prominent HOAs, respects the boundaries of our WSSM HOA and continues the historical relationship of the
Wessdie comunities
Thank you for considering the views of the neighbors that live within the affected areas
Best wishes
Lindsay Leaver
1935 Malcolm Avenue
I support Map K2 because: - Map K2 keeps our Westside Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations;
- Map K2 respects the boundaries of our WSSM HOA; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Dear Redistricting Commission - We hope this email finds you well. Attached please a recent correspondence summarizing USC's position on current discussions. We would like to submit for the public record. Thank you for your service to the City
of Los Angeles and our communities. If you have any questions, please let us know.
David Galaviz Associate Vice President
Community & Local Government Partnerships
USC University Relations
University of Southern California
2801 S. Hoover Street
Los Angeles, CA 90089-7740
323-537-6987 (mobile)
In reading about the current redistricting of District 4 I am troubled by
Map K2 which will not protect the voices of LA tenants and create an
environment of hegemony that is counter to the ideals of LA. Don't wipe out
the current District 4. Please use Map L to develop equitable districts.
Rosey Waters
LA resident
Hello! I am a resident of Hancock Park and I am strenuously against Map K2,
which would disconnect me from my closest neighbors. I also visit/work in
Koreatown, so the united Ktown of Map L makes the most sense to me. The
attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is galling and completely
unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
-- Bethy Squires
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Peter Clune

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Peter Clune
-- 860.748.8408 mobile
www.peterclune.com
Please see my letter attached below:
Hello Redistricting Committee
I am a homeowner on Ayres Avenue within the current boundaries of CD5.I have studied two versions of redistricting maps and am voicing my support for MAP K2.Our community has many civic groups, and our Westside Neighborhood Council
that work in a cohesive manner serving the local residents. We share common interests, values, and ethnicity.
After studying Map L, I am not in favor of my area being cut up into three different council districts.It seems random, without sound reasoning that this map was drawn. We should not be separated as this would negatively impact our community.
I work with our local Riddick Youth Center that serves local scout groups, and youth activities. It's hard enough nowadays to bring people together, and it hurts to think that our officials will draw new boundaries to try and divide our interests, and
representation.
Sincerely,Joanne Dorfman10983 Ayres Avenue
HiI am a West of Westwood HOA and Westside Neighborhood Council Stakeholder.
It has come to my attention re: the redistricting and I would like to voice
my concerns.
I oppose Map L because:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
I support Map K2 because:
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
I hope you hear our voices and consider our opinions.
Thanks,
Lili Yen
WOWOA Stakeholder
Hi! I’m writing to support of some version of Map L rather than Map K2,
which doesn’t look like it’ll provide good representation for tenants or a
diverse area.
Thanks,
Amanda Baber
My name is Tomi Hurtado More. I live in the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood, which is located in Greater Wilshire. I am an active, dues-paying member of the Ridgewood Wilton Neighborhood Association and my house is in the federally
designated Wilton Historic District. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique
services that come with living in historic homes. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. I am grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain
together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. But imagine my surprise when I opened my email to see the last minute submission of Plan L. This plan divides and
redistributes neighborhoods at random. It cuts off many neighborhoods from their communities of interest which directly contradicts all efforts to keep these communities intact. I have witnessed the commission’s careful response to public
testimony. Plan L seems to take none of that testimony into consideration nor does it include the thoughtful efforts of the Commission in the creation of Plan K2. Plan L turns a deaf ear to months of cooperative work and the
social/religious/historical/cultural nuance public testimony provides. I object to Plan L vehemently and plead with the Commission to immediately reject it in its entirety!
Thank you,
Tomi Hurtado More
Sent from my iPhone
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Leon Kaplan

I reside across the street from Mr. Owen Smith in the Brookside neighborhood of Greater Wilshire.
I fully subscribe to Mr. Smith’s analysis and strongly join i hi support of Redistricting Plan K2 and in his objections to Redistricting Plan L.
Respectfully,
Judge Leon S. Kaplan
Los Angeles Superior Court (Ret.)
leonskaplan@gmail.com
C 310 463 2650
Fx 323 857 0213
Hello,
My name is Gabby Carroll. I'm a resident of Mid City in Council District 4,
and I do not support map K2. I’m very concerned about it removing my
neighborhood from the district and cutting it off from several communities
that I care about and share my interests. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. It is an obvious attempt to
consolidate the powers of wealthy homeowners and to silence diverse and
low-income communities and tenants. I implore you to work off Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. Keep Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council together with Mid City in District 4. Don't
wipe out the current District 4!
Thanks,
Gabby Carroll
District 4 Resident
-- Best,
Gabby Carroll
gabrielle.carroll72@gmail.com
(973) 459-0037
LinkedIn
Hello, I live within Council District 5. I strongly oppose Map L because:
Map L ignores historical boundaries;
Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
I support Map K2 because:
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within a single District;
Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’ associations; and
Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Pierre Denis
2532 Midvale Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064
(310) 612-9355
pierreadenis@aol.com
HelloI'm a resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is
completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Dan Gregor
Dear Commissioners, <BRI am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. <BR<BRMiracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.<BR<BRMiracle Mile should also remain in same
district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.<BR<BRI want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. <BRI support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed
map. <BR
<BRSincerely,
Emma Taylor
1264 S. Orange Dr
LA, Calif, 90019
I live in Hancock Park, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and
for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons
and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in
District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Nancy Berman

Gabby Carroll

pierre denis

Dan Gregor

Rachel Maya

Nancy Berman
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Esther Maya

Dear Commissioners, <BRI am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard,
south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. <BR<BRMiracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.<BR<BRMiracle Mile should also remain in same
district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.<BR<BRI want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. <BRI support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed
map. <BR<BRSincerely,
Esther Maya
Sent from my iPhone
As a resident of Larchmont and CD 4 I wanted to let the commission know
that I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the
district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The
attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely
unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of
districts for the entire city.
I want to live in a district that is representative of the best of Los
Angeles: multicultural, complex, and diverse.
Thank you,
Michael Martin
-- MICHAEL MARTIN || 518.878.9406
Hi,
I'm a homeowner in Council District 4, in Los Feliz, and I writing to state:
I do NOT support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district
and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest.
Please work off of Map L, which is a much better and more equitable
representation of our community.
Thank you,
Kim Parker
My name is Barbara Ayon. I live in Wilshire Park, 706 S Bronson to be exact,
which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City
Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and
for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our
City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special
diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish
population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to
remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in
District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an
eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not
support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a
deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It appears gerrymandered on its face, dividing and redistributing
neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It
divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from
Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights,
Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City,
Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest.
But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire,
throwing us into a newly engineered district of special interests,
stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow
isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice!
Surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
Sincerely,
Barbara Ayon
NO TO PLAN L!!!!!
-- This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
https://www.avast.com/antivirus
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Amanda Ball

Hello,
My name is Amanda Ball and i am a resident of the greater Wilshire area.
Wilshire Park specifically. I do not support map K2. It removes 70% of the
district alienating communities of interest from each other and that is
completely unacceptable. Map L is a more equitable set of districts and I
would feel much more comfortable with that being used to develop a set of
districts for the entire city. Mid city is an integral part of the mid
Wilshire are and mid Wilshire should be kept together. It's important that
CD4 reflect the diversity of the city.
I hope you take this into consideration.
Best,
Amanda
My Address is 6259 Acacia Street. I'm voicing my concerned about the redistricting of my address. I do not want to change the governing and the general economic growth that my property has been assess in the past 30 years. Why now, why is
this a problem that is being created by this commitee. Do not change this district we are fine and the property value is great. We share more uncommon with the existing mapping than the proposed remaking that is being proposed. Keith Swan
6259 Acacia Street
Los Angeles Ca. 90056
Dear Redistricting Commission,
I am a past member of the Silver Lake Neighborhood Council and past
co-chair of the SLNC Housing and Tenants' Rights committee, and I am the
current co-chair of the SLNC Homelessness committee. As a CD4 stakeholder,
I urge you to favor Map L in the final plan for redistricting, and to
reject map K2.
Map L ensures that tenants and unhoused residents have a voice in city
government and it is the clear choice for maintaining reasonable and
logical district boundaries. It provides the best shot at diversity and
equity for the residents of the neighborhoods affected. Map K2, in addition
to being a clearly gerrymandered and ridiculous way of forming a district,
would actively hurt tenants and would prevent our city's most vulnerable
residents from being represented in city council. Homeowners have enough
advantages, it's time to let others speak. Please do the right thing and
use map L for redistricting.
Thank you,
Samantha Danner
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I request that the redistricting commission immediately disclose district
numbers for the two draft maps under consideration. Revealing district
numbers on these two drafts is crucial for the public and the
commissioners. Without doing so, the commission is causing undue
pressure on representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2. This is
especially the case by asking them to weigh in on maps missing clear
labeling on which district is which.
After winning her seat in a historic election, Councilmember Raman has
spent the last year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters.
However, these new maps threaten to relocate Councilmember Raman into a
different district with few or none of those voters that elected her. This
is unfair. Please thoroughly discuss both maps at Thursday’s meeting and
advance revised versions for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
-- Alfredo Huante, Ph.D.
Chancellor's Postdoctoral Fellow
*UCLA* Department of Chicana/o and Central American Studies
*E *ahuante@g.ucla.edu | *T* 310.883.8404
Website: www.alfredohuante.com
Recent article in* Urban
Affairs Review *
Pronouns: he/him
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Blake Robin

Hello - I am a resident of Los Feliz. We like corrected Map K as seen at https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/City-of-LA-RP-Draft-Plan-K-Corrected.pdf , however we think it should include Griffith Park. My neighbors and I walk in
the park every day, it is an area that we feel very close and connected to.
Thank you,
Blake
---------------------------------------------Blake Robin | Composer/Producer
blake@nolitala.com | 415.722.0523
http://nolitala.com | twit @discoworkout
Dear Redistricting Commission:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Andrew Reifandrew.reif@yahoo.com
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Myesha Gosselin Date: September 29, 2021 at 6:10:42 PM PDT
To: elissa.barrett@lacity.org, fred.ali@lacity.org, arianna.jukes@lacity.org, Christine.peters@lacity.org, frank.cardenas@lacity.org, natalie.freidberg@lacity.org, rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org, redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, robert.battles@lacity.org
Subject: Re: Elysian Park
I live on Walcott Way in Echo Park in CD 13. My representative is Council member Mitch O’Farrell. I want my area to remain in CD 13 and to consider including these communities:
Glassell Park
Atwater Village
Elysian Valley
Echo Park Elysian Park
Angelino Heights
Silverlake
Historic Filipino Town
East Hollywood-Thai Town-Little Armenia
Hollywood
It is also critical that Elysian Park continue to be served by both CD 1 and CD 13. The park is a critical aspect of the community and should be protected from development. Thank you for your time M Gosselin

Andrew Reif

Rafael Gonzalez

Rafael Gonzalez

Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Kathleen Klein-Wakefield Date: September 29, 2021 at 6:22:53 PM PDT
To: rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Subject: Re: Comment for Log - Redistricting Comment-Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (LACCRC)
Dear Mr. Gonzalez and the Commissioners for the Los Angeles City Redistricting,
Balance
As a Stakeholder I believe the current Council Districts should remain intact in order to best democratically serve All the varied needs of the communities. This is a great way to have the balance to meet people's needs.
As a Stakeholder I believe the current Council Districts should remain intact to ensure that the Public programs currently underway will not be upset by movement of Map and District lines Safety
Public Services
Open Green Spaces (Especially Elysian Park and Echo Park lake)
Clean Air
Sunlight As a Stakeholder I believe the current Council Districts should remain intact to bring more eyes and minds on the issue of development for it to be dealt with democratically.
Once built, buildings can not be easily removed.
The city of Los Angeles is unique with it’s landscape, open green spaces and endless sky. This city and it's Parks are a treasure.
Thank you for your attention and most respectfully,
Kathleen Klein-Wakefield
1418 Sutherland St, Los Angeles, CA 90026
kathleenkleinwakefield.com
(213) 247-0611
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Rafael Gonzalez

Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Marcia Maiten Date: September 29, 2021 at 6:34:04 PM PDT
To: rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Subject: Approve Map K-2 Redistricting
Thank you.
Marcia G. Maiten
11693 San Vicente Blvd.
PMB 802
Los Angeles, CA 90049-5105
310-476-5532
My name is Laurie Kilmartin, I’m a homeowner in LA County (Burbank) and the
current attempt to redraw the districts is terrible! The proposed iteration
will make things worse for tenants, and increase inequality in LA.
Please vote NO on redrawing the lines.
Thanks
Laurie Kilmartin
I support Map K2
CHARLES SEGARS
Segars Media
Partner
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: June Martin Date: September 29, 2021 at 7:26:48 PM PDT
To: rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Subject: Approve map K2
June Martin
Martinjk35@gmail.com Sent from my iPhone
Sent from my iRafael
Begin forwarded message:
From: Tina Gittelson Date: September 29, 2021 at 7:38:50 PM PDT
To: frank.cardenas@lacity.org, rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org, robert.battles@lacity.org, arianna.jukes@lacity.org, layla.hamedi@lacity.org
Subject: Approve Map K-2
Dear Commission Members:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Tina Gittelson
Tgelegant@gmail.com
To whom it may concern:
As a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, I wholeheartedly do not support map K2. This map removes parts of my neighborhood from the district. Also, it makes no sense to divide us from Griffith Park. I do not want to see 70% of the current
district excluded in the future. This is unacceptable. Instead, please work off map L to develop an equitable set of districts for the city.
Thank you,
Tawal Panyacosit Jr.
Sent from my iPhone
Hello Board,
I’ve have been a resident of the Old Ladera area (Westchester) for 40 years, and would like to remain a part of Westchester. I can’t see the justification for this redistricting which would cost devaluation of our property. I would like to know what
brought this about and why we the community was not notified earlier to fight this.
Concern Home Owner.
Sent from my iPad

Laurie Kilmartin

Charles Segars

Rafael Gonzalez

Rafael Gonzalez

Tawal Panyacosit Jr.

Curtis Penamon
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Wendy Dytman

We are writing on behalf of the long time residents of theBriar Summit area to make you aware that we are all opposed to the new potential changes to our area.
When we in Briar Summit actively worked with theMountains Recreation and Conservation Authority (MRCA) on the acquisition ofthe 40 acres of land abutting Briar Summit, Laurel Canyon worked with us. Ourtwo neighborhoods are immediately
adjacent and we in Briar Summit share a loveof Laurel Canyon and consider it our home, too (Briar Summit being just 500 ftfrom Laurel Canyon Blvd to the East). We share numerous issues that bothcommunities are passionate about and are
active in supporting, together.
The idea of splitting Laurel Canyon into two districts is ananathema to us - It is not only a tight knit community, A SINGLENEIGHBORHOOD, it is a world famous community that lives in consciousness of generations. In the 60's, it was one of the
most famousneighborhoods in the country and was the national symbol of neighbors workingand playing together. That has NOT changed. We regularly supporttheir causes, and they do the same for us. Arbitrarily splitting Laurel Canyon and
lumping Briar Summitinto a different district
means that whenissues of mutual concern arise, (and they will, since we are tied by bothgeography AND community, we would not have the unanimity of vision andexperience to easily tackle these problems the way we have done so in the past.
For all these reasons and more, we REJECT Map L.
The alternative map (below) which was submitted to theCommittee makes far more sense...it includes Hillside communities fromHollywood Hills to the 405. Hillside communities share many issues thatare unique to them, including fire hazards,
traffic issues and wildlifecontrol, just to name a few......
We are URGING you to support Map K-2, below, and to NOTsupport breaking Laurel Canyon in to separate districts, which would destroy a community that (unlike many in L.A) actually thinks of itself as, and actslike, a true community.
Jack & Wendy Dytman Eric & Laura Basset
2964 Okean Place 3027 Paulcrest Dr
Los Angeles CA 90046 LosAngeles, CA. 90046
Joe and Lucy Perna Ken & Caroline Burry
3021 Paulcrest Dr 2940 Briar Summit Dr
Los Angles, Ca 90046 LosAngeles CA 90046
Max Michael & Paul Sherrod & Hilary Zaitz Michael Jessica Elliott
8014 Briar Summit Dr 2953Okean Place
Los Angeles, Ca 90046 Los Angeles, CA. 90046
JL and Melissa Singer
2950 Okean Place
Los Angeles, CA 90046
I oppose Map L . And while I am a champion of FAIR redistricting this is not!
CHARLES SEGARS
Segars Media
Dear Members of the Redistricting Committee,
I am a resident of the Benedict Canyon Association. While I fully
understand there are many factors going into the decision on where to
separate districts, I want to share some insight with you.
The residents of Bel Air, Beverly Glen, Benedict Canyon, Franklin and
Coldwater Canyons are like minded individuals advocating for green space,
conservation, and preservation of the beautiful lands of these
neighborhoods. Furthermore, separating our neighbors into another district
will split our voices and votes by diluting us out.
For these reasons, I write to you to:
1. *Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to
District "J" on Map K. *
2. We urge you to* extend District "J" on Map K2 a little further east to
include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of
Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives.* This change will not involve a
large population increase (2,756 residents) but will bring important open
spaces into district "J" that are an essential part of this community that
shares a community of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon
traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of
Interest Map 47000 on District. This is the dividing line for Police and
Fire Department services as well.
3. *District "O" on Map K2 is not geographically compact, bypasses some
populations to include others, and must be revised to meet redistricting
criteria.* Making this district more compact would inherently make it more
coherent. We support the inclusion of hillside communities to the east as
currently configured in District "O". We support our neighbor member
organization Laurel Canyon Association's request to have Laurel Canyon
included within a single council district.
4. *Although Map L keeps the territory together, it has too many other
problems that outweigh this fact, including dividing Laurel Canyon.*
I hope this email is taken into account when deciding on next steps.
Sincerely
Farhad Melamed, M.D., Roya Melamed Esq, Micah, Mia and Luca Melamed

Charles Segars

Farhad Melamed
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mary robinson

If you haven't sent your letter yet, don't email paul@redistrictingpartners.com Just send to: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org Thanks for your committed efforts and passion!!!!! MM
On Wednesday, September 29, 2021, 06:50:26 PM PDT, Wendy Dytman wrote: Thanks- a great letter...Mine just addresses the Laurel Canyon situation from the point of view of Briar Summit, a community which has worked closely with, and feels
kinship tto, Laurel Canyon. I have sent emails to about 20 stakeholders in Briar Summit requesting they give me permission to add their names and addresses to the letter, figuring that there might be strength in numbers...we can only do what we
can do...how was the turnout at the Country store? I was busy organizing here...
I was not paying attention to the other parts of the city buy how interesting that they unites the primary communities of Koreatown, Park La Brea, etc... there must be some political advantage to leaving those areas alone....
W
On Wednesday, September 29, 2021, 06:13:24 PM PDT, mary robinson wrote: Dear Commissioners:I adamantly oppose and reject draft map L!!!!!!!!! and I adamantly support draft map K2!!!!!!!!!!
Map K2 is the staff recommendation based on community input and Executive Director Frank Cardenas' vision to create a bridge district to the valley, thus leaving the valley whole, and to respect the Mulholland Corridor and the Hillsides as
communities of interest. His K2 draft also tries to use NC's boundaries as guidelines where possible, based on the assumption they outline communities of interest (an exception would be Laurel Canyon and Bel Air.)
Map L divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon Blvd. Divides Larchmont and Hancock Park. It hacks up West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights and bisects UNNC. It divides Sunset Blvd. Spaulding Square. Century City somehow
lands in District 10. It cuts Beverly Wood, Carthay and Pico Robertson off from their Communities of Interest. But it unites all of K-Town (pop. 120k, primarily renters), Park LaBrea (pop. 12k, renters), claws Los Feliz and Silverlake back in, and
makes a full retreat from the Valley. PLEASE!!!!! PLEASE!!!!!! PLEASE!!!!! Don't divide Laurel Canyon!!!!!....
Reject Draft Map L and support draft map K2!!!!!
Thank You,
Mary M Robinson
34 year Resident
8086 Woodrow Wilson DriveLos Angeles CA. 90046
|||||
||
||
||
|||||
|
|
|
|
|
|
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. I share the view that map L would be a disaster for my neighborhood,
Westwood hills. Our needs are significantly different from the needs of the communities proposed in map L. The westside communities share similar concerns ranging from metro expansion, UCLA, traffic mitigation,infrastructure concerns etc that
require the focus of one council office. Breaking us into different districts fails to address our concerns cohesively .
NO on Map L.
Thank you
Sherry west
Sherrydarling12 @gmail.com
Sent from my iPhone
I'm a resident of Koreatown in Council District 4 and I'm writing in
opposition to Map k2, which divides the neighborhood and cuts it off from
several communities that are important to my family. The attempt to cut out
70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off
of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Ari D. Voukydis
I live in Park La Brea. I'm writing to request that Park La Brea, a
multi-cultural community consisting entirely of tenants, remain unified in
the redistricting process with other multi-cultural tenant-rich
communities. In particular, I would like us to stay in the same council
district as Los Feliz. Here's why this is important. The statewide and
city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful
legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will
weigh the interests of landlords and homeowners against the interests of
tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities
such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have
clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present,
there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By
dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps
under consideration might well reduce that to zero. Please ensure that Park
La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for
your consideration.

Sherry West

Ari Voukydis

Ron Gutis
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sheri gasche

My name is Sheri Gasche. I live in SOHO, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional
City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population.
For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that with Plan K2 you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded
Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I do not
support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It divides Greater Wilshire by severing Larchmont. It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the
Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off
Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for the remainder of Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from
Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
My other exception is that our neighborhood association, SOHO includes Barton Ave. between Las Palmas and Seward. The north side of Barton Ave. abutts studios with different issues, but the south side of Barton Ave. is residential and is
contiguous to our neighborhood of residential domiciles. Please consider including this area of Barton Ave in the K2 plan so it continues to be a part of GWNA and that Soho is not split between districts.
My best regards,
Sheri Gasche
As a 41 year residents of Los Feliz, We support the K2 plan for redistricting, but since Griffith Park has always been a part of this district, We support adding this back to the district as we are the community that looks after Griffith Park and are
most impacted by it’s use and changes to it’s use. Sincerely,
Keith G Kauhanen, MD
Jim Petrone Sent from my iPhone
Dear Mr. Cardenas and the rest of the L.A. City Redistricting staff,
My wife Sally Bradford McKenna and I have been homeowners in West L.A. for nearly 15 years — on Gibson, Cushdon, and currently on Dannyhill. Furthermore, my parents, my 11 siblings, and I lived in Little Holmby on Conway Avenue
throughout the ‘60s, ‘70s, and into the ‘80s. In other words, my wife and I have deep, strong ties to this community, and that’s why we strongly support Map K2 and oppose Map L.
We oppose Map L because:
• Map L ignores historical boundaries;
• Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
• Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations and community groups. Specifically, our community is cut right in half.
We support Map K2 because:
• Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
• Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and community groups; and
• Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
We ask you to please help us in the fight to protect our community that so many — including our family and friends — have worked so hard to build. Sincerely,
Chris McKenna
3100 Dannyhill Drive
L.A. CA 90064
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Thank you,
Ashok Mukhey
amukhey@outlook.com

kgkhnn@gmail.com

Chris McKenna

Ashok Mukhey
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Valentine Freeman

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners as well. It is unfair to both the representatives and
constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these
maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just one year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election with
roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they
entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of
a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.
Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised
versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Demands:
1. 1. Fair Maps
- -Stop rigging the district maps to serve those in power
- -Oppose K2’s regressive gerrymander of CD 4
- -Advance modified versions of both Maps L & K2 for the public to
review in October
1. 2. Transparency
- - Immediately disclose district numbers for the two maps under
consideration so the public and commissioners can understand these maps in
advance of Thursday’s meeting.
Sincerely,
Valentine Freeman
-- - - VALENTINEFREEMAN.COM
@TINOFREEMAN
Hello City Redistricting Commissioners:
I am an owner of property Century Glen (10353 Keswick Ave) and am directly impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I very much SUPPORT the J boundary of Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because: *Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a major thoroughfare. Thus disrupting
our neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries.
*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity.
Sincerely,
Vanessa Buskirk
10353 Keswick Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
CD 5 -- Century Glen HOA (Tract 7260)
Hello,
I am a Los Angeles resident and I highly encourage you to go off of map L
for Council District 4. Map L better serves the community and renters, and
I believe the redistribution seen in Map K2 will negatively affect the
entirety of Los Angeles county.
Thank you for your time,
Sara Ghaleb
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Liz Eldridge

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Liz Eldridge
District 1 resident
-- Sent from a pocket computer.
Hello,
I'm a Los Feliz resident in Council District 4, and I do not support map
K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from
several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the
current District 4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park. Thanks.
Lucas Koppel
I live in Studio City and I do not support map K2, which removes that neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable.
Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city. I want a district that protects the voices of tenants in LA.
Support diversity and equity.
Don't wipe out the current District 4.
Jana Schmieding
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely, Gian-Paul Bergeron
I'm a long time resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District
4 is completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Don't divide us and cut us off from Griffith Park.
The new districts are an obscene power grab and people should be ashamed of themselves. Sarah Robertson O'Keeffe
310.210.1506
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely, Kirby Howell-Baptiste - (Emails are legally binding)
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Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps L & K2 on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps
for consideration in the October Public hearings. Thank you,
Josie Gormley
CD 4 Constituent
Saul J. Faerstein, MD
Dear Sirs:
Redistricting is important to me. I care about my community and the future of my city.
*Please approve Map K-2*, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Freeway have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities.
Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – *NO on Map L*.
*Vote YES on Map K-2*.
Thank you,
Saul J. Faerstein MD
faer@ucla.edu
-- Saul J. Faerstein, MD
158 Greenfield Avenue
Los Angeles, CA
Tel (310) 550-0565
Fax (310) 550-8487
Jon Klassen
I'm a resident of northern Silverlake and am against Map K2 - it cuts out
my neighborhood from the current district as well as several other valuable
contributing neighborhoods. Cutting 70 percent of the current map is out of
the question and goes against the spirit of this city and the leadership we
voted for in the last election.
*Consider this strong support for working off Map L and more equitable
districts. *
Thank you,
Jon
jwilkins1627@roadrunner.com Commissioners:I wish to thank the Commission for Plan K2 and request
its' unqualified support for Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2
rather than District O in Plan L, but the Commission must also make
Griffith Park be part of District G with Los Feliz. Adding Griffith
Park lands to District G is vitally important and would not impact the
demographics of the overall redestricting plan since there is no
residential population in Griffith Park.
Our Los Feliz district has a more than 200 year association with the
environs of Griffith Park and the care and welfare of the park has
been the responsibility of the neighborhood since the Los Feliz
land-grant was awarded to Jose Antonio Feliz in 1800 and recognized by
the City of Los Angeles since 1910.
I have lived in Los Feliz for over 47 years and within 2 blocks of the
Commonwealth entrance to Griffith Park for the last 24 years. It is
not only the central focus of our neighborhood association, but we
consider it our responsibility to safeguard its' future for the
benefit of every Angeleno and visitors from all over the world as we
have for the past 220 years. There is no reason to sever this
relationship and will strongly oppose any effort to do so.
Sincerely,Judith D. Wilkins2449 N. Commonwealth AveLos Angeles
90027jwilkins1627@roadrunner.com
Adrienne Belai
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Adrienne Sent from my iPhone
Josie Gormley
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Stina Pederson

Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important not only for the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday's meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Stina Pederson
-- Stina Pederson
Pronouns: she, her
I have a website !
I'm part of a super cool super heroines
project!
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps during Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Catherine Newell-Hanson
To whom it may concern,
I have just found out that the city is thinking about changing our district
maps that make the boundaries for our homeowners associations and our
neighborhood council.
I have been living in Rancho Park for almost 20 years and I am very
concerned about Map L because it ignores historical boundaries and divides
my neighborhood council into *three* districts. It also splits up my
homeowner association as well as other longstanding and prominent
homeowners associations.
Our homeowners associations and neighborhood council have been instrumental
in helping our community survive together during the difficult times many
of us had during the recent lockdown and have helped local businesses stay
alive and a part of our community.
Please *reject* map L.
*I am urging you to support map K2* as it keeps the Westside Neighborhood
Council entirely in a single district, it continues the
historical relationship of the Westside communities and the homeowners
associations and their boundaries that have been in place for decades.
Thank you,
Toni and Randall McKillop
10747 Ashby Ave,
Rancho Park
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings. Sincerely,
Griffin Rowell
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Betsy Cavalier

To Whom it May Concern: I am a parent of two students at Larchmont Charter School at Selma. I strongly believe that Urban Hollywood should stay in Council District 13. Our school and its parent community have been working closely with the
CD13 office on the homelessness crisis that plagues our city and is especially acute outside of our Selma campus. While the work is slow, I believe the CD13 office has the relationships and deep community knowledge to do this work most
effectively. With Covid, the progress stopped, but in recent weeks we have seen improvements as the city services have been restored. I worry that the progress will go backwards if Hollywood moves to another district. Our unhoused neighbors
can’t afford this, and neither can our schools.
Thank you for your time. Sincerely,
Betsy Cavalier
Dear Honorable Commissioners, I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically
changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of
renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for
consideration in the October Public hearings.
I would also like to request that Koreatown be made whole into one District and Eagle Rock and the Arroyo Seco neighborhoods be kept whole in CD14
Thank you.
Dear Honorable Commissioners,
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps at Thursday's meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Brian Hutton
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the
representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember
Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a
dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public
hearings.
Best, Laura Beck
90026
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Thomas Lawson and I live in the Ridgewood WiltonNeighborhood Association area, the Historic Wilton District. I am writing again(the third time you have heard from me) to express my support for keeping ourarea, and the St Andrews
Square area to our immediate east, together and partof the Greater Wilshire community. I am grateful for the work the Commission isdoing, listening to us all and revising the plan for the betterment of the cityas a whole. I supported Plan K, and
now support Plan K2, and specificallyDistrict J. Speaking with my neighbors, I can attest that we all wish to beincluded as part of District J, where we share a community of interest, fromhistoric residential neighborhoods that we wish to preserve,
to significantcultural amenities like museums and libraries. My neighbors’ children go to thesame schools and play in the same sports leagues. It is important to us that wehave a City Council member who is responsive to us, who looks out for us
in thelarger frame of the city.
I understand that redistricting always involves somecompromise, but for local democracy to work it is important that our electedofficials represent communities of shared interest. The apparent last-minutesubmission of a Plan L seems calculated
to work against that ideal. Plan K2 isthe result of a careful consideration of public input, this new plan would seemto ignore all that work for the sake of some not quite named agenda. I trustthe commission will reject this upstart plan for the
cynical ploy it is, andinstead endorse the well-supported Plan K2.
Thank you,
Thomas Lawson
127 Wilton Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90004
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Ken Barnard

I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
- Ken Barnard
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
It's shameful that politicians try to rig the electoral system in their
favor when they can't win on their policies and platforms. The people of
LA deserve better than that, and those running for office should change
their policies and platforms if they can't win with them, not change the
rules of the election.
Sincerely,
Chris Riddle
828.231.2153
chris.riddle@gmail.com
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the
representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has
spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on
Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Sherin Varghese
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the
representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember
Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a
dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public
hearings.
Brian S. Kalata
bkla123@gmail.com
310-497-5925 c
323–776-3549 o
Sent from my iPhone... please excuse my thumbs!
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Freddie Campion

I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the
representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember
Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a
dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public
hearings.
Sincerely,
Freddie Campion
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 (I live in CD4) and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these
maps without clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
-- Rob Krauss
315-450-5126 - c
robkrauss.com
robertmkrauss@gmail.com
Miracle Mile cannot be excised from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Roach (Spaulding Ave)
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the
representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which. Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing just 1 year after Councilmember
Raman won a historic election w/ roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a
dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year ago. Please fully discuss both mapsL on Thursday’s meeting and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October Public
hearings.
Sincerely,
William Weber
We are long-time members of the WNC and Overland community on the west side, and when we heard a potential map that would split our community literally down the middle, we are aghast at what impact that may have, dividing our
neighbors from on another. As such, we are in opposition to the proposed map L, and strongly support K2 as it would keep our community whole with a common voice and representation.
Sincerely,
Gerald Chao
Resident of Overland Avenue
2. Please extend District "J" on Map K2 a little further east to include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives. This change will not involve a large population increase (2,756 residents)
but will bring important open spaces into district "J" that are an essential part of this community that shares a community of interest around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of
Interest Map 47000 on District. This is the dividing line for Police and Fire Department services as well. 3. District "O" on Map K2 is not geographically compact, bypasses some populations to include others, and must be revised to meet
redistricting criteria. Making this district more compact would inherently make it more coherent. We support the inclusion of hillside communities to the east as currently configured in District "O". We support our neighbor member organization
Laurel Canyon Association's request to have Laurel Canyon included within a single council district. 4. Although Map L keeps the territory together, it has too many other problems that outweigh this fact, including dividing Laurel Canyon. Sent
from my iPad
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for the last 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay, all
neighborhoods developed a century ago and still enrich and nourish continuing generations of families and welcome newcomers as well. I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition let you know our neighborhood
must not be divided. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with a request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Linda Sallas
Lindasallas@gmail.com
Genesee Avenue
Sent from my iPhone
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juliebarker@att.net

As a life-long resident of Council District 5, an active member of my community and a member of the WNC, OAC, WOWHOA and RPNW, I ask that you please keep our district together. I support Redistricting Map K2.
* Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
* Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and community groups; and
* Map K2 continues the historic relationship of the Westside communities.
I oppose Map L because:
* Map L ignores historic boundaries;
* Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
* Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
For years we have successfully worked with our City Councilmember to maintain our quality of life and to constantly strive for improvement in our communities. We need to preserve and protect the integrity of our community. To do this, we
need to maintain our current cohesive community which has similar goals and attitudes focused on keeping our area a strong, safe and vibrant place to live.
Therefore, we need our Council District to remain intact so our Councilmember can continue to appropriately represent our interests.
Thank you,
Julie Barker
Hello City Redistricting Commissioners:
I am a resident of Century Glen living at 10368 Keswick and am directly impacted by the proposed redistricting maps. I very much SUPPORT the J boundary of Map K2.
I support Map K2 because:
*Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within one district.
*Map K2 respects the boundaries of established homeowners' associations; and
*Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
*Most importantly, Map K2 keeps my neighborhood's boundaries intact without lopping off two streets, consisting of the western edge of our neighborhood!
I oppose Map L because: *Map L cuts off streets which are traditionally seen as part of our current neighborhood boundaries, causing two streets to suddenly become part of a new territory separated by a major thoroughfare, thus disrupting our
neighborhood's integrity and community continuity.
*Map L ignores historical boundaries.
*Map L divides our Neighborhood Council into three districts!
*Map L splits up long-standing and prominent homeowner's associations.
Please support Map K2 as this will allow us to keep our current neighborhood boundaries intact and keep up our community's continuity.
Sincerely,
Joan Rosen
10368 Keswick Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
CD 5 -- Century Glen HOA (Tract 7260)
Sent from my iPhone
This email is to urge you to support Map K2. I really want within Council District 5 and also within our own Westwood Neighborhood Council that works relentlessly for our community.
Regards,
Jacqueline and Rose
2817 Midvale Ave Los Angeles 90064.
Sent from my iPhone
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely, Thomas s hernandez.
Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) supports the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association’s (“SOHA”) redistricting recommendation submitted today. POSO supports and recommends Draft Map K2 because all of Sherman Oaks, including POSO, is in
District A. POSO was Renamed in our 2009 Council File 08-2758 and the 2010 Redistricting Commission made a “defacto policy decision” based on the LA City Renaming Policy and grandfathered and united POSO with Greater Sherman Oaks ten
years ago. We especially like Map K2 because District A is a 100% Valley district with four adjacent communities of interest. We are happy that the Valley finally gets the 5.7 districts it deserves and has only a single bridge district through
Cahuenga Pass creating an Entertainment District. Additionally, Mr. Cardenas’ thoughtful genesis in the creation of Map K2 was comprehensive and fully vetted. We feel Map K2 is a better map than Map L for all these reasons. We thank the
Commission and Staff for their tireless effort on this very difficult project and for listening to POSO’s many letters, emails and testimonies from the residents. Thank you,
Ann O’Connor
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Jerry Domier

Joan Rosen

Jacqueline Rose

Santiago Hernandez

Ann O Connor

Gerard Domier
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Melissa Atkinson

I am writing to express my support for Map K2, created by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission, and my opposition to Map L.
I oppose Map L because:
* Map L ignores historical boundaries;
* Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
* Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
I support Map K2 because:
* Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
* Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and community groups; and
* Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
I appreciate your consideration.
Sincerely,
Melissa Atkinson
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and long time residents of Rancho
Park—Cheviot Hills. We have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and
splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked
together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects
the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical
relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2
Sincerely,
Tobi Kaufman & Greg Kaufman
I am a Westside NC stakeholder and a long time resident of Westwood Gardens Civic Association.
I have reviewed Map K2 and Map L. Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues. On the other hand, Map
K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities.
I urge you to support Map K2.
Sincerely,
David Gelberg
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago. Please fully discuss both maps on Thursday’s meeting
and advance revised versions of both maps for consideration in the October
Public hearings.
Sincerely,
Brian McCullom

Tobi Kaufman

David Gelberg

Brian McCullom
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Gladys & Mike

We are Michael and Gladys Sandoval, and live in Hancock Park, which is located in Greater Wilshire. We have lived in this home since 2017, and feel very connected to this neighborhood. It is vitally important to our family and to our
neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also
understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population.
For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which we fully support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community
of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. We have been following, and have been participating through emails with the redistricting process. We have been disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour
Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and we –Gladys & Mike-- do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. Here are the reasons why we do not
support this last minute Plan L:
· It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at random.
· It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate.
· It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding Square from Sunset.
· It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council.
· It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of Interest.
· Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake.
We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.
Again, we thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, and for the opportunity to have Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2. We believe this is where we belong.
Thank you,
Gladys & Michael Sandoval
It is extremely important to me, my family, friends, and neighbors, that our City Council member be responsive to our wants and needs.
We rely on you, Nithaya Raman, not only for ensuring that our basic City services are maintained, but also protecting all of the unique services that come with living in our precious neighborhood.
We must also ask that you understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our Orthodox Jewish population.
Furthermore, we are grateful for the opportunity that you, and the Redistricting Commission, are providing us, at Greater Wilshire, to remain together with our like-minded neighbors (Fairfax, West LA, Bel Air, Beverly Crest, and Brentwood) in
District J of Plan K2; that is our best fit, and where we will be best served.
I wholeheartedly support plan K2.
Sincerely,
Gia T Marakas
Sincerely,
Wayne Lothian

Gia Marakas

Wayne Lothian
Andrea Leon-Grossmann
david donley

Dear Commissioners;
My name is Marci Donley. I have lived in Wilshire Park for the last forty years. Before it actually was an HPOZ. I and several residents helped create which as you know is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my
neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also
understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are
grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. Thank you,
Marci
Marci Donley
xyzmad@ca.rr .com
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Arturo Martinez

As a resident in Council District 5, an active member of my community and a
member of the WNC, OAC, WOWHOA and RPNW, I ask that you please keep our
district together.
I *support* Redistricting Map K2.
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and
community groups; and
- Map K2 continues the historic relationship of the Westside communities.
I *oppose* Map L because:
- Map L ignores historic boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations
and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
We are a cohesive community made up of neighborhoods that work well
together because we have similar goals and attitudes focused on keeping our
area a strong, safe and vibrant place to live as well as preserving and
protecting the integrity of our communities.
Our residents live in established and historic neighborhoods that can
easily be mapped by large streets, such as Ventura Blvd on the North,
National Blvd on the South, Sepulveda on the West and Highland on the East.
For years we have successfully worked with our City Councilmember for the
betterment of our communities and to maintain our quality of life.
Therefore, we need our Council District to remain intact so our
Councilmember can continue to appropriately represent our interests.
Thank you,
Arturo Martinez

Beth Fulton
Beth Fulton
Robinson, Ariel B.

jill@matteson.io

My husband and I have been residents of Cheviot Hills for nearly 10 years and care a lot about our neighborhood. We've reviewed Map K2 and Map L and strongly urge you to support Map K2. Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a
single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities, whereas Map L ignores historical boundaries, and splits up our existing HOAs that have successfully
worked together to address Westside issues. We appreciate you taking our voices into account.
Sincerely,
Ariel Robinson
Ariel Robinson
Pircher, Nichols & Meeks LLP
1901 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 1200, Los Angeles, CA 90067
T: 310.201.8986 | E: abrobinson@pircher.com
www.pircher.com
I am a homeowner in Rancho Park and a member of the West of Westwood HOA. I
am writing to you to urge you to support the Map K2 redistricting map, as it
is critical that the Westside Neighborhood Council remain in CD5 and that we
keep our neighborhood intact. As a result: I oppose Map L because:
* Map L ignores historical boundaries;
* Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
* Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations
and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
I support Map K2 because:
* Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
* Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and
community groups; and
* Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
Thank you for your consideration of this important matter.
Best, Jill Matteson
jill@matteson.io
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David Donley

My name is David Donley. I have lived in Wilshire Park for the last forty years. Before it actually was an HPOZ. I and several residents helped create which as you know is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my
neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also
understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are
grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served. I understand this is a very complicated
process and do very much appreciate your time and energy.
Thank you,
David
David Donley
cell/text 213 706 1969
daviddonley213@gmail.com
Larry Eisenberg MD

Larry Eisenberg
bjshapiro2@verizon.net
Anne Stein
Carolyn Canterbury
Anne Stein
Daniel Chun

Elissa Lorber

Carolyn Canterbury

Chuck Shapiro

This is absurd. You must stop gerrymandering the districts now! The voters are not aware of this shady business you’re up to!! Carolyn Canterbury CD 8 Sent from my iPhone
I'm writing to oppose Map K2 and to strenuously oppose any map that
gerrymanders CM Raman out of the areas where she recently won the most
votes of any councilmember ever, and was given a strong mandate to fight
for lower income residents of LA, especially people of color. It would be
shocking and unconscionable to disenfranchise the thousands of Angelenos
who elected her in such a historic fashion.
Thank you,
Daniel Chun
I have studied the plans and am overwhelmingly in favor of Plan K2.
It is the more logical and appropriate choice.
Please select Plan K2.
Elissa Lorber
I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.
Sincerely,
Carolyn Canterbury
LA Resident CD 8
-- Carolyn H. Canterbury
c | 3 *23-809-9895*
*www.linkedin.com/in/carolyncanterbury
*
Thank you for restoring Bel Air, Beverly Glen, and Benedict Canyon to District "J" on Map K 2.
Please extend District "J" on map K 2 be extended further east to include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with the inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives.
This change will bring important open spaces into district "J" that are an essential part of this community, a community with shared interests around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on
Community of Interest map 47000 on District. This is the dividing line for Police and Fire Department services as well. Further, it will not materially impact the population of the neighborhood (2,756 residents).
District "O" on map K 2 is not geographically compact, bypasses some populations to include others, and must be revised to meet redistricting criteria. Making this district more compact would inherently make it more coherent. We support the
inclusion of hillside communities to the east as currently configured in District "O". We support our member organization Laurel Canyon Association's request to have Laurel Canyon included within a single council district.
Although Map L keeps the BABCNC territory together, it has too many other problems that outweigh this fact, including dividing Laurel Canyon.
Respectfully,
Chuck & Julie Shapiro
2384 Bowmont Dr.
BH, 90210
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My name is Caroline Johnson, and I am a resident of Los Feliz in CD4. I am
writing tonight to beg you to reconsider using map k2 for redistricting.
This is a blatantly anti renter move, and as much of our district
encompasses renters, I ask you please not cater to wealthy homeowners, and
consider us as well. Don't separate us from Griffith park!
Map L is much better for this districts' needs. Please don't go forward
with your blatantly political choice.
Best
Caroline Johnson
Alexandra Nagy
As a public advocate that works with the City of Los Angeles to transition off fossil fuels to 100% clean energy, I want to see Council districts that that protect the voices of tenants in LA and keeps communities together to better advocate for
community based climate justice solutions. Renters and tenants have a crucial role to play in an equitable transition to clean energy.
It’s harder for communities to take part in these bold moves initiatives by LADWP to transform our utility on water and climate issues if they do not share a political representative with the neighborhoods they most identify with.
Regarding, CD4 I do not support map K2, which removes neighborhoods from the district and servers communities. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is completely unacceptable, especially as it’s targeting renting populations.
Renters pay the utility bills and need to be empowered in decisions made by LADWP and the City Council. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Alexandra Nagy
CA Director
Food & Water Watch
Onyebuchi Arah
I am a proud, longtime homeowner on Overland Avenue and a member of the OAC community. My children were born and schooled in this community. My family and I would be devastated and our lives unnecessarily interrupted if our
community were split up by redistricting. I oppose Map L because:
Map L ignores historical boundaries;
Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
I wholeheartedly support Map K2 because:
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and community groups; and
Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Thank you for considering this urgent correspondence to reject Map L and embrace Map K2.
Sincerely and on behalf of my family,
Onyebuchi Arah (OAC Member)
Overland Ave
Los Angeles
Deborah Swan
A very concerned tax paying public member,
Deborah Swan
myohodiva@gmail.com
Mark Israel
We are Westside NC Stakeholders and residents of Cheviot Hills for 18 years.
We have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mark Israel and Maureen Michael
3006 Haddington Drive
ginger@snap-productions.com I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to
San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea. Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name
and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map. Sincerely, Ginger Campbel1
1244 S. Orange Drive, 90019
Caroline Johnson
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Leslie Elkan

As longtime residents of Encino, we support Map Plan K2 as the Commission’s
Approved Draft Map for public consideration. Map Plan K2 is fair and
includes all of Sherman Oaks in District A, including POSO – a 100% Valley
district with four adjacent Communities of Interest that share a number of
concerns along the Mulholland Corridor. We feel Map Plan K2 gives the
Valley its fairest population balance to the rest of the City, better than
any other map from Plan A1 through Plan L. We also like the fact that Map
Plan K2 joins Tarzana, Encino, and Sherman Oaks together.
We hope that you will provide Council District assignments on the Approved
Draft Map.
Thank you,
Mark and Leslie Elkan
4612 Hayvenhurst Ave.
Encino, CA 91436
Dear Commissioners,
I have been a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood for over 21 years. During that time I have seen great transformation of the Wilshire Blvd area usually spear headed by representatives of the residents in the area. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Mariyeh Fard
833 S. Ogden Drive
Los Angeles CA 90036
What is happening with the draft maps of CD4 is of great concern. CD4 had
the largest voter turnout in the last election-more than any other district
and that should preserved as much as possible.
How is it possible that 70% of the current district is being carved out in
many of the maps. Map K2 is unacceptable and everything should be work
shopped from Map L.
CD4 needs diversity, inclusivity, and give renters a voice and only Map L
does that.
I hope you can see the obvious concerns with every other map, except Map L.
Thank you.
Hugo
Dear Commissioners,
I have been a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood for over 21 years. During that time I have seen great transformation of the Wilshire Blvd area usually spear headed by representatives of the residents in the area. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Mariyeh Fard
833 S. Ogden Drive
Los Angeles CA 90036
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Bill Plyley
749 1/2 S Genesee Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036
EMPlyley@gmail.com
Myself and my family have lived in Los Feliz since 2002, and have been active in the community, from LFIA membership, to Neighborhood Watch to Advocacy for Urban Wildlife and the preservation of our beloved Griffith Park. THANK YOU for
Plan K2, and we strongly support Los Feliz being in District G in Plan K2, but stress that GRIFFITH PARK must also be part of District G with Los Feliz. It would not impact the demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan.
Mrs and Mrs Adam Small
2458 Chislehurst Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90027
adles@pacbell.net
323-807-4178

Mariyeh

Hugo Soto-Martínez

Mariyeh

Earl Plyley

Les Small
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pegina7

As there is no residential population in Griffith Park, adding the Griffith Park lands to District G would not impact the demographic statistics of the overall redistricting plan.
As a life long resident and homeowner in Los Feliz, I oppose the severing of the association between Griffith Park and Los Feliz. Griffith Park is in my back yard. It is part of my home. There is a more than 100 year history of this association
between the residents of Los Feliz and Griffith Park. Please honor this and keep Griffith Park and Los Feliz together in the redistricting plan. I oppose any plan that does not. Sincerely
Peggy DiCaprio Los Feliz resident
We *oppose* Map L because:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations
and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
We *support* Map K2 because:
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and
community groups; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
Thank you.
Robert and Margaret Chen
Residents of 2600 block of Greenfield Ave., Los Angeles, Ca 900064
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
W. Grant Keiner
Sent from my iPad
Sent from my iPhone
I and other members of the Westwood Hills neighborhood oppose all redistricting maps other than K-2 redistricting plan which sets the logical boundaries and preserves the integrity of interests for our community. Please adopt Map K=2
Respectfully,
Chuck Vogel
Hon. Charles S. Vogel (Ret.)
326 South Bentley Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90049
csv@chuckvogel.com
Here's why this is important. The statewide and city-wide housing shortage makes clear that some of the most impactful legislation City Council will consider over the next decade and more will weigh the interests of landlords and homeowners
against the interests of tenants. It's therefore crucial that multi-cultural tenant-rich communities such as Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain unified so that tenants have clear representation on City Council during those discussions. At present,
there is only one such clear voice, recently elected, on the Council. By dividing Park La Brea and Los Feliz across different districts, the maps under consideration might well reduce that to zero.
Please ensure that Park La Brea and Los Feliz remain in the same council district. Thank you for your consideration
Dan Green

Margaret Chen

Grant Keiner

Brigitte Dewez
David Foxman
Chuck Vogel

Dan Green

Name

Public Testimony

Leslie Elkan, President, Village atThe
Sherman
VillageOaks
At Sherman
BID, Oaks Business Improvement District supports Map Plan K2 as the Commission’s Approved Draft Map for public consideration. Map Plan K2 includes all of Sherman Oaks in District A, including POSO – a 100% Valley district
with four adjacent Communities of Interest that share a number of concerns along the Mulholland Corridor. We feel Map Plan K2 gives the Valley its fairest population balance to the rest of the City, better than any other map from Plan A1
through Plan L. We also like the fact that Map Plan K2 joins Tarzana, Encino, and Sherman Oaks together.
Map Plan K2 is fair. Map Plan K2 finally gives the valley the 5.7 districts it should have.
District Numbers – The Village At Sherman Oaks Business Improvement District recommends that the Commission’s Approved Draft Plan include assigned Council District numbers since the letter identifiers are confusing. Please provide Council
District assignments on the Approved Draft Map. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Leslie Elkan
President
Village At Sherman Oaks BID
14528 Ventura Blvd.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
818-326-0273
-- Leslie Elkan
President
Village at Sherman Oaks BID
14930 Ventura Blvd., Suite 210
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
818-326-0273
Donna Benton
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay. We have a HPOZ and our homes are part of this district
in the original plan. It does not make sense to split the district.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in
addition *request,
you do not divide our neighborhood*.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Donna Benton and president of the Redondo Neighborhood Block Club
1044 S. Redondo Blvd
Spiller, Michael
Dear Sirs:
Please approve Map K-2, which maintains the West Los Angeles communities of interest as one cohesive area (section J), in accordance with your redistricting guidelines. During virtually your entire process and all prior proposed maps,
Mulholland and the 405 Frwy have been recognized as natural borders identifying the different issues and interests of Valley-side, City-side and beach communities. Map L ignores these fundamental identities and must be rejected – NO on Map L.
Vote YES on Map K-2.
Sincerely,
Michael Spiller
Michael Spiller
Executive Producer/Director
Firefly Lane Season 2
spiller@mspiller.com
(310) 948-0690 cell
Instagram: @itsspillertime
IMDb
Assistant: Rachel Knapp
Rachelvknapp@gmail.com
(604) 446-5724
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Rancho Park

The Rancho Park Neighborhood Watch *supports* Redistricting Map K2 because:
- Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
- Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations and
community groups; and
- Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside
communities.
The Rancho Park Neighborhood Watch *oppose*s Map L because:
- Map L ignores historical boundaries;
- Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
- Map L splits up long standing and prominent homeowners associations
and community groups. Specifically our community is cut right in half.
We are a cohesive neighborhood and want to continue being represented by
one council district.
Please note, the Rancho Park Neighborhood Watch pushes information of
community interest out to the area bounded by Santa Monica Bl to the north,
the 405 FWY to the west, the 10 FWY to the south and Century City to the
east.
Thank you,
Mr. Martinez
As you know, I have intently followed the redistricting process. I am
disheartened to see that the eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you.
Greater Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City
into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of work and public
testimony. It appears gerrymandered on its face, dividing and
redistributing neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor
mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates
Spaulding Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill,
Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts
off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their
Communities of Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect
for Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly engineered district of
special interests, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown
and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and Silver Lake. We object to Plan L
in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of
the Commission.
Please adopt Draft Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council
services to our Community of Interest in Wilshire Park and Greater Wilshire.
Thank you.
Judy Han Gregory
Wilshire Park HPOZ
Warmest Regards, Rachel Teller
On Sep 28, 2021, at 10:03 PM, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission wrote:
Hi Rachel, Thank you for your interest in LA City Redistricting. Your voice is critical to the redistricting process.
If you are submitting a community of interest form or a public comment, please know that our staff is recording all of the received testimony to inform the Commission on their line drawing recommendations. All other inquiries will be
responded to shortly. Thank you, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall,
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275,
Los Angeles, CA 90012
(213) 263-5765
On Sun, Sep 26, 2021 at 9:08 PM Rachel Teller wrote:
Hi!
My name is Rachel Teller and I currently live in Hancock Park with my husband and 3 children and have grown up here my entire life. I support Draft Plan K Corrected, and specifically its map of District J. My neighborhood asks to be part of
District J, which includes all of Greater Wilshire! We are a community of shared interests. We share the Jewish/Orthodox religious institutions and schools with the neighborhoods to our west. We share parks and historic neighborhoods. And this
map keeps our neighborhood councils whole. Thank you for listening.
Warmest Regards, Rachel Teller

judyjgregory

Rachel Teller
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Patricia A Plyley

Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years. I grew up in Los Angeles and spent many special Saturdays with my grandmother visiting the Farmer’s
Market and driving along Wilshire to see the tar pits. I have always loved this neighborhood and am pleased to live her now. Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park,
Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely, Ann Plyley
749 1/2 S Genesee Avenue LA, CA 90036
310 386 3973
annplyley@icloud.com

jane mintz
Berkley Johnson

Karen Kim

angela joo
clairsusan

FAY GAUTHIER
Nicholas

Gail Linstrom

vincent.e.leveque

I'm a resident of Silver Lake in Council District 4, and I do not support map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off from several of my communities of interest. The attempt to cut out 70% of the current District 4 is
completely unacceptable. Please work off of Map L in developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you for your time.
Best,
Berkley Johnson
As a resident of Los Feliz in Council District 4, I wholly do NOT support
Map K2, which removes my neighborhood from the district and cuts it off
from several of my communities of interest. It makes absolutely no sense to
divide my neighborhood and cut us off from Griffith Park. An attempt to cut
out 70% of the current District 4 (in plain words, a backdoor recall of the
City Councilmembers WE elected) is completely unacceptable and does NOT
reflect the interests of my community. Please work off of *Map L* in
developing an equitable set of districts for the entire city.
Thank you,
Karen Kim
Angela Joo
To: LA City Redistricting Commission
We are Westside NC Stakeholders.
We are longtime members of West of Westwood HOA in Rancho Park.
We have reviewed Map K2 and Map L.
Map L ignores historical boundaries, divides the NC into 3 Districts and splits up prominent homeowner associations that have successfully worked together to address Westside issues.
Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council within a single District, respects the boundaries of the HOAs within the WNC and continues the historical relationships of the Westside communities
We urge you to support Map K2.
Sincerely,
Susan & Clair de Beauvoir
Fay Gauthier
Hello,
My name is Nicholas Milin. I live on Irving Blvd in LarchmontVillage, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to myfamily and to my neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us.We count on our City Council
member for our traditional City services, and forall of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our CityCouncil member must also understand and be responsive to our special diversity,including the needs of our significant
Orthodox Jewish population. For thesereasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for PlanK2, which I support. We are grateful for the opportunity that you have givenGreater Wilshire to remain together with our
like-minded Community of Interestneighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be bestserved. I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened tosee that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater Wilshire and I
donot support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns adeaf ear to your months of work and public testimony. It divides andredistributes neighborhoods at random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridormandate. It divides the
hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates SpauldingSquare from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, HarvardHeights, Western Heights, the United Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off CenturyCity, Beverlywood, Carthay and PicoRobertson from their Communities ofInterest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for GreaterWilshire, throwing us into a newly created district of renters, stretching fromPark La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus
to Los Feliz andSilver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely PlanL is also not the vision of the Commission.
Sincerely,
Nicholas Milin
I am a stakeholder of the Westside Neighborhood Council. I am also a member of the West of Westwood HOA, as well as someone who served on their board for several terms.
I am writing to oppose Map L. Map L creates a quagmire for the effective representation for a well-organized and engaged constituency, of which I am a part. I am alarmed that the newly introduced Map L seeks to separate long-established
neighbors and neighborhoods into different districts being represented by different council people and forcing the WNC to attempt to serve constituencies from three different districts. This alarms me because I am a pastor in a neighborhood
that has such a hodgepodge configuration. People who literally live next door to each other are represented by different council people and neighborhood councils, and it is very difficult for the stakeholders to get effective representation and
support from anyone. It is equally disruptive because it is frustrating for neighbors trying to work together for the good of their neighborhood. Organizing projects becomes unduly complicated because of all the many different officials who have
to be consulted. It is difficult for the neighborhood council to recruit members because it cannot operate efficiently nor effectively when neighborhoods are so chopped up.
I therefore strongly and enthusiastically urge to adopt your Map K2. Our individual stakeholders, our neighborhoods, and our city will benefit from having our neighborhood council serving one district, knowing that we are working with one
council person who is familiar with the area and its issues and needs, and guarding the integrity and respecting the multiple homeowners associations who have historically worked together for the good of our neighboring communities and our
city. I support adoption of Map K2 which the Commission created after careful study. It will protect stability and respect the involvement of the volunteer stakeholders who have worked hard along with elected officials to serve our communities
and honor the people within them. I implore you to do the same and not allow imprudent, unwise divisions to harm our city and her citizens.
Sincerely,
Gail Whitcome Linstrom10948 Ayres AvenueLos Angeles, CA 90064-3217Home 310-475-2197
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Andrew Murr

Please resist this last-minute gerrymandering. Adopt Plan K2. Thanks, Andy Murr
Andrew Murrandrew.murr@att.net 310-403-6975
I live in Larchmont Village, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is
vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City Council
member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our
traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come
with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also understand
and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our
significant Orthodox Jewish population. For these reasons and so much more,
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support.
We are grateful for the opportunity that you have given Greater Wilshire to
remain together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in
District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Regards,
*David Stump*
Sent from my iPhone
Regards,
Ms. Rebecca Frazier
Hello, I am a West of Westwood HOA stakeholder.
I oppose Map L because:
* Map L ignores historical boundaries;
* Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
* Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
Tell them you support Map K2 because:
* Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
* Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations; and
* Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Sincerely,
Rosanna Cagliata
2922 S Bentley Ave
LA 90064
View this email in your browser
[Logo]
Hello all,
Thank you for you for attending last night’s Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Meeting and for your active participation in the redistricting process.
As a reminder, the next meeting of the Commission will be held this Thursday, September 30th at 5 PM. The purpose of this meeting will be to review draft maps and to select one or more of the draft maps for public consideration. You can find
the updated agenda for the meeting here. I am also sharing Map K 2 (from the 9.27 meeting) and Map L (which references the publicly submitted draft Map ID #54277) for your consideration (these maps can be found by clicking the blue linked
words throughout this email). All maps reviewed thus far by the Commission can be found here in the past meetings section of our website, titled “Redistricting Partners/Commission Staff Draft Plans,” “City of LA Redistricting Commission Second
Draft Maps” and “Draft Plan K Corrected.”
The link and instructions for joining Thursday’s Commission meeting via zoom can be found here and in the linked agenda. A few reminders about public comment – the Commission is consistently receiving updates on the Community of Interest
(COI) and Community Impact Statements (CIS) submitted via email, phone call and website. The Commissioners and Staff review and cite the data to help in their deliberations. All forms of public comment are weighed equally. We also want to
remind the public that there will be four Public Hearings held in early October regarding the draft maps. At these hearings, the draft map/maps will be presented to the public for comment prior to the Commission submitting the Final Map to the
Council on October 29th. You are more than welcome to attend and speak at one or more of these public hearings. All attendees will be called upon. You can find the dates and times of the upcoming public hearings here.
Also a reminder that The LACCRC has extended the deadline to receive public maps and COI testimony through Friday October 1st at 12pm. That said, we will still be taking public feedback on the Commission draft maps throughout the process.
Please send your COI to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org. Sending testimony to this email address guarantees that your COI will be shared with the Commission in a timely manner.
More materials for Thursday’s meeting will be shared with you in the upcoming days. Thank you again for participating in the redistricting process.

David Stump

Eunice Richards
azurisora
Rosanna Cagliata
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Charley Casler

I’m writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose
district numbers for the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s
meeting. This is important for not only the public, but for the
commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of
CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be forced to weigh in on these maps without
clarity on which district is which.
Regardless of which district is which, CD 4 will be dramatically changing
just 1 year after Councilmember Raman won a historic election w/ roughly
2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues received when they entered
office. CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a
diverse district of renters and will now be packed into a dramatically
different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her
just one year ago.
I sincerely request that you:
- Stop rigging the district maps to serve those in power.
- Oppose K2’s regressive gerrymander of CD 4.
1.
- Immediately disclose district numbers for the two maps under
consideration so the public and commissioners can understand these maps in
advance of Thursday’s meeting.
Sincerely,
Charley Casler

Shelly Woo
Meredith Quill

Steven V

We, as parents, are finally making a small amount of progress with the homeless population that surrounds our school. And this is because the councilman and his office have made changes. This will all disappear if Nithya takes over. The last thing
district 13 needs is a new council member!!!! Especially one who has no idea what she’s doing. Meredith Quill
Founder
www.becketandquill.com
@becketandquill
It is vitally important to my family and to my neighborhood that our City
Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for
our traditional City services, and for all of the unique services that come
with living in historic homes that we maintain at great expense and are
taxed accordingly. Our City Council member must also understand and be
responsive to our unique special diversity, including the needs of our
significant brothers and sisters of the Orthodox Jewish population and the
many young families who are purchasing and renovating single-family homes
in a low-rise pedestrian community.
Plan L at the 11th hour is another attempt by Nithya Raman and her
socialist handlers to impose her own personal/ Democrat Socialist America
agenda against a diverse community that are unified in keeping our
neighborhood and community cohesive and inclusive. Nithya Raman has zero
experience in City Planning and deleted her "work" experience as she has
none related to American city planning and who has lived in Los Angeles for
less than a decade, the wife of a Hollywood producer. The recall effort
paused notwithstanding, Nithya Raman seeks to serve the renter and homeless
population which has merit but is inconsistent with the majority of the
constituent population she currently was elected to serve whom she has
openly and defiantly refused to serve in her bid for political avarice.
For these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting
Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful for the
opportunity that with Plan K2 you have given Greater Wilshire to remain
together with our like-minded Community of Interest neighbors in District J
of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
Kindly,
Steven and Cocoe Voci
-"Have a great day"

Name

Public Testimony

Jill Fromer

2. We ask you to please consider extending District "J" on map K 2 a
little further east to include Franklin and Coldwater canyons, ending with
the inclusion of Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest Drives. This change will
not involve a large population increase (2,756 residents), but *will bring
important open spaces into district "J" that are an essential part of this
community with shared interests around fire danger, land use, cross-canyon
traffic, and public services. The exact boundary is on Community of
Interest map 47000 on Districtr. This is the dividing line for Police and
Fire Department services as well.*
3. District "O" on map K 2 is not geographically compact, bypasses some
populations to include others, and must be revised to meet redistricting
criteria*.* Making this district more compact would inherently make it more
coherent. We support the inclusion of hillside communities to the east as
currently configured in District "O". We support our member organization
Laurel Canyon Association's request to have Laurel Canyon included within a
single council district.
4. Map L keeps the BABCNC territory together, and again, we thank you.
However, there are still issues, most especially dividing Laurel Canyon.
Thank you for the opportunity to be involved in this process.
Jill Fromer
-- *Jill Hoffman Fromer*
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in the same district as our surrounding communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, and South Carthay. I
want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition request you not divide our neighborhood. I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood
boundaries in this proposed map. Sincerely,
Dr. Cynthia Maya
S. Orange Drive
Sent from my iPhone
I want to thank the Commission for Plan K2 and its District J, which I support. District J keeps Greater Wilshire together, for which I am grateful. By contrast to the cynical Plan L, which is also before, Plan K2 places the historic homes of Greater
Wilshire with our Community of Interest neighborhoods to the west. We share schools, churches, synagogues, local newspapers, and sports leagues with our western neighbors. Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council
services to Greater Wilshire.
Meredith Quill
Founder
www.becketandquill.com
@becketandquill

Neville King

cindy maya

Meredith Quill

Karen Waldeck
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Audra LuLu

I am a 30 year Elysian Park user and 20 year Echo Park resident.
As an active citizen of District 13, I recognize the hard work and effort that this all-volunteer commission has expended to listen and truly hear, the communities you are here to represent, & our collective desires to preserve a sense of community
where we call home.
Throughout the pandemic, and well before, this community has grown together, and we all look out for each other. It should be preserved going forward, while also preserving the historic connections between Glassell Park, Atwater Village,
Elysian Valley, Elysian Park, Echo Park, Angelino Heights, Silver Lake, Historic Filipino town, East Hollywood, Little Armenia, Thai Town, to the Historic Core of Hollywood to the Los Angeles River
I have actively communicated with the bulk of our neighbors that all love and care deeply for our community. They all tried to use the interactive map (as did I) and grew increasingly more frustrated with the inability and lack of instruction that
was given us to define the district we want. We want to stay together in this historic district. Division is not acceptable!
(Suggested boundaries) HOLLYWOOD Boundary streets Franklin to the NORTH, LaBrea to the WEST, Sunset to the SOUTH ECHO PARK, Stadium Way to the EAST, to Sunset Blvd., (or Angelino Heights to Bellevue), restoring the Lake, into Echo Park
Central ), and SOUTH To Temple St. These communities predate the construction of the 101/5/& 2 freeways, and deserve to remain connected, as communities, as they have survived the divide of freeways, we should not be dividing them further
by District lines!
Having heard the robust public comment to date, and the many past meetings, as well as the influx of written testimony to the record, propose minor tweaks to the proposed Redistricting Partners map B 2 or E. Maps I, J, K, completely disregard
public testimony asking that Elysian Park be equally distributed between 1&13. Similarly, there was ZERO comment from anyone about placing Echo Park Lake, & the Central Echo Park community anywhere but in the13th. In fact, significant
testimony asked to put the east of Echo Park, and Angelino Heights into CD 13. The only person asking, is Commissioner Polanco? What is his motivation? As Commissioner Polanco stated 9/20, that Glassell Park, east of the 2 could remain in CD1
(A on the B2 map), and to offset the approx. 18,000 in population impacted to 13 by making this change, restore the existing eastern boundary of CD 13 to its natural dividing line along Stadium Way, to Elysian Park Drive (aka Vin Scully Ave.). This
reunites all of central Echo Park, resolves the awkward boundary issue of Lilac Terrace N in 13, & Lilac Terrace S in 1. Which returns the Historic, Echo Park Lake, & business district as a whole in CD 13. Should additional population need to be
absorbed to offset the return of GP East to 1, I’d recommend adding Angelino Heights to 13, which was a common theme in earlier public comments.
No Council person should be unnecessarily redistricted out of their home (especially more than once!), and Glassell Park West should respectfully remain CM O’Farrell’s home, as well as West Silver Lake, that of Councilwoman Raman. I believe
these minor adjustments address the goals and objectives that we believe were so thoughtfully laid out in the Regional & Inter regional reports. This conversation should always have started with the most deficient population districts, 13 & 1, and
organically expanded from there. Not “preserving” the “corridor of corruption” created by the 2012 Commission providing Jose Huizar, his path to prison. That gerrymandered district should redistribute the Downtown wealth, between 1, 9 & 14,
creating more economic drivers across underserved populations Downtown adjacent.
KEEP ECHO PARK CLEAN with CM O'Farrell ... not like McArthur Park! Thank you for your time.
Please do not separate us.
Sincerely,
Audra Gregson
Registered Voter and Concerned Citizen
Begin forwarded message:
From: Audra LuLu Date: September 27, 2021 at 9:15:34 AM PDT
To: frank.cardenas@lacity.org, Fred.Ali@lacity.org, richard.polanco@lacity.org, sonja.diaz@lacity.org, carlos.moreno@lacity.org, elizabeth.barrett@lacity.org, redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, Councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org, christine.
peters@lacity.org
I am a 30 year Elysian Park user and 20 year Echo Park resident.
As an active citizen of District 13, I recognize the hard work and effort that this all-volunteer commission has expended to listen and truly hear, the communities you are here to represent, & our collective desires to preserve a sense of community
where we call home.
Throughout the pandemic, and well before, this community has grown together, and we all look out for each other. It should be preserved going forward, while also preserving the historic connections between Glassell Park, Atwater Village,
Elysian Valley, Elysian Park, Echo Park, Angelino Heights, Silver Lake, Historic Filipino town, East Hollywood, Little Armenia, Thai Town, to the Historic Core of Hollywood to the Los Angeles River
I have actively communicated with the bulk of our neighbors that all love and care deeply for our community. They all tried to use the interactive map (as did I) and grew increasingly more frustrated with the inability and lack of instruction that
was given us to define the district we want. We want to stay together in this historic district. Division is not acceptable!
(Suggested boundaries) HOLLYWOOD Boundary streets Franklin to the NORTH, LaBrea to the WEST, Sunset to the SOUTH ECHO PARK, Stadium Way to the EAST, to Sunset Blvd., (or Angelino Heights to Bellevue), restoring the Lake, into Echo Park
Central ), and SOUTH To Temple St. These communities predate the construction of the 101/5/& 2 freeways, and deserve to remain connected, as communities, as they have survived the divide of freeways, we should not be dividing them
further by District lines!
Having heard the robust public comment to date, and the many past meetings, as well as the influx of written testimony to the record, propose minor tweaks to the proposed Redistricting Partners map B 2 or E. Maps I, J, K, completely disregard
public testimony asking that Elysian Park be equally distributed between 1&13. Similarly, there was ZERO comment from anyone about placing Echo Park Lake, & the Central Echo Park community anywhere but in the13th. In fact, significant
testimony asked to put the east of Echo Park, and Angelino Heights into CD 13. The only person asking, is Commissioner Polanco? What is his motivation? As Commissioner Polanco stated 9/20, that Glassell Park, east of the 2 could remain in CD1
(A on the B2 map), and to offset the approx. 18,000 in population impacted to 13 by making this change, restore the existing eastern boundary of CD 13 to its natural dividing line along Stadium Way, to Elysian Park Drive (aka Vin Scully Ave.). This
reunites all of central Echo Park, resolves the awkward boundary issue of Lilac Terrace N in 13, & Lilac Terrace S in 1. Which returns the Historic, Echo Park Lake, & business district as a whole in CD 13. Should additional population need to be
absorbed to offset the return of GP East to 1, I’d recommend adding Angelino Heights to 13, which was a common theme in earlier public comments.
No Council person should be unnecessarily redistricted out of their home (especially more than once!), and Glassell Park West should respectfully remain CM O’Farrell’s home, as well as West Silver Lake, that of Councilwoman Raman. I believe
these minor adjustments address the goals and objectives that we believe were so thoughtfully laid out in the Regional & Inter regional reports. This conversation should always have started with the most deficient population districts, 13 & 1,
and organically expanded from there. Not “preserving” the “corridor of corruption” created by the 2012 Commission providing Jose Huizar, his path to prison. That gerrymandered district should redistribute the Downtown wealth, between 1, 9 &
14, creating more economic drivers across underserved populations Downtown adjacent.
KEEP ECHO PARK CLEAN with CM O'Farrell ... not like McArthur Park! Thank you for your time.
Please do not separate us.
Sincerely,
Audra Gregson
Registered Voter and Concerned Citizen

Audra LuLu
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Audra LuLu

Begin forwarded message:
From: Audra LuLu Date: September 27, 2021 at 9:15:34 AM PDT
To: frank.cardenas@lacity.org, Fred.Ali@lacity.org, richard.polanco@lacity.org, sonja.diaz@lacity.org, carlos.moreno@lacity.org, elizabeth.barrett@lacity.org, redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, Councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org, christine.
peters@lacity.org
I am a 30 year Elysian Park user and 20 year Echo Park resident.
As an active citizen of District 13, I recognize the hard work and effort that this all-volunteer commission has expended to listen and truly hear, the communities you are here to represent, & our collective desires to preserve a sense of community
where we call home.
Throughout the pandemic, and well before, this community has grown together, and we all look out for each other. It should be preserved going forward, while also preserving the historic connections between Glassell Park, Atwater Village,
Elysian Valley, Elysian Park, Echo Park, Angelino Heights, Silver Lake, Historic Filipino town, East Hollywood, Little Armenia, Thai Town, to the Historic Core of Hollywood to the Los Angeles River
I have actively communicated with the bulk of our neighbors that all love and care deeply for our community. They all tried to use the interactive map (as did I) and grew increasingly more frustrated with the inability and lack of instruction that
was given us to define the district we want. We want to stay together in this historic district. Division is not acceptable!
(Suggested boundaries) HOLLYWOOD Boundary streets Franklin to the NORTH, LaBrea to the WEST, Sunset to the SOUTH ECHO PARK, Stadium Way to the EAST, to Sunset Blvd., (or Angelino Heights to Bellevue), restoring the Lake, into Echo Park
Central ), and SOUTH To Temple St. These communities predate the construction of the 101/5/& 2 freeways, and deserve to remain connected, as communities, as they have survived the divide of freeways, we should not be dividing them
further by District lines!
Having heard the robust public comment to date, and the many past meetings, as well as the influx of written testimony to the record, propose minor tweaks to the proposed Redistricting Partners map B 2 or E. Maps I, J, K, completely disregard
public testimony asking that Elysian Park be equally distributed between 1&13. Similarly, there was ZERO comment from anyone about placing Echo Park Lake, & the Central Echo Park community anywhere but in the13th. In fact, significant
testimony asked to put the east of Echo Park, and Angelino Heights into CD 13. The only person asking, is Commissioner Polanco? What is his motivation? As Commissioner Polanco stated 9/20, that Glassell Park, east of the 2 could remain in CD1
(A on the B2 map), and to offset the approx. 18,000 in population impacted to 13 by making this change, restore the existing eastern boundary of CD 13 to its natural dividing line along Stadium Way, to Elysian Park Drive (aka Vin Scully Ave.). This
reunites all of central Echo Park, resolves the awkward boundary issue of Lilac Terrace N in 13, & Lilac Terrace S in 1. Which returns the Historic, Echo Park Lake, & business district as a whole in CD 13. Should additional population need to be
absorbed to offset the return of GP East to 1, I’d recommend adding Angelino Heights to 13, which was a common theme in earlier public comments.
No Council person should be unnecessarily redistricted out of their home (especially more than once!), and Glassell Park West should respectfully remain CM O’Farrell’s home, as well as West Silver Lake, that of Councilwoman Raman. I believe
these minor adjustments address the goals and objectives that we believe were so thoughtfully laid out in the Regional & Inter regional reports. This conversation should always have started with the most deficient population districts, 13 & 1,
and organically expanded from there. Not “preserving” the “corridor of corruption” created by the 2012 Commission providing Jose Huizar, his path to prison. That gerrymandered district should redistribute the Downtown wealth, between 1, 9 &
14, creating more economic drivers across underserved populations Downtown adjacent.
KEEP ECHO PARK CLEAN with CM O'Farrell ... not like McArthur Park! Thank you for your time.
Please do not separate us.
Sincerely,
Audra Gregson
Registered Voter and Concerned Citizen

Josh Scarcella

I know there is a proposed map (K2) that drastically changes the district
map and I want to voice my strong opposition to this map. While I
acknowledge the current shape of the district is strange, K2 is too drastic
of a change and has CD4 looking unrecognizable.
Map L, on the other hand, maintains the district's current collection of
homeowners and working-class renters while ensuring that complete
neighborhoods like Koreatown and Los Feliz are represented by one council
district, unlike they currently are.
Thank you for reading my public comment and I hope the decision is made to
keep Los Feliz within CD4 and for the district to mainly be compiled of
neighborhoods within the L.A. Basin.
-- Josh Scarcella
(610)413-9837
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
---------Commission
Forwarded message --------From: Schyler Martin Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 7:01 PM
Subject: Please keep Sherman Oaks in CD4
To: Hi there,
I've been a Sherman Oaks resident for years and I just wanted to
passionately express that I would like to stay in City District 4. I voted
for Nithya Raman for a reason, and I don't think a bunch of angry
Republicans should hold the power to invalidate that vote. It shouldn't
happen on a national level, and it surely shouldn't happen in the city I
love and do so much for as a citizen.
Thank you for listening and considering this email.
Best,
Schyler
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Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
---------Commission
Forwarded message --------From: Jason Daley Kennedy Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 6:46 PM
Subject: Plan K2
To: Hello
I’d like to email in favor of plan K2, which has been extensively vetted by
your commission, to which an overwhelming majority of residents of Laurel
Canyon, Greater Wilshire, Laurel Canyon and more are in favor of
implementing. It is imperative that our neighborhood, Larchmont Village
North, for example, be realigned with the community to our west that is
much more aligned with community, religious, historic,
Socio-economic diversity and other elements that will allow us to thrive
and to ensure this community has our voices heard. For the record, the
current councilmember that represents CD4 operates off of an agenda that
doesn’t reflect the needs and desires of her constituents, as evidenced by
that offices complete last-minute efforts to break up communities.
Thanks!
Jason
*Jason Daley Kennedy*
Wellness Speaker, Coach, & On-Camera Personality
(310)966-7220
www.jasondaleykennedy.com
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
---------Commission
Forwarded message --------From: Paula Yerman Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 6:26 PM
Subject: Miracle Mile requests K-2 District J and include Wilshire
Boulevard/HPOZ boundaries
To: CLA Rlacity Dear Commissioners,
I am a resident of Miracle Mile neighborhood. It is vitally important to my
family and to my neighborhood that our City Council represent our diverse
and historic neighborhood which includes all of Wilshire Boulevard, south
to San Vicente, then Fairfax east to La Brea.
Miracle Mile cannot be divided from the very boulevard that gave it its
name and its identity and has been our "main street" for 100 years.
Miracle Mile should also remain in same district as our surrounding
communities of interest, including Hancock Park, Windsor Square, Windsor
Village, La Brea/Hancock, Sycamore Square, Carthay Circle, Carthay Square,
and South Carthay.
I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K-2 and in addition
request you not divide our neighborhood.
I support Redistricting Plan K-2 District J with the request to include
Wilshire Boulevard and all of our Miracle Mile neighborhood boundaries in
this proposed map.
Sincerely,
Paula Yerman
1253 S Orange Dr, Los Angeles, CA 90019
board Member-Miracle Mile Residential Association
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
---------Commission
Forwarded message --------From: Howard Welinsky Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 6:28 PM
Subject: Support K-2 oppose L
To: Having reviewed both maps it seems clear to me that K-2 serves a broad
group of people and geographic areas of the City.
While L seems singularly focused to serve one Community and one Council
person.
I urge the Commission to adopt Draft K-2 and not adopt L
Howard Welinsky
Toluca Lake
Sent from my iPhone

Name

Public Testimony

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
---------Commission
Forwarded message --------From: Nancy Simpson Date: Wed, Sep 29, 2021 at 6:29 PM
Subject: Support for Map K2 and Opposition for Map L
To: , , <
paul@redistrictingpartners.com, Dear Chair Ali, Executive Director Cardenas, Staff and Mr Mitchell,
I am writing to you to thank you for the process which has resulted in
Draft Plan K2. Draft K2 clearly makes the most sense of any of the maps we
have seen, however I would like to see you include Griffith Park in
District G under the K2 map. I urge you to continue your good work and
fully approve Draft Plan K2 (with Griffith Park added to District G)
Immediately and forward it to Council for final approval.
I also* strongly* oppose Map L and feel this map doesn't make sense and was
thrown in at the last minute and does not represent the many wishes,
considerations and time of thousands of residents who have weighed in thus
far. Los Feliz should not be split up for example.
Thank you,
Nancy and Alex Simpson
Owners/Residents in Los Feliz Oaks, CD4

October 1, 2021
Los Angeles City Hall, 200 N. Spring Street, Room 275, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Sent via electronic transmission
Re: The People's Bloc Redistricting Coalition
Dear L.A. City Council Redistricting Advisory Commissioners,
We appreciate the Commission's commitment to ensuring a fair and equitable redistricting
process for the City of Los Angeles. The People's Bloc (Bloc) writes to formally submit our
"Solidarity Map" for the 2021 redistricting cycle. This map represents the aligned
recommendations of the thirty-four undersigned member organizations. Collectively, these
organizations serve as a set of trusted messengers within traditionally underrepresented
communities.
The People's Bloc
To facilitate community engagement in the redistricting process, Community Coalition and
Advancement Project California established the People's Bloc. The Bloc is a multiracial table
dedicated to ensuring inclusion of everyday residents in the process, conducting public
education, and proposing redistricting-related solutions that promote the political voice,
representation, and access to resources of historically underrepresented groups.
Collectively, the Bloc represents the geographic and racial diversity of the City of Los
Angeles. Members of the Bloc are deeply rooted in their communities, many bringing
decades of experience building relationships and connections with residents. Geographically,
the Bloc stretches from groups like InnerCity Struggle in the Eastside, to the Coalition for
Humane Immigrant Rights (CHIRLA) in the San Fernando Valley, and Black Women for
Wellness in South Central Los Angeles. In addition, groups like the Little Tokyo Service
Center, Black Census and Redistricting Hub, CAIR- LA, and the Latino Equality Alliance
embody the ethnic and racial diversity of the City.
We believe it is essential to carry out a racial equity, intersectional, and interregional
approach to the redistricting process. Throughout the process, and to center community
voices, members of the Bloc have worked across communities and geographies to conduct
ongoing grassroots community engagement around structural racism through storytelling,
education, and targeted messaging. This work has culminated in the creation of a "Solidarity
Map," which comprise district lines rooted in multiracial solidarity, elevate multiple
communities, and dismantle white supremacy.
Collaboration in the development of our "Solidarity Map"
In the interest of developing maps that prioritize racial equity, the Bloc created a communityinformed mapping process that prioritized multiracial solidarity. The following approach
guided development of the “Solidarity Map:”

•

Community Engagement: The Bloc's thirty-four members worked throughout the
year to educate residents across Los Angeles about the redistricting process and
identify communities of interest (COIs). This process included distilling and
synthesizing redistricting information into easily digestible materials, and community
events. Information gathered through this engagement process became the guide for
priority setting and line drawing.

•

Data Analysis: To create an inclusive and representative plan for the Los Angeles
City Council Districts, our data analysts and geographers conducted a data-driven
analysis on the current district lines with 2020 geographies and compared them to the
most updated census data released. This data formed the architecture to incorporate
COIs with federal Voting Rights Act (VRA) considerations in the creation of viable
maps.

•

Partner Alignment: Through weekly COI workshops and bi-weekly steering
committee meetings, members of the Bloc shared community preferences.
Simultaneously, communities of interest were gathered and reproduced as geospatial
files. This regular discussion process generated data and built toward collective
priorities that could inform draft maps.

•

Mapping and Collective Decision-making: All of this intel was used to develop
maps that met VRA regulations, kept communities whole, balanced the changing
population, and connected regions with similar interests. Regularly, draft plans were
produced and shared with the People's Bloc members to consult online drawing.
Then, through an inclusive and representative decision-making process, the Bloc
reviewed and refined draft maps until they achieved consensus honoring diverse
community perspectives.

Simultaneous to the mapping process, Bloc members have continued to provide workshops,
participate in panel discussions, and give presentations to the Commission on various topics.
Community organizations have presented on topics such as lessons learned from public
participation in the 2010 redistricting process, 2020 Census outreach, and best practices for
community outreach and engagement, especially among Asian Americans, Blacks/African
Americans, Latinxs, Native Americans, Pacific Islanders, Muslims and other religious
communities, immigrants, refugees, and youth of color. They have led resident outreach and
supported their participation in the LACCRC public hearing process to further elevate the
voices of the most historically disenfranchised and marginalized communities.
Ensuring COI and VRA compliance
In order to ensure communities can elect their representative of choice, the Bloc's "Solidarity
Map" adheres to Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, 52 U.S.C. § 10301, prohibiting
discrimination in voting on the basis of race, color, or membership in a language minority
group, while protecting COIs in areas where VRA considerations do not come into play. The
"Solidarity Map" preserves the voting power of Latinx Angelenos, maintaining the five
existing VRA districts and adding a sixth. Historic Latinx regions like the Eastside, including

Boyle Heights, Lincoln Heights, and El Sereno, are drawn together, retaining a Latinx VRA
seat despite the rising gentrification in these areas. Additionally, areas like Southern Los
Angeles near the Harbor saw an increase in Latinx population, allowing for the creation of an
additional Latinx VRA seat.
The "Solidarity Map" further represents the compromise of thirty-four partners to protect
COIs within the limitations of population and VRA constraints. Historically, the redistricting
process divided Asian communities in Los Angeles into numerous districts. Koreatown is in
four different districts in the existing district lines, while historic enclaves like Chinatown
and Little Tokyo are divided. The "Solidarity Map" keeps Koreatown whole with the
northern region of East Hollywood, Thai Town, and extending east to include Historic
Filipinotown. This plan also connects Chinatown to Little Tokyo along with Downtown and
Lincoln Heights protecting the long-standing coalition between the Latinx and Asian
communities in this region.
Thank you for accepting our submission. Please feel free to contact Aaron Robertson with
Advancement Project California (arobertson@advanceproj.org), Kirk Samuels with
Community Coalition (kirk@cocosouthla.org), and Jacky Contreras with Community
Coalition (jacky@cocosouthla.org) with any questions you may have and to assist in
communication with partners.
Sincerely,
The People's Bloc

People's Bloc Members:
ActiveSGV
Advancement Project California
AltaMed Health Services
Anti-Recidivism Coalition
AWOKE/The GR818ERS
Black Census and Redistricting Hub
Black Women for Wellness
CAIR- LA
CARECEN
Casa Esperanza
CHIRLA

Community Coalition
Communities for A Better Environment
Comunidades Indigenas en Liderazgo (CIELO)
Dolores Huerta Foundation
Inner City Struggle
Khmer Girls in Action
LA Black Worker Center
LA Voice
Latino Equality Alliance
Long Beach Forward
Long Beach Immigrant Rights Coalition
Newstart Housing Corporation
Nuestro Voto
Pacoima Beautiful
Power California
Salvadoran American Leadership and Educational Fund
SCOPE
SELA Collaborative
Social Justice Learning Institute
South Asian Network
The Community Action League
Tia Chucha's Centro Cultural

Solidarity Map Figures:
District
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15

Population
247,680
258,863
263,329
265,229
264,298
267,490
270,543
258,434
267,922
250,652
264,071
256,904
271,513
247,354
258,293

Deviation
-5.03%
-0.75%
0.97%
1.70%
1.34%
2.56%
3.73%
-0.91%
2.73%
-3.89%
1.25%
-1.50%
4.10%
-5.16%
-0.96%

Latinx
CVAP
50.03%
31.48%
34.06%
19.08%
10.74%
55.92%
59.38%
38.39%
67.03%
25.84%
15.18%
22.61%
34.19%
55.73%
52.35%

Black
CVAP
5.85%
6.41%
5.79%
6.16%
4.89%
5.82%
4.43%
50.88%
24.69%
30.45%
5.41%
5.78%
7.80%
10.02%
15.44%

Asian
CVAP
19.36%
7.68%
13.77%
10.85%
13.08%
12.47%
8.00%
3.48%
2.44%
11.03%
13.09%
18.49%
30.01%
17.48%
9.01%

Data Sources:
Statewide Database Redistricting Database, “Adjusted P.L. 94-171” (Released September
20, 2021), 2020 Census Bureau. https://statewidedatabase.org/redistricting2021/
Statewide Database Redistricting Database, “2015-2019 Citizen Voting Age Population on
2020 Census Blocks”. https://statewidedatabase.org/redistricting2021/
Data Note:
Black and Asian CVAP estimates are use the DOJ tabulation and are non-Hispanic Black and
Asian in combination with other races.

Region 1 (Districts 8, 9, 10, 15)
District 8
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

258,434
-0.91%
38.39%
50.88%
3.48%
Yes

Region 1 (Districts 8, 9, 10, 15)
District 9
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

267,922
2.73%
67.03%
24.69%
2.44%
Yes

Region 1 (Districts 8, 9, 10, 15)
District 10
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

250,652
-3.89%
25.84%
30.45%
11.03%
Coalition

Region 1 (Districts 8, 9, 10, 15)
District 15
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

258,293
-0.96%
52.35%
15.44%
9.01%
Yes

Region 2 (Districts 1, 13, 14)
District 1
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

247,680
-5.03%
50.03%
5.85%
19.36%
Yes

Region 2 (Districts 1, 13, 14)
District 13
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

271,513
4.10%
34.19%
7.80%
30.01%
Coalition

Region 2 (Districts 1, 13, 14)
District 14
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

247,354
-5.16%
55.73%
10.02%
17.48%
Yes

Region 3 (Districts 4, 5, 11)
District 4
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

265,229
1.70%
19.08%
6.16%
10.85%
No

Region 3 (Districts 4, 5, 11)
District 5
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

264,298
1.34%
10.74%
4.89%
13.08%
No

Region 3 (Districts 4, 5, 11)
District 11
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

264,071
1.25%
15.18%
5.41%
13.09%
No

Region 4 (Districts 2, 3, 6, 7, 12)
District 2
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

258,863
-0.75%
31.48%
6.41%
7.68%
No

Region 4 (Districts 2, 3, 6, 7, 12)
District 3
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

263,329
0.97%
34.06%
5.79%
13.77%
Coalition

Region 4 (Districts 2, 3, 6, 7, 12)
District 6
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

267,490
2.56%
55.92%
5.82%
12.47%
Yes

Region 4 (Districts 2, 3, 6, 7, 12)
District 7
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

270,543
3.73%
59.38%
4.43%
8.00%
Yes

Region 4 (Districts 2, 3, 6, 7, 12)
District 12
Total Population
Deviation
Latinx CVAP
Black CVAP
Asian CVAP
VRA District

256,904
-1.50%
22.61%
5.78%
18.49%
No

To:
From:
Date:
Subject:

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Latino Coalition of Los Angeles
September 30, 2021
Requesting That the LA Redistricting Commission Be Representative of the
Communities Most Impacted by its Decisions

On behalf of the Latino Coalition of Los Angeles, California Rising and the National
Central American Roundtable this memo intends to make the following
recommendations regarding the redistricting process specifically in Districts 1,8,9 and
10:

● CD9 is the poorest district in Los Angeles City and can not afford to lose the few
economic engines that they currently have in USC, LA Live & Expo Park, which
impacts our indigineous, immigrant, Latino and African American community
members.
● Additionally, we recommend that CD9 does not gain part of Downtown LA in
order for representatives to focus on investment and community driven
redevelopment within the existing district boundaries.
● We ask that the Redistricting Commission ONLY use the Official LA City
Koreatown Boundaries as defined by LA City Clerk Connect Council File
09-0606 which was heavily advocated for by local constituents.
● We ask that the Official LA City Koreatown Boundaries be upheld as ONE
community in its entirety within CD10. This would enable Koreatown community
members to better understand who represents them and access services and
resources.
● We ask that Council District 1 and 9; which are both in the middle of elections, be
kept within their current boundaries to ensure that candidates or incumbents do
not gain an advantage.
● We ask that you assure Council Districts 1, 8, and 9 are kept the same in order to
prioritize existing community members already living within their boundaries.
Leaders in these districts must prioritize economic investment and resource
allocation to these districts which have historically been overlooked and continue
to be home to some of the most vulnerable and marginalized communities in LA.

Ingrid Rivera-Guzman
President, Latino Coalition of Los Angeles

Raul Claros
Co-Founder, California Rising

Fransico Rivera
President, National Central American Roundtable

August 20, 2021

Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: The Santa Fe Art Colony Needs to Stay in the Same Council District as Downtown Los
Angeles
Chair Ali and Commissioners,
I am hopeful that during your deliberations as members of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission that you will consider the perspective of a long-time resident and
stakeholder in the Santa Fe Art Colony.
Our community is unique and in need of strong advocacy in order to continue to exist. As such,
we are united in our belief that the Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should
remain within one council district, so that our shared interests can be considered and
represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
Councilmember De León has long been an advocate of the residents of the Santa Fe Art Colony
and needs to continue to be our representative in order for our unique needs to be understood
and addressed.
Thank you for your careful consideration of my input into this process.

Sincerely,
Alicia and Jason Jennings
Resident, Santa Fe Art Colony
2415 South Santa Fe Avenue Unit 11
Los Angeles, CA 90058

I’ve been living in Echo Park (CD13) since 1990 and I start each
day with a walk in Elysian Park, which I consider the lungs of our
community, our Commons. On most days, the weather app
records air quality in Los Angeles as moderate, rarely good and
sometimes unacceptable. Just as our coastal communities need
to protect themselves from oﬀshore drilling, we need to protect
Elysian Park from development. Since the times of Gracie
Simons, our neighborhood has fought to keep the park from
encroachment. The best way to insure that our precious parkland
is preserved is to allocate shared responsibility for maintaining
and protecting Elysian Park between CD1 & CD13, as has been
the case until now.
Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell has worked tirelessly with our
community in the care and maintenance of both Elysian Park and
Echo Park Lake.
Sharing responsibility between council districts is the best way to
insure oversight and make certain that private interests don’t buy
favors that privatize our Commons. The Climate Crisis makes
Elysian Park an even more indispensable resource for our future
and it’s therefore critical to keep the checks and balances of
shared district responsibility in place.
Anne Stein
1539 Curran St
Los Angeles, 90026
213-304-7252

August 20, 2021
Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Boyle Heights and Downtown Los Angeles Need to Stay in Los Angeles Council District 14
Chair Ali and Honorable Commissioners:
As you know, your work on the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission is vitally important for
ensuring proper constituent political representation that will allow communities of interest to best be
represented within the City of Los Angeles.
Over the years, I have developed a productive working relationship with City of Los Angeles
Councilmember Kevin de Leon that has benefited our mutual constituents in Boyle Heights and
Downtown Los Angeles. We have joined together to advocate for our constituents in terms of housing,
immigrant rights, transportation infrastructure, and many other issues related to city, county, and state
government.
I feel strongly that our advocacy has benefited our mutual constituents therefore, respectfully request that
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission decide to keep Boyle Heights and Downtown Los
Angeles within Los Angeles Council District 14.
In addition to this, I believe that Downtown Los Angeles is a community of diverse interests and should
entirely stay intact within Los Angeles Council District 14 during this process in order for the interests of
its residents to be properly represented in this geographic area. Downtown Los Angeles has been
particularly impacted by the COVID-19 pandemic and its economic revitalization can only be achieved
with a single councilmember advocating for its needs.
Boyle Heights is a community of interest in terms of culture, history, and community identity and should
stay entirely intact within Los Angeles Council District 14.
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

S

September 29, 2021
The Honorable Chair & Members
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
& LACCRC Staff
Dear Commissioners:
This letter is follow-up to our correspondence of July 20, 2021 written on behalf of the
Board of Directors of the Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd Homeowners' Association
(WSSM) located on the westside of the City of Los Angeles. Given the status of
redistricting efforts, we would like to take this opportunity to provide additional comments
about specific draft maps before you.
WSSM HEREBY EXPRESSES OVERWHELMING SUPPORT FOR THE NEW
DRAFT MAP #K2, which evolved during Monday Night’s Meeting!
AND
WSSM adamantly opposes Draft Map #L, which rips apart our HOA area into
three separate potential council districts and similarly divides the Westside
Neighborhood Council among three potential districts as well.
With boundaries spanning a broad area from Santa Monica Blvd to Pico Blvd., and from
Beverly Glen to Sepulveda Blvd., our volunteer leadership works diligently to represent the
interests of residents in more than 3600 single-family homes and condominiums. Our
community was developed by the Janss Brothers to provide housing for the staff and
faculty of the new UCLA campus.
Ø Our enthusiasm for Draft Map #K2 is based upon its inclusion of the entire WSSM
community within one single district – as well as its keeping whole the Westside
Neighborhood Council within that same district. We would be most appreciative
to earn and have the Commission’s support of Map #K2 which acknowledges the
longstanding interconnectivity of the Westside community.
By contrast, Draft Map #L ignores historical boundaries, splits up many of the Homeowners’
and Civic Associations in the area (including WSSM) among multiple districts, and slices
the Neighborhood Council into three City Council Districts.

In July, the WSSM Board of Directors requested that:
• Our community be grouped with associated communities that have similar interests and
concerns (as noted above and below);
• The Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) and its affiliated HOAs be kept within a
single City Council district; and
• our HOA and WNC-related associations be grouped with neighborhoods north of Santa
Monica Blvd and Wilshire Blvd. due to our historical, current and long-standing ties with
the UCLA campus and the Westwood Village campus community. We participate in
many UCLA-based activities and volunteer at a number of UCLA facilities and programs
(Fowler Museum, Hammer Museum, Matthias Botanical Garden, Medical Center).
Many of the residents in our area who do not work at UCLA work in office buildings in
Westwood, along the Wilshire Corridor, and in Century City. And finally, many of our
residents worship at religious institutions in Westwood and along the Wilshire corridor.
For all these reasons, we urge the Commission to adopt Draft Map #K2 --- and to
reject Draft Map #L
Thank you for this opportunity to submit this letter. Thank you also for your service to the
City in your capacity as Commission members. Your task is one that plays an important
role in preserving our democracy.
Sincerely,

Barbara Broide, President
Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd Homeowners Association
Attached: Janss Investment Corporation 1928 brochure/map promoting their residential
development area “Westwood Hills/Holmby Hills” in support of the nearby UCLA campus
development. The Janss brothers donated the land upon which the UCLA campus was
built.

Westwood – Janss Investment Corporation brochure (1928)
(Note: Olympic Blvd. had not yet been named which did not happen until LA hosted the games in 1932.
Olympic Blvd. also did not go past what was then Fox Studios or the “Westwood Public Golf Course.”)

Dear Commissioners,
Thank you so much for the commission mentioning the problems of redistricting
Shadow Hills at the last Meeting. I am a long-time resident of Shadow Hills and officer
and director of the Fond Land Preservation Foundation, a charitable 501c 3 corporation
which owns over 600 acres of open space park in what is now CD 7.
If the boundaries of Shadow Hills remain the same, then we will continue to be part of
the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council. The FTDNC has submitted a
Community Impact Statement requesting that Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon not be
removed from the same council district as Lake View Terrace. Keeping the council
districts within the same Neighborhood Council District is one of the Operating
Principles of the Commission.
The Core Purpose of the Commission is to:
“[a]llocate constituents proportionately while also accounting for the unique histories,
experiences and interests of communities, such that those interests will have the
highest probability of being served by elected representatives and the City of Los
Angeles”
Retaining Shadow Hills in CD 7 will keep all of the City’s significant remaining
equestrian communities located in the same Council District. We even have special
zoning for horses (K district overlay) and Equestrian Trails Inc. corrals in both Shadow
Hills and Lake View Terrace. We also share the same mountain fire district concerns as
evidenced by the La Tuna Fire and the Creek Fire. We share the same Hansen Dam
regional park. Finally, the Fond Land Preservation Foundation is a privately funded
charity that has spent over $6,000,000 acquiring open space in the City of Los Angeles
for the benefit and use of the community. A portion of the over 600 acres located in
Shadow Hills/ La Tuna Canyon and a portion is in Lake View Terrace. The Foundation's
open space park should be in the same Council District.
Under the current K2.5 map Shadow Hills is located in three separate council districts
and violates the stated purpose to keep neighborhoods and communities intact, utilizing
natural boundaries and to have the districts be geographically compact. This attempt to
severe these communities of interest located in the same Neighborhood Council
violates the Core Purpose, Vision, Core Values, and Operating Principles of the
Commission
Thank you,
Bill Eick
9647 Stonehurst Ave Shadow Hills 91352
Bill@eickfreeborn.com

LA City Council Redistricting Commission Statement – Bob Anderson – October 19, 2021

Bob Anderson,
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association.
SOHA was surprised by last night’s
proposed swap of Sherman Oaks from CD3
to CD4/2. We thank the Commission for
keeping Sherman Oaks and POSO whole in
a single district. This is critical.
But we also have concerns. In 2001,
Sherman Oaks was split in two at the last
minute. In 2011, Sherman Oaks was added
to CD4 at the last minute. In 2021, we hoped
for no last-minute changes, but understand
that all districts must be fair and equitable.
We must trust the Commission to do this.
We will submit written comments if
necessary once we know tonight’s outcome
and before the 5:00 pm cutoff tomorrow. We
hope the Commission understands the lastminute dilemma that Sherman Oaks faces.
Thank you.
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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SOHA Recommendations for Detailed Information on Map Plan K2.5
October 1, 2021

The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association thanks the LA City Council Redistricting Commission for
approving single Final Draft Map Plan K2.5. SOHA supported this plan. We also note that the public has
been very inventive and thoughtful about other map plans and expect the upcoming public hearings to be
lively with lots of new ideas. We appreciate that Draft Map Plan K2.5 will include a set of recommendations
for areas requiring further analysis and consideration, as recommended by Commissioner Barrett.
We recommend that the Commission and Redistricting Partners take some extra steps to provide a broader
range of information about Map Plan K2.5 to the public – well beyond that provided so far. We offer a few
suggestions below. We feel such detailed information will go a long way to help the public and elected
officials understand the details of Map Plan K2.5. The suggested information will also help demonstrate
the depth and breadth of consideration and public input that went into developing Map Plan K2.5.
• Detailed citywide district map with Council District numbers and more pubic-oriented identifying
information such as names of major areas, freeway names/numbers, key landmarks, and whatever is
necessary. This will help the public identify specific areas and districts on the overall map.
• Detailed district maps with community and/or Neighborhood Council names/boundaries, plus
highlighted key areas of consideration, for example Koreatown, the Sepulveda Basin, and others. This
will help orient the public in each district and highlight key areas.
• Individual Neighborhood Council maps showing color-coded Council Districts within each NC plus
an accompanying table of all Neighborhood Councils showing Council District populations/percentages
within each NC. We provide an example of a possible table below. This will help the public understand
the specifics of NCs and their splits.
Neighborhood Council
Full NC Name

Number of CDs
2

CD
5
13

Population
XX,XXX
YY,YYY

Percentage
XX%
YY%

• Heat Maps of Critical Information (or other forms of display) that illustrate citywide or districtspecific trends that are important to understanding the fairness or equity of the map plan, such as renter
population densities, identified community population densities (e.g., Thai, Jewish, or Armenian
communities), and other critical information.
• Highlighted maps for recommended areas requiring further analysis and consideration focusing on
more detailed information concerning the area, for example details of USC-Exposition Park area features
and concerns. This will help orient the public to specific areas and districts recommended for further
analysis and consideration.
Thank you for your consideration. Please feel free to contact SOHA’s Bob Anderson at (213) 364-7470 or
BobHillsideOrdinance@gmail.com for question or further information.

Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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LA City Council Redistricting Commission Statement – Bob Anderson – October 13, 2021

Bob Anderson,
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association.
SOHA strongly supports Draft Map K2.5
understanding the Commission will adjust it
to address identified issues. This fifthgeneration map has converged through
public comment over weeks. No other map
or no new map has or will have its pedigree.
It’s too late for new maps.
Map K2.5 includes all of Sherman Oaks in a
single compact all-Valley Council District 3
with Woodland Hills, Tarzana, Encino, and
Valley Village. It provides a single Valleymajority bridge district through the
Cahuenga Pass. Most importantly, Map K2.5
gives the Valley its fair share of districts – a
redistricting first.
SOHA thanks the Commission but notes
that the Commission and then the City
Council must maintain the Valley’s fair share
in any future map adjustments.
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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The Green, Orange, and Gray map is your proposed boundaries which do not make sense. Please
keep CD 7 as-is. Please do not split up our Stonehurst Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ).

Carole Magnuson
Los Angeles, CA 90024

July 7, 2021
Los Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Subject: Importance of maintaining Westwood Community Plan Area within a
single Los Angeles City Council District
Dear Commissioners:
I appreciate this opportunity to tell you about our Westwood Community and why it is
important that the entire community be incorporated within a single Council district
located south of Mulholland Dr.
I am writing as a one who has lived, worked, and owned property in the Westwood area
since 1962 and who remembers well the ill-conceived and monumentally inefficient 1993
redistricting that split the Westwood area into three separate council districts. The
Westwood area has long since been reunited into a single district--Council District 5—
and should remain so.
1. Westwood is geographically compact and has strong historical communities of
interest
Westwood’s boundaries and identity date from the 1920’s when the Janss Investment
Corporation undertook to develop eleven tracts extending west from Beverly Hills to
Sepulveda Blvd. and south from Sunset Blvd. to Pico Blvd. North of Wilshire Blvd., the
Janss plan provided a new University of California campus surrounded by residential
neighborhoods (Westwood Hills and Holmby Westwood), served by a new business
district (Westwood Village). These areas, together with residential tracts south of
Wilshire and North of Santa Monica comprise the Westwood Community Plan area.
Within the Westwood Community Plan Area, residents are served by established schools
and religious institutions, including Warner Ave., Fairburn Ave., and St. Paul’s
elementary schools and Emerson Junior High School. Churches include St. Paul the
Apostle Catholic Church, Sinai Temple, Westwood United Methodist Church, Westwood
Presbyterian Church, and Westwood Hills Christian Church among others.
In the services realm, Westwood has two parks, the Westwood Recreation Center and
Holmby Park, two Los Angeles Fire Stations and a Level 1 Emergency Trauma Center,
located at UCLA’s Reagan Hospital, and is represented within the City neighborhood
council system by the Westwood Neighborhood Council.

In other areas, Westwood is fortunate to have UCLA as an economic, intellectual, and
cultural engine, driving its economy by providing jobs and generating billions of dollars
in spending. UCLA’s daily population, which includes many residents in the Westwood
Community Plan area, exceeds 80,000 students, faculty and employees. In addition
thousands of hospital and medical center patients and visitors, adult education students,
museum and theater patrons, sports fans and tourists visit Westwood daily.
2. Shared Issues Unite Westwood Community
*TRANSPORTATION is the biggest single issue confronting the Westwood
Community. Westwood is home to one of the country’s busiest intersections and three
major transportation corridors; the 405 Freeway linking northern and southern county
areas; Wilshire Blvd. linking east and west; and Westwood Blvd. linking the newly
completed EXPO line with the UCLA Campus. The 405 Freeway serves as a clearly
defined community boundary as does the City of Beverly Hills. A major subway
terminal is under construction at Wilshire and Westwood Blvds. and a new north-south
rail connection to LAX via the Sepulveda Pass and 405 is proposed.
*PLANNING FOR THE FUTURE is an issue closely related to expansion of the
roadway and transit network. How to plan to accommodate changes brought about by
changes in modes of transportation and the possibility of increased population and at the
same time retain the unique qualities of place related to Westwood’s history.
*UCLA EXPANSION: How to accommodate expansion of UCLA enrollment and
facilities without sacrificing quality of life for residents has and will continue to be a
major issue among Westwood Community Plan area residents who are challenged to
accommodate demands for new transportation modes, such as bicycle lanes, additional
housing and facilities.
*INFRASTRUCTURE AND CITY SERVICES: Residents of the area share a concern
arising from aging infrastructure demonstrated most recently by a major project
underway to replace deteriorating water pipes under Sunset Blvd. Off-campus student
housing generates special demands on building code enforcement and sanitation.
Similarly, Westwood’s two parks experience very heavy use and recently have become
encampments for un-housed persons.
3. Westwood should be included within a single council district located south of
Mulholland Drive.
While there may be other communities of interest with Westwood which should be
grouped with Westwood in a single Council district, because of the short notice for this
hearing and the lack of demographic data, we are not able to provide a comprehensive
proposal at this time. The Committee should expect to receive additional submissions of
written testimony after the requisite data become available.

Meanwhile, in the interest of fair and efficient government, this Committee should
recognize the common interests and issues shared by the Westwood community by
including the entire Westwood Community Plan Area within a single Council district
located south of Mulholland Dr. In addition, if at all possible, in the interest of shared
concerns and efficiency, that district should include the entire original Westwood Janss
tract area.
Very sincerely,
Carole Magnuson
Past President, Westwood Hills Property Owners Association

August 20, 2021
Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: The Santa Fe Art Colony Needs to Stay in the Same Council District as Downtown Los
Angeles
Chair Ali and Commissioners,
I am hopeful that during your deliberations as members of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission that you will consider the perspective of a long-time resident and
stakeholder in the Santa Fe Art Colony.
Our community is unique and in need of strong advocacy in order to continue to exist. As such,
we are united in our belief that the Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should
remain within one council district, so that our shared interests can be considered and represented
by the same councilmember and the same voice.
Councilmember De León has long been an advocate of the residents of the Santa Fe Art Colony
and needs to continue to be our representative in order for our unique needs to be understood and
addressed.
Thank you for your careful consideration of my input into this process.
Sincerely,
Christina Villamor
Resident, Santa Fe Art Colony
2415 S Santa Fe Ave. Apt 3
Los Angeles, CA 9005 8

August 20, 2021

Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: The Santa Fe Art Colony Needs to Stay in the Same Council District as Downtown Los
Angeles
Chair Ali and Commissioners,
I am hopeful that during your deliberations as members of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission that you will consider the perspective of a long-time resident and
stakeholder in the Santa Fe Art Colony.
Our community is unique and in need of strong advocacy in order to continue to exist. As such,
we are united in our belief that the Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should
remain within one council district, so that our shared interests can be considered and
represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
Councilmember De León has long been an advocate of the residents of the Santa Fe Art Colony
and needs to continue to be our representative in order for our unique needs to be understood
and addressed.
Thank you for your careful consideration of my input into this process.

Sincerely,

Chuck Feesago
Resident, Santa Fe Art Colony
2401 South Santa Fe Avenue – B03
Los Angeles, CA 90058

September 14, 2021

Fred Ali, Redistricting Commission Chair
Frank Cardenas, Redistricting Commission Executive Director
Rafael Gonzalez, Redistricting Commission Director of Outreach and Engagement
Los Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275, Los Angeles, CA 90012
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
frank.cardenas@lacity.org
rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Re: Hancock Park Community Requests Consideration to be in District 5

Dear Re Districting Commissioners.
We are writing to you on behalf of the Hancock Park Homeowners Association
Hancock Park.
The Association represents all 1,200 homes located north of Wilshire Boulevard, south of
Melrose Avenue, both sides of Highland Avenue to the west and both side of Rossmore
Avenue to the east. We are proud of the historic integrity of our 1,200 homes and the
ethnic and religious diversity among our neighbors.
The Hancock Park HOA, by unanimous vote of our Board, is requesting that when Council
District 4 is altered from its present configuration in the upcoming redistricting action, that
the entire Hancock Park neighborhood be moved west into CD5. A large portion of our
western boundary is already part of CD5, and it is our desire to unite the entire
neighborhood into one Council District. We believe that Hancock Park shares significant
Communities of Interest with the rest of CD5, including multiple historic landmarks (eg the
Highland Median,) religious institutions, communities with existent HPOZ designations and
R-1 zoned neighborhoods. This commonality of interest is far greater than that we share
with CD4 communities east of us and we ask that you give significant weight to this
commonality of interest when designating the new Council District map.
In 2007, Hancock Park became the 23rd Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ) in the
City of Los Angeles. 90% percent of its homes and structures were identified as being

Historic Contributors in the Historic Resources Survey, one of the most intact historic
neighborhoods in the nation. There are five adjoining HPOZ neighborhoods to our west
located in CD5- Carthy, South Carthy, Carthy Sq, Miracle Mile and Miracle Mile North.
The Historic Landmark #94 Highland Ave Median is currently split btw CD4 and CD5. The
grass-planted median strip, which runs a mile and a quarter from Melrose Ave. to Wilshire
Blvd., and its iconic palms – Queen palms (Syagrus romanzoffiana) and Mexican fan palms
(Washingtonia robusta), planted in 1928- was designated a Historic Cultural Monument in
1972.
Hancock Park is home to a large population of Jewish Angelenos who identify as Orthodox,
observant, or traditional Jews, Los Angeles is the second largest Orthodox Jewish
community in North America.1 Orthodox Jews tend to reside together in tight-knit
communities walking distance to Orthodox synagogues, kosher markets and restaurants,
and other institutions.
Yeshivot Yavneh Hebrew Academy is an Orthodox Jewish day school located at 5353 3rd
Street, Hancock Park http://yha.org/ and Temple Etz Chaim is located at 303 W 3rd Street in
Hancock Park https://www.jewishla.org/program/congregation-etz-chaim/
In Los Angeles, the largest Orthodox Jewish communities reside in the 5th Council District,
specifically in the communities of Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax,
and Hancock Park neighborhoods. Currently, the members of this community of interest are
divided due to Hancock Park being divided between Council Districts 4 and 5.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, Beverly-Fairfax, and Hancock Park constitute a “community of interest” because they
are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”2 The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and
interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious
characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration
of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful
and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and
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2

California Constitution, Art. XXI § 2.

https://jewishjournal.com/commentary/analysis/235555/deep-dive-jewish-la/

priorities. As the Homeowners Association we support this community’s and all of our residents,
the right to be united and safe, secure and fairly represented.
Both the unique nature of Hancock Park as an HPOZ and being one of the largest growing
Orthodox Jewish Communities in Los Angeles, lend themselves for inclusion of Council District
5 in this process. Since redistricting 10 years ago the size of the Orthodox Community residing in
Hancock Park has doubled and continues to grow and must be addressed for the sake of equity in
this current redistricting process.
We very much appreciate your thoughtful consideration of our request.
Sincerely,
Hancock Park HOA Board of Directors:
Cynthia Chvatal-Keane
Susan Grossman
Jennifer DeVore
Tim Allyn
Martin Beck
Nancy Dolan
Davis Gajda
Greg Glasser
Joel Kozberg
Clif Lord
William Newby
Pam Newhouse
Benny Rosenberg
Erik Story
Deborah Trainer
Jon Vein
James Wolf

Hancock Park HOA Recommendations for Detailed Information on Map Plan K2.5
October 1, 2021
The Hancock Park Homeowners Association joins SOHA and thanks the LA City Council Redistricting
Commission for approving single Final Draft Map Plan K2.5. SOHA supported this plan. We thank you for
the transparent and open process! The public has been very inventive and thoughtful about other map
plans and expect the upcoming public hearings to be lively with lots of new ideas. We appreciate that
Draft Map Plan K2.5 will include a set of recommendations for areas requiring further analysis and
consideration, as recommended by Commissioner Barrett.
We recommend that the Commission and Redistricting Partners take some extra steps to provide a
broader range of information about Map Plan K2.5 to the public – well beyond that provided so far. We
oﬀer a few suggestions below. We feel such detailed information will go a long way to help the public
and elected oﬃcials understand the details of Map Plan K2.5. The suggested information will also help
demonstrate the depth and breadth of consideration and public input that went into developing Map
Plan K2.5.
• Detailed citywide district map with Council District numbers and more pubic-oriented identifying
information such as names of major areas, freeway names/numbers, key landmarks, and whatever is
necessary. This will help the public identify specific areas and districts on the overall map.
• Detailed district maps with community and/or Neighborhood Council
names/boundaries, plus highlighted key areas of consideration, for example Koreatown, the Sepulveda
Basin, and others. This will help orient the public in each district and highlight key areas.
• Individual Neighborhood Council maps showing color-coded Council Districts within each NC plus an
accompanying table of all Neighborhood Councils showing Council District populations/percentages
within each NC. We provide an example of a possible table below. This will help the public understand
the specifics of NCs and their splits.
Neighborhood Council Number of CDs CD Population Percentage
Full NC Name 2 5 XX,XXX XX%
13 YY,YYY YY%
• Heat Maps of Critical Information (or other forms of display) that illustrate citywide or district-specific
trends that are important to understanding the fairness or equity of the map plan, such as renter
population densities, identified community population densities (e.g., Orthodox Jewish, or Armenian
communities), and other critical information.
• Highlighted maps for recommended areas requiring further analysis and consideration focusing on
more detailed information concerning the area, for example details of USC-Exposition Park area features
and concerns. This will help orient the public to specific areas and districts recommended for further
analysis and consideration.
Thank you for your consideration.
Please feel free to contact : Cindy Chvatal-Keane 323-829-8828 snorekel@gmail.com
or Jennifer DeVore 213-308-7262 jendevore@gmail.com for additional information or questions.

Hancock Park Homeowners Association

Community of Interest --- From: Connie Acosta, resident of CD13 for 4 decades,
Board member (at-large-seat) of the Echo Park Neighborhood Council; I collaborate with Echo
Park residents who have expressed an interest to protect our natural wildlife corridors and
sanctuaries in Elysian Hills.

To: the 2021 Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (LACCRC)
Date: September 16, 2021
Request: that the easterly north boundaries of CD13 be stretched eastwardly to
include all of the Elysian Hills and Elysian Park from Sunset Blvd to the 5 Freeway
(running along Riverside Road), and to stretch along the borderline of Chinatown on
the east; also, to include in CD13 both sides of Sunset Blvd starting at Beaudry
Street.
Rational: Many natural wildlife habitats-sanctuaries-and-corridors are habitually
being destroyed in Elysian Hills. Conservation is vital here, for the survival of the
many migratory bird species and for the benefit and enjoyment of the world.
Wildlife pick their habitats on secluded mountain tops full of old trees and brush not
necessarily protected trees. Below are two examples from the many wildlife habitat
destroyed and potential for destruction in Elysian Hills:
• In the last 4 months, Dynamic Developers at 1013 Everett Street L.A 90026
destroyed 16 mature trees along with other wild shrubs that self-sustained
across 8 parcels at the top of hill.
This micro-forest alone provided various layers of canopy and moisture to its
environment from its underground water reservoir (aquifer). When the birds
return from their southern journey, they will find several less bird sanctuaries
available to them in Elysian Park.
• Also, the proposed (7-story, 70 unit) hillside project, at 1251 Sunset Blvd-under appeal) contains 100-year old trees and other wild shrub that self
sustain from their own aquifer. The new project will destroy all trees on site
and their aquifer during excavation. Project design shows a few trees on the
rooftop that obviously would be sustained by our imported drinking water.

Testimony Themes Week of 10.2-10.8
Concerns regarding CD 2 and CD 4 (400+)
● Concerns around not labeling the districts
● Restore CD 4 to its original form
● Fears that this would override previous election results
Los Feliz (217)
● Oppose Map K 2.5 (116)
○ Make Los Feliz and Griffith Park in the same district
● Restore CD 4, keep Los Feliz with Nithya Raman
● Support (2)
● Place Los feliz and griffith park in the same district (99)
Sherman Oaks (185)
● Support Draft Map K2.5 (155)
● Want to remain in CD 4 (24)
● Support for CD 3 (6)
Studio City (54)
● Oppose Map Plan K2.5 and support Map L
Carthay Square (49)
● do NOT divide Carthay Square
● Remain in CD 5
Silver Lake (32)
● Restore CD 4, oppose Map K2.5
● Keep Silver Lake with the Los Feliz/Atwater and Silver Lake/Echo Park
neighborhoods
● The map erases the voices of the people who voted for their CD4 representative
which should not be allowed
Koreatown (36)
● Reject K2.5, restore CD 4 to its original state (30)
● Support K2.5 (4)
● Koreatown to CD 5 (1)
● Koreatown should be with communities to the West or to the East/Northeast —
not appended to CD10 (1)

Mid City West Neighborhood Council (28)
● Have CD5 continue north of Melrose and west of La Brea to the West
Melrose (32)
● Do not split up Melrose avenue into separate districts
● Put Melrose between Fairfax and Highland into one single district
● Desires to remain in CD 5
Ivanhoe Elementary (15)
● keep Ivanhoe Elementary in the same district
Shadow Hills (12+)
● Remain Shadow Hills in CD - 7
● Unify Shadow Hills and La Tuna canyon
Hollywood Hills (12)
● Labeling Council District 2 or 4 is confusing
● Questions surrounding why the districts are being changed and where the
transparency of these decisions are
● What is the justification of these changes
Thai Town (8)
● Should NOT include the neighborhoods of Los Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater
Village in CD13, but should instead extend the boundaries southward to include
all of Koreatown in CD13
Highland Park (14)
● Remain in CD 14 (3)
● ALL of Highland Park, Eagle Rock, Glassell Park, Cypress Park, Arroyo Seco
should stay as one district, along with Boyle Heights, Lincoln Heights and El
Sereno (1)
● Oppose Map K2.5 (10)
● Keep the CD 1 and CD 14 boundaries in Highland Park the same, Keep the CD
14 portion of Highland Park together with its allied, neighboring communities of
Eagle Rock, El Sereno, and Boyle Heights, Keep both sides of York Blvd. from
Avenue 49 to the South Pasadena boundary in CD 14, Keep both sides of
Figueroa from our border with Eagle Rock down to York Blvd. in CD 14, Keep the
Highland Park Senior Center in CD 14. Keep the Tiny Homes project at Arroyo
Seco Park in CD 14.

Greenwood Square (12)
● Remain in CD 2
● Stay the same district
● Does not feel needs would be met in proposed K2 or K2.5
● Requests maps to be redrawn to be kept in current district
North Hollywood (10)
● Oppose K2.5
Leimert Park (1)
● keep Leimert Park in Council District 10
Canoga Park (4)
● Remain in current CD 3
Rancho Park (3)
● Support Map K2.5
Jewish Community (11)
● Support K2.5
● Keep the historic Jewish CD5 core from Hancock Park to West LA whole and to
make sure that the valley Jewish community is part of a cohesive community
base as well
Cheviot Hills (3)
● Support K2.5
Watts (8)
● Remain in CD 9 other than CD 15
● Supports the map drawn by Timothy Watkins of WLCAC
● Watts back in 9
● USC back to 8
Hancock Park
● Support Map K2.5 (3)
● Oppose the new map (4)
Downtown Los Angeles (1)
● Make Downtown Los Angeles connected to the neighborhoods around it to the
north and to the west

Reseda
● the East Valley's Sherman Oaks and Van Nuys could be part of District 2 (1)
● Oppose K2.5 (1)
Central Hollywood NC
● Oppose K2.5 (1)
Toluca Lake (5)
● Oppose K2.5
● Disenfranchising the district
Greater Valley Glen
● Should NOT be broken up into 3 districts
Chinatown (6)
● Suggest CD1 run down Chavez to Broadway to include Chinatown Gate
● Keep Chinatown together

Lake Balboa & Sepulveda Basin
● Support Draft Map Plan L keeping Lake Balboa and the Sepulveda Basin
together in CD6 (District M)
Ladera (8)
● Remain part of Westchester
● Keep Old Ladera in CD - 11
● Does not want to be added to CD 8
Stonehurst (4)
● Shadow Hills and Stonehurst must be united with the Foothill and Hansen Dam
communities of Sunland/Tujunga, Lake View Terrace, Pacoima, and Kagel
Canyon
Laurel Canyon
● Support District O in K2.5 (3)
● Oppose Map K 2.5 (1)
● Put Laurel Canyon back in District 5. Change the southern boundaries of District
5 to eliminate Westwood, Rancho Park, Cheviot Hills, Fairfax, Beverly Grove, etc.

change the eastern boundary of Council District 5 so that it includes ALL of Bel
Air/ Beverly Crest, Laurel Canyon, and the West and East Hollywood Hills.
● Support District O in K2.
● Don’t split Laurel Canyon
Greater Wilshire
● Support K2.5 (1)
● Oppose K2.5 (1)

Hollywood
● using Franklin Ave. as the northern boundary, west of Western Ave
● Reject K2.5, restore CD 4
Woodland Hills (2)
● Against redistricting CD 3
San Fernando Valley (2)
● Remain together
● Reject K2.5
The Valley (3)
● Oppose K2.5
● Allow old CD4 to maintain its neighborhoods
Westchester (23)
● East Westchester Community Back in CD 11
● do not remove the triangle area between Centinela, La Cienega, & the 405 from
CD11 to CD8
● keeping the corridor east of the 405 as part of Westchester
Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd Homeowners Association and the Westside
Neighborhood Council (6)
● Support K2.5
● Support Map K2.5 because it keeps the WNC within a single council district
Beachwood Canyon (2)
● Keep Hollywoodland aka Beachwood Canyon with Los Feliz, The Oaks, The
Dell, Lake Hollywood Estates, and the Hollywood Knolls

Harbor Gateway North
● The Shoestring strip located from 111th Place at Grand Avenue to Imperial
Highway (West of 110 FWY) should be returned to District 15
Lincoln Heights
● Keep Lincoln Heights united
Park La Brea
● Oppose K2.5, keep Park La Brea in CD 4
West Hollywood (north of Fountain)
● Oppose K2.5, remain in CD 4
Sun Valley
● Leaving Sun Valley as part of CD-2 under Paul Krekorian and CD-6 under Nury
Martinez
Van Nuys
● Restore CD4
Miracle Mile
● Support K2 and should include all of Wilshire Boulevard, south to San Vicente,
then Fairfax east to La Brea
● Oppose Drap Map K2.5
● Map is not fair or equitable
Sepulveda Basin (5)
● Remain in CD - 6
Franklin and Coldwater Canyons and Bowmont (16)
● extend District "J" on map K 2 further east to include the area of Franklin and
Coldwater Canyons and Bowmont, Hazen, and Briarcrest.
● does not share same risks with the Hollywood Hills or Ventura Blvd areas
included in “2 or 4”
North Hills West (7)
● Keep the original lines, they want to stay CD 12
● Keep the Natural Boundary the 405 Freeway
● No relationship with CD 6/7

Oppose Map K2.5 - 5
Support Map K2.5 - 10

Testimony Themes Week of 10/9-10/15
AREA
Los Feliz

COMMUNITY OF INTEREST THEME
Keep Waverly Heights and The Oaks AND
Griffith Park with Los Feliz

TALLY
102

Should not separate Los Feliz Hills and
Griffith Park, some ask to place all of Los
Feliz, Silver Lake, Atwater, Franklin Hills
and Griffith Park into the same district
Reject Map K2.5 restore CD 4
Hollywood Grove HPOZ remain as part of
Los Feliz
Los Feliz, Silver Lake and the Hollywood
United
Concerns regarding CD 2 and CD 4

Labeling a council district '2 or 4' is very
confusing

84

Restore CD 4
Sense of disenfranchisement
Keep the results of the last election
Miracle Mile

Do not divide

78

Support Map Plan K2.5
Sherman Oaks

Support Map K2.5 (59)

69

Oppose Map K2.5 (6)
Keep Sherman Oaks in CD 4 (3)
Shadow Hills

Stay in one district

54

Remain in CD 7
Oppose Map K2.5
Keep the foothill communities together
returning Shadow Hills and LaTuna Canyon
back to CD7
USC and EXPO Park

Do not remove from CD 9

45

Chinatown

Suggest CD1 run down Chavez to
Broadway to include Chinatown Gate

41

Keep Chinatown together
Keep the current boundary east along the
101, north on Hill st, east on Cesar Chavez,
and northeast along Main
Glassell Park

Consider redrawing the dividing line
between CD 1 and CD 13 to put Glassell
Park wholly in CD 13

38

use Division Street and not the 2 Freeway
as the dividing line between CD13 & CD1
Keep whole but not in CD 13 (1)
Keep whole in CD 1 (1)
Have GP into one single CD and have
single council member (6)
Have GP into CD 13 OR 14 (1)
keep glassell park in one district as well as
eagle rock, highland park, cypress park (1)
Melrose

Do no split and keep united in CD 5
put both sides of Melrose into District 13 (1)

34

have CD5 continue north of Melrose and
west of La Brea to the West Hollywood
Border
do not support CD13 going west of La Brea
have CD5 continue north of Melrose and
west of La Brea to the West Hollywood
Border
Mid City West Neighborhood Council not be
split into CD 13
CD 5

CD5 has been the historic Jewish district
since the end of WWII. These historic
Jewish neighborhoods are currently
encompassed in the Map K2.5 configuration
within CD5.

34

Move small area between Robertson and
LaCienega Boulevards and 18th street and
the 10 freeway into CD5.
Support K2.5 (1)
Studio City

Do not ignore Map L

25

Wants to stay in CD 4
Keep Studio City in a workable CD 2 District
(12)
keeping all valley neighborhoods together
(3)
Greater Wilshire

Support Map K2.5

25

Carthay Square

Do NOT divide Carthay Square

22

Remain in CD 5

West Los Angeles

Support Map K2.5

26

Hancock Park

Support Map K2.5
should stop district 5 at Lucerne in between
wilshire and Olympic and not include
anything that is close to koreatown (1)
Place in CD 5

23

North Hills

Remain in CD 7

19

Keep community together
Sylmar and North Hills remain in district 7
(3)
Remain with Mission Hill
Keep North Valley Care Services in CD 7
Westside Neighborhood Council

Support Map Plan K2.5

18

Keep District together
Beverlywood

Support Map Plan K2.5

18

Keep in CD 5
Larchmont

Support Map K2.5

15

San Fernando Valley

Keep San Fernando whole

15

Reunite the Armenian Community in one
strong Valley District (4)
The southeast San Fernando Valley should
be in one region
Do not divide up a substantial Jewish
community
keep the North Valley Care Center in District
7 (3)

Keep remain connected to the Big Tujunga
Wash area
Wilshire Park

Support Map K2.5

13

the small section between CD10 & CD 5
bordered W 6th St, South Wilton Pl. & W
7th Street remain included in CD 4
Canoga Park

Please consider Stakeholder Map #57666

8

Canoga Park be included in the same
Council District with all of Warner Center,
Woodland Hills, Winnetka, and Reseda
Silver Lake

Reject Map K2.5

7

Stay with Los Feliz
Windsor Square

Unify with Koreatown and Los Feliz

6

Support K2.5 (1)
Sun Valley

Oppose K2.5
unifying Sun Valley into one district

5

Watts

Does not want to be split up and distributed
among different City Council districts.

8

There is no unanimity or consensus around
remaining in Council District 15 or moving to
Council District 8 or Council District 9
to have the area from 92nd Street [north],
Alameda [East] 120th Street [south] and
Broadway [west] placed into CD 9
Remain in CD 15
Watts become own district
Should not be in CD 15

NOHO Arts District

Oppose Map K2.5

7

KEEP Paul Krekorian for CD2 Noho Arts
District
CD 8

Return Exposition Park and USC to CD8 (3)

6

Support K2.5 (3)
Valley Village

Place Valley Village with North Hollywood
and Studio City and Valley Glen

5

Ladera

Do not move Ladera to CD 8

6

Remain in CD11 in westchester
Reseda / Tarzana

Oppose Map K2.5

4

Could be two existing CDs 3 & 12. Start at
405 go west to City western boundary, then
divide into 2 CDs at Roscoe
Remain in CD 3
Thai Town

Should NOT include the neighborhoods of
Los Feliz, Elysian Valley and Atwater Village
in CD13 but should instead extend the
boundaries southward to include all of
Koreatown in CD13

4

Unify Koreatown with Thai Town and
Historic Filipinotown (1)
Valley Glen

Keep community together,
Oppose K2.5

5

Winnetka

Add Canoga park and Winnetka together (2)

5

West Hills, Canoga Park, Woodland Hills
and Winnetka together (2)
Remain in CD 3 (1)

Hollywood

Restore CD 4 (1)

4

Oppose Map K2.5 (1)
Los Feliz Hills from Los Feliz Blvd north to
Mt Lee, The Oaks, and Griffith Park which
are all historically attached since their
creation as neighborhoods, should stay
intact as communities of interest associated
with Beachwood Canyon, Lake Hollywood
Estates, The Dell, and Hollywood Hills West
Neighborhood Council (1)
Support K2.5 (1)

Wilshire Vista

Oppose K2.5 and united Wilshire Vista
Keep the whole community in CD 5

3

Spaulding and Sunset Squares

Do not divide

3

CD 4/13

Support K2.5

3

Koreatown

Oppose K2.5, restore CD 4

3

Move Koreatown eastward to CD 13 (1)
Pico and Harvard Blvd have to be part of
Koreatown
Century City

Support K2.5

2

Cypress Park

Put the border of CD 1 back at the LA River

2

Cypress Park Community to remain in the
district that includes the Bowtie and G2
parcels
Franklin Canyon

Restore to District J on Map K2

2

McArthur Park

Include La Fayette park,

2

extend the district towards the temple and
union and extending the district towards the
west to Vermont
North Hills West

No on Map Plan K2.5 without fixing the
mapping error - Aqueduct Avenue from
Lassen Street North to Nordhoff Avenue

2

Echo Park

Support keeping Echo Park in Council
District 13

2

Park Mesa

Regain USC & Exposition Park

2

Pico/Westwood

Support K2.5

1

Atwater Village

Oppose Drap Map K2.5

1

Bel Air

Oppose Draft Plan K Corrected

1

CD 2

Do NOT remove Councilman Krekorian from
his current district.

2

East Hollywood/Hollywood Hills West

Support Map K2.5

1

Hollywood Hills West

Remove Silver Lake

1

Elysian Park

Divide evenly between CD 1 & CD 13

1

HERMON neighborhood (Northeast L.A.)

Oppose K2.5, HERMON Neighborhood
Council (HNC) should be reunited

2

Highland Park

Leave Highland Park’s boundaries as they
are now

1

South Hollywood

Do not split GWNC

1

Laurel Canyon & Hills Communities

Keep Hillside communities united
put Laurel Canyon back inside Council
District 5

3

Lincoln Heights

Reject the breaking up CD4

1

Saint Andrews

Support Map Plan K2.5

1

SW Valley NCs and the Valley NCs

Oppose Map K2.5

1

Support Alternative Map L

Keep CD / Oppose Map K2.5

1

Toluca Lake

Remain in CD 4

1

Van Nuys

Reject Map K2.5 and restore CD4

2

Support K2.5
Westchester

Oppose Map K2.5

1

Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd
HOA (WSSM)

Support Map K2.5

1

Wilton Historic District

Support Map Plan K2.5

1

Do not change the western boundary of
Koreatown
Ridgewood Wilton

Support Map K2.5

1

Encino

The entire Sepulveda Basin needs to be in
CD 3

1

Elysian Valley

Add the small spit of land under Riverside
Dr on the west back of the river at the S-E
end of Elysian Valley to CD13

2

Elysian Valley be contained in one City
Council District
South Park

Support Map K2.5 and keep community
together

1

Sunset Square

keep HPOZ Sunset Square together with its
sister HPOZ Spaulding Square

1

La Tuna Canyon

Remain in CD 7 with Shadow Hills

1

Wilmington

Support K2.5

3

Wynvernwood apartments

Keep Wynvernwood apartments in CD 14

1

CD 15

Support Map K2.5

1

CD 8/9/10

Have California African American Museum
back

1

San Pedro

Support Map K2.5

2

Tarzana

Support Map K2.5

1

CD 12

Support K2.5

2

The Oaks

Keep The Oaks together

1

Greenwood Square

Keep Greenwood Square in CD 2

1

CD1/14

Oppose K2.5

1

Pacoima

keeping North Valley Care Center in this
district

2

Hermon

The Single Family Residences on the west
side of Monterey Rd south of its intersection
with Terrill Ave should remain in council
district 14

1

CD2-4 and CD13

Preview of possible changes per requests
on this form
Moving ~4,000ppl from CD2-4 to CD13
If helpful for those communities to
understandhttps://districtr.org/edit/64258?event=mapso
fla

4

CD2-4 Deviation of -3.8% (previously -1.1%)
CD13 Deviation of +4.2% (previously
+2.7%)
Delta 6.4% (previously 3.6%)
Leimert Park

Crenshaw mall should be part of CD10

1

North Hollywood

Oppose K2.5

1

Lake Hollywood

Remain with Los Feliz and Griffith Park

2

Community of Interest --- From: Connie Acosta, resident of CD13 for 4 decades,
Board member (at-large-seat) of the Echo Park Neighborhood Council; I collaborate with Echo
Park residents who have expressed an interest to protect our natural wildlife corridors and
sanctuaries in Elysian Hills.

To: the 2021 Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (LACCRC)
Date: September 16, 2021
Request: that the easterly north boundaries of CD13 be stretched eastwardly to
include all of the Elysian Hills and Elysian Park from Sunset Blvd to the 5 Freeway
(running along Riverside Road), and to stretch along the borderline of Chinatown on
the east; also, to include in CD13 both sides of Sunset Blvd starting at Beaudry
Street.
Rational: Many natural wildlife habitats-sanctuaries-and-corridors are habitually
being destroyed in Elysian Hills. Conservation is vital here, for the survival of the
many migratory bird species and for the benefit and enjoyment of the world.
Wildlife pick their habitats on secluded mountain tops full of old trees and brush not
necessarily protected trees. Below are two examples from the many wildlife habitat
destroyed and potential for destruction in Elysian Hills:
• In the last 4 months, Dynamic Developers at 1013 Everett Street L.A 90026
destroyed 16 mature trees along with other wild shrubs that self-sustained
across 8 parcels at the top of hill.
This micro-forest alone provided various layers of canopy and moisture to its
environment from its underground water reservoir (aquifer). When the birds
return from their southern journey, they will find several less bird sanctuaries
available to them in Elysian Park.
• Also, the proposed (7-story, 70 unit) hillside project, at 1251 Sunset Blvd-under appeal) contains 100-year old trees and other wild shrub that self
sustain from their own aquifer. The new project will destroy all trees on site
and their aquifer during excavation. Project design shows a few trees on the
rooftop that obviously would be sustained by our imported drinking water.

To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
From: Connie Acosta, Echo Park Neighborhood Council Board Member, speaking for self.
Regarding: Support for Commissioner Shaw’s Motion of Oct 18, Council Districts labeled (2-or-4) and (4-or-2)
change for simplicity to 2, 4 respectively. Also, return CD3 to its original boundaries as it was initially, per a
multitude of testimonies.

Map K 2.5 (Amendment 3) of Oct 18, 2021 is an improvement from the earlier drafts regarding the
East and Central Los Angeles areas, except Council District 3 that‘s fostering racism & segregation.
After listening to the LCCRC public testimonies, & Commission discussions, I support the following:
1. I support Commissioner Valerie Lynne Shaw’s Motion, resolved at the October 18 public hearing by the
LACCRC with 11 Yeas; thus, the motion carried. “The University of Southern California (USC) and
Exposition Park be included in the area of City Council 8 as the Commission moves forward to finalize our
Redistricting Map,” said Shaw.
2. Move back CD3 to its original boundaries for the following reasons:
•
•

•

•

The Neighborhood Council Chair from Woodland Hills voiced dissatisfaction with the new boundary
changes to CD3 and said that he wanted to continue to collaborate and work with near-by
communities that have diversity and not with those many miles away.
There was plenty of public comment from all over the City that Valley Village and Sherman Oaks’
boundaries be moved from the present CD3 area and be pushed upward to another adjacent CD.
(Thank you for separating Studio City from CD3 because that was voiced in the many public
testimonies as well).
Many testimonies from Canoga Park and Winnetka asked to remain in CD 3 along with Woodland
Hills as these communities share a background of having worked in the aerospace industrial
workforce, and through the years still enjoy each others assets: The health food and famous eatery
from the 70’s in Canoga Park.
A resident referred to, “the separation of Woodland Hills from Canoga Park and Winnetka as
gerrymandering.” A person said something a long the lines of this process is not democratic.

•

The Warner Center in CD3 is proposing to build hundreds of affordable housing units for tenants
below the median salary. Something that the working class from Canoga Park and Winnetka would
also benefit besides tenants in Woodland Hills.

•

The Chair of the Neighborhood Council in CD12 complained about the movement of a landmark
from CD 12 to CD 3.

•

After the Regional Ad-Hoc meetings, months back, Mr. Cardenas stated that his design of lining up
the wealthier council districts along the Mulholland Drive could be moved since it was only a Draft
that met the “redistricting principles.” On Monday October 18, he stated the contrary, that if any
movement occurred along the Mulholland council districts that could lead to a lawsuit under some
redistricting law. Please move Canoga Park and Winnetka within the boundaries of CD 3 for equity
and reducing the voting “majority” of the new CD3.

September 30, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
By email to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Support for Draft Map K2 – Keep Sycamore Square Together
Dear Commissioners:
As a 25-year renter resident of Sycamore Square (Wilshire south to Olympic, La
Brea east to Citrus), I support keeping Sycamore Square together in one Council
District, which Draft Map K2 would accomplish.
I also support K2 for keeping Sycamore Square with the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council (GWNC), with which we have a long connection. Prior to
being elected GWNC President, I was on the Sycamore Square Neighborhood
Association (SSNA) board since 2016, where I got my start as a neighborhood
leader. SSNA co-founder, Liz Fuller, served on the GWNC; she later became coeditor at the Larchmont Buzz, an online news resource which serves the Greater
Wilshire community (and which has done tremendous reporting on redistricting!).
I’m also supportive of K2 for keeping Sycamore Square together with the Miracle
Mile. The burgeoning nighttime hotspot of 8th/La Brea should not be severed along
8th St., as Draft Map L proposes. Sycamore Square and the Miracle Mile are carefully
watching this new business district, while keeping our Council Office apprised of
any issues, just as we do LAPD Wilshire.
For three years, Sycamore Square and Miracle Mile have collaborated extensively on
emergency preparedness, putting on trainings and holding a monthly walkie-talkie
emergency radio net to prepare our neighbors to communicate after a disaster.
Thank you for the opportunity to share my testimony, and for the hard work you
have undertaken.

Conrad Starr
700 Block of S. Mansfield Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036
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September 29, 2021
City of Los Angeles
City Council Redistricting Commission
Attention: Commissioner Fred Ali- Chair
RE: City Council Redistricting Commission- Comments from Van Nuys Airport Association
Dear Members of the City Council Redistricting Commission:
I respectfully submit this correspondence on behalf of the Van Nuys Airport Association
(VNAA), a non-profit membership organization representing more than 100 businesses and
5,000 employees located at Van Nuys Airport (VNY).
Many of these airport businesses share a long and successful history of collaborating with the
City and VNY Airport, and in hosting operations that not only serve the region’s air
transportation needs, but also support local work force development programs, charitable,
film and other special community events. These businesses provide many social and
educational benefits to our community, and serve as a catalyst for economic growth in the
San Fernando Valley. In the wake of the devastating impacts resulting from the COVID-19
pandemic, VNY tenants and their employees look forward to playing a critical role in Los
Angeles’ future recovery efforts, and require the experience of stable city council leadership
that best understand aviation and airport related policy and oversight.
The VNAA is pleased to express our strong support for version “L” – the draft map showing
CD6 as the continued representative to the Van Nuys Airport and surrounding neighborhood
community. We wish to submit the following public comments to the commission, in
reviewing the merits of plan version “L”







Covid 19 presented many challenges to business and communities that moving
forward, now requires a stable and experienced city council district and leadership
The Van Nuys Airport (VNY), is the largest combined employer in the San Fernando
Valley. As a critical asset and component for the City and region’s transportation
infrastructure, coordination between CD6, Los Angeles World Airports, the FAA and
other federal representatives and agencies, together with the businesses and
neighborhoods, must be maintained by experienced city council representation.
Environmental programs in noise mitigation, alternative fuels implementation,
sustainable electric energy and strict airport security and safety benchmarks require
the experience that CD6 has effectively demonstrated and provided.
Coordination and collaboration with both business and community stakeholders will
best continue under CD6, and communities such as Lake Balboa will best be served
with the VNY Airport remaining in the existing city council district.
Placing VNY into a new city council district would create more bureaucracy, with less
efficiency, experience and oversight. It would have the potential to make the airport
less responsive to the community and business stakeholders.

City Council Redistricting Committee- Comments from Van Nuys Airport Association
Page 2
September 29, 2021

In light of these facts, we strongly urge the members of the City Council Redistricting Commission to
put forward version “L” as the preferred option for the CD6 city council district. Plan “L” will ensure
the highest level of experience to continue to maintain an effective balance, maximizing the safety,
efficiency and economic vitality of VNY, together with that proven experience that can best assure
the community’s quality of life and neighborhood stability. .
The VNAA appreciates serving as an informed and credible voice on this issue, as well as the
opportunity to work directly with the office of Los Angeles Mayor, Los Angeles City Council and the
Los Angeles World Airports on collaborative efforts that formulate optimal solutions.
Sincerely,

Curt Castagna
Curt Castagna
VNAA President
cc:
Justin Erbacci, Executive Director- Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA)
Flora Margheritis, LAWA - VNY Airport Manager

September 30, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
By email to: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org

Re: Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council and South Hollywood Neighborhood Association Statement on
Council Redistricting
Dear Commissioners,
We live in the South Hollywood Neighborhood Association (SoHo) area for the last 20 years which is located in
Greater Wilshire. I am a homeowner in a multi-family zone, which includes house and guesthouse and I am
one of the founding members of SoHo Association.
SoHo is a quaint 13-block neighborhood that has a strong Neighborhood Association presence. We are made up
of homeowners, renters, Block captains and many now empty new 3-story double duplexes non-affordable
housing. The housing is made up of Spanish and English Country 1 – 2 story vintage buildings with remodeled
housing 1 – 2 story and new 3-story Small Lot Subdivisions and new 3-story double duplexes. We have new
kids, many dogs and many neighbors walking with dogs, chatting, skateboards, scooters and bike riders.
We want to thank the Commissioners for Plan K2 and District J; we support of the Redistricting of GWNC and
SoHo in one single district CD, Plan K2, keeping Greater Wilshire, within one CD, keeping SoHo in same CD and
we support that our Neighborhood Association, SoHo includes Willoughby Avenue and the South side of Barton
Avenue between Las Palmas Avenue and Seward Street. The North side of Barton Ave. abuts studios with
different issues, but the South side of Barton Avenue is residential and is contiguous to our neighborhood of
residential domiciles.
Please consider including this area of Barton Avenue in the Plan K2 plan so it continues to be a part of GWNC
and that SoHo is not split between districts. District J keeps Greater Wilshire together, for which our
Association is so grateful for. Plan K2 places the historic homes of Greater Wilshire with our Community of
Interest neighborhoods to the West. We share schools, churches, synagogues, local newspapers, and sports
leagues with our Western neighbors.
Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council services to Greater Wilshire.
Thank you for your consideration and please include us in any notifications or decisions related to this case.
Debra Rosenbaum & Gerhard Jacob
Debra Rosenbaum CID and Gerhard Jacob
President, South Hollywood Neighborhood Association (SoHo)

810 – 812 North Las Palmas Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90038
310-344-3059
South Hollywood Neighborhood Association
Visit us at www.southhollywoodnha.org

South hollywood Neighborhood ASSociAtioN
SouthHollywoodNHA@gmail.com www.southhollywoodnha.org

September 29, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
By email to: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org

Re: Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council and South Hollywood Neighborhood Association Statement on Council
Redistricting
Dear Commissioners,
South Hollywood Neighborhood Association (SoHo) is located in Greater Wilshire.
The SoHo Association area includes the following area:

South hollywood Neighborhood ASSociAtioN
SouthHollywoodNHA@gmail.com www.southhollywoodnha.org

We want to thank the Commission for Plan K2 and District J; we support of the Redistricting of GWNC and SoHo in one
district CD, Plan K2 (keeping Greater Wilshire within one CD, keeping SoHo in same CD and we support that our
Neighborhood Association, SoHo includes Willoughby Avenue and the South side of Barton Avenue between Las Palmas
Avenue and Seward Street. The North side of Barton Ave. abuts studios with different issues, but the South side of
Barton Avenue is residential and is contiguous to our neighborhood of residential domiciles.
Please consider including this area of Barton Avenue in the Plan K2 plan so it continues to be a part of GWNC and that
SoHo is not split between districts.
District J keeps Greater Wilshire together, for which our Association is so grateful for. Plan K2 places the historic homes
of Greater Wilshire with our Community of Interest neighborhoods to the West. We share schools, churches,
synagogues, local newspapers, and sports leagues with our Western neighbors.
Please adopt Plan K2, which will provide the best City Council services to Greater Wilshire.
Approved by majority Internet Vote on 09/29/2021.
Thank you for your consideration and please include us in any notifications or decisions related to this case.
Debra Rosenbaum
Debra Rosenbaum CID
President, South Hollywood Neighborhood Association (SoHo)

southhollywoodnha@gmail.com
310-344-3059
South Hollywood Neighborhood Association
Visit us at www.southhollywoodnha.org

City of Los Angeles Redistricting
Frank Cardenas
Fred Ali
Paul / Redistricting Partners
30 September 2021
Dear Redistricting Committee,
I am writing to show my support for the Los Feliz neighborhood being added to District G in Plan K2 rather
than District O in Plan L. Los Feliz is integrally connected to the development of the core of Hollywood
and should maintain its council district connection. I also support adding the Griffith Park lands into
District G of Plan K2 to maintain its historic association with the Los Feliz neighborhood.
I do not support Plan L.
Sincerely,

Donna Williams
6234 Afton Place
Los Angeles, CA 90028
SUBMITTED BY (electronic submittal)

Donna Williams

Ktown-RTF

KOREATOWN
REDISTRICTING TASK
FORCE (K-RTF)
PROPOSED MAP

UNIFY KOREATOWN
INTO A SINGLE

LA CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT

Hi, my name is Fran Potaski. I have lived in the community of North Hills West for 20 +
years.
I’d like you to keep my community together in single district CD12.
My community is a very diverse community with a majority of single family homes.
Our boundaries are the 405 San Diego freeway on the east,
Bull Creek on the West,
Roscoe Blvd. on the South and Devonshire to the North.
We have been a part of CD 12 for more than 30 years and we all wish remain so.
The residents all pull together in conjunction with our Neighborhood Council when there are
issues that affect us all.
I along with many others in CD 12 are involved with our Senior Lead Officers and support
Devenshire Police Station. In unison we have been able to keep crime down in our
neighborhood.
This has been going on for the 20 + years that I’ve lived here.
North Hills East, Mission Hills, & Van Nuys are predominately multi unit housing areas as well
as heavier industry.
Combining any part of North Hills West with other Council Districts will divide this community
of like minded families.

Regards
Fran Potaski
15921 Malden St
North Hills

August 20, 2021
Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: The Santa Fe Art Colony Needs to Stay in the Same Council District as Downtown Los
Angeles
Chair Ali and Commissioners,
I am hopeful that during your deliberations as members of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission that you will consider the perspective of a long-time resident and
stakeholder in the Santa Fe Art Colony.
Our community is unique and in need of strong advocacy in order to continue to exist. As such,
we are united in our belief that the Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should
remain within one council district, so that our shared interests can be considered and
represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
Councilmember De León has long been an advocate of the residents of the Santa Fe Art Colony
and needs to continue to be our representative in order for our unique needs to be understood
and addressed.
Thank you for your careful consideration of my input into this process.

Sincerely,
Francesco X Siqueiros
Resident, Santa Fe Art Colony
2401 S Santa Fe Ave, studio 206
Los Angeles, CA 90058

August 20, 2021
Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: The Santa Fe Art Colony Needs to Stay in the Same Council District as Downtown
Los Angeles
Chair Ali and Commissioners,
I am hopeful that during your deliberations as members of the Los Angeles City
Council Redistricting Commission that you will consider the perspective of a long-time
resident and stakeholder in the Santa Fe Art Colony.
Our community is unique and in need of strong advocacy in order to continue to exist.
As such, we are united in our belief that the Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los
Angeles should remain within one council district, so that our shared interests can be
considered and represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
Councilmember De León has long been an advocate of the residents of the Santa Fe
Art Colony and needs to continue to be our representative in order for our unique
needs to be understood and addressed.
Thank you for your careful consideration of my input into this process.
Sincerely,
George Herbert

Resident, Santa Fe Art Colony
2415 S Sante Fe avenue, #9

Los Angeles, CA 90058
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06-2613

CDs6&12
November 5, 2007
Councilmember Cardenas

Chief Legislative Analyst
Department of Neighborhood Empowerment

Councilmember Smith
Councilmember Zine
Councilmember Alarcon
City Attorney

City Planning Department
Community Redevelopment Agency
Bureau of Engineering
Department of Transportation

RE: NAMING A COMMUNITY LAKE BALBOA
At the meeting of the Council held November 2, 2007 , the following action was taken:

Attached report adopted....................................................................................................................

Attached motion (Cardenas - Smith) adopted, as amended ............................................................. X
Attached amending motion (Cardenas - Smith) adopted ................................................................. X
FORTHW ITH ................................... ................. ..... .......... ....... ........................................................... X

Mayor concurred.............................................................................................................. ..................
Motion adopted to approve communication recommendation(s) ......................................................

Motion adopted to approve committee report recommendation(s) ..................................................
Findings adopted ...............................................................................................................................
Negative Declaration adopted ...........................................................................................................
Categorically exempt..........................................................................................................................

~k~~

Generally exempt......................................................................................................................... ......

City Clerk
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AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER
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VERBAL MOTION
I HEREBY MOVE that Council ADOPT the following recommendation with respect to the
naming a community Lake Balboa on today's Council agenda (Item No.4, CF 06-2613):

APPROVE the application relative to naming the community, described in the application

attached to Council file 06-2613, Lake Balboa.

(Education and Neighborhoods Committee waived consideration of the above matter)

PRESENTED BY
TONY CARDENAS
Councilmember, 6th District

SECONDED BY
GREIG SMITH
member, 12th District
Council

November 2, 2007
CF 06-2613
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LOS ANGELS CITY COUNCIL
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MOTION
Item No.4 on today's Council Calendar Agenda is consideration of a community naming
Lake Balboa (CF: 06-2613), located in Council Districts 6
23, 2007, the Education and Neighborhoods Committee held a hearing on this
and 12. On April
item. Upon the initial review of the application the status. of the original Lake Balboa community

application to expand the boundares of

designation was uncertain, and a significant number of staeholders voiced opposition to the
application.

As a corrective measure, the Council on October 5, 2007 adopted the Motion (Smith-Zine)
Van Nuys as "Lake Balboa" (CF: 06-2613 S1).
relative to the naming ofthe southwestern par of
Transportation
the Deparment of
This action confirmed some previous administrative steps taken by

in 2002 to post Lake Balboa community signs.
Subsequent to the posting actions taken in 2002, the City Council adopted formal procedures

for the establishment of community names. The submission of a naming application for
the application process. The affected Council Offces (CDs 6 and 12) have
consideration is par of
met with stakeholders in their respective Council Districts and have identified proposed new
boundares for the Lake Balboa community (see Attachment A).

r THEREFORE MOVE that relative to CONSIDERA TrON of the community naming
application for Lake Balboa, Item No.4 on today' s Council Agenda (CF: 06-2613),
BE AMENDED
the boundar
changes
to substitute the attached new Lake Balboa community boundaries in lieu of

proposed in the naming application attached to the Council File, and that the amended Lake Balboa
community naming application BE ADOPTED.
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ADOPTED
NOV 0 2 2007
LOS ANGELS CllY COUNCIL

FORTHWrrt!
DP

NOV 02 2007

fc7

Councilmember 6th District
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Attachmnt A
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Lake

Balboa Name Change Boundaries

1.) Bound on the East by the 405 Freeway frm the where it meets the 101 Freeway go

Nort to Saticoy Street.
2.) At Saticoy Street, go west to Valjean A venue until you reach Vanowen Street.
3.) At Vanowen Street, head West to Havenhurst Avenue.

4.) At Havenhurt Avenue, head Nort oi~e again to Saticoy Street.
5.) At Havenhurst Avenue, head West on'Saticoy Street once again.
6.) At Balboa Boulevard, head Nort to Balboa Place and then continue Nort to Roscoe

Boulevard.
Roscoe Blvd, from
Balboa Boulevard to Louise Avenue will remai Northndge with the 91325 zip code).
Louise Avenue, from
8.) At Louise Avenue, head South to Saticoy Street. (East side of
Roscoê Boulevard to Stagg Street wil remain Nortdge with the 91325 zip code).
9.) At Saticoy Street, head West to Whte Oak Avenue.
10.) At Whteoak Avenue, head South to Victory Boulevard
11.) At Victory Boulevard, head East to Balboa Boulevard.
12.) At Balboa Boulevard, head South to the Los Angeles River
13.) Follow the Los Angeles River, going Southeast, to where the 101 and 405 Freeway
meet.
7.) At Roscoe Boulevard, head West to Louise Avenue. (South side of
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GREGG L. SIMON
6253 Hollywood Boulevard, #1002
Los Angeles, CA 90028
Tel: 917-549-4056, Email: greggsimon@mac.com
September 28, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission,
I am a homeowner in Hollywood, residing at The Lofts at Hollywood & Vine, the
condominium at the northeast corner of Hollywood and Vine. I am the president of the HOA
for The Lofts and I think my views are representative of many other homeowners in our
building and the surrounding neighborhood.
The Hollywood Partnership (The HP) is the non-profit managing entity of the Hollywood
Entertainment District Property-Based Improvement District (HED). The HP has enjoyed a
relationship with the City of Los Angeles for more than 20 years as the administrator of Business
Improvement Districts in the Hollywood area. It has leveraged tens of millions of dollars in
assessments from property owners within the BIDs to provide services that benefit the
community, from maintaining the safety and cleanliness of the area to transforming the public
realm with art, lighting, and other enhancements. The HP is governed by a volunteer Board of
Directors who are property owners from within the HED who collectively represent a significant
portion of Hollywood. I am familiar with The HP and the good work it has done.
The HED covers a geographic area that is bounded by Yucca St. to Santa Monica
Boulevard, and La Brea Blvd. to the Hollywood Freeway. This area includes 15,000 high-density
residential units, 290 acres of non-rights of way land and over one- thousand private parcels – all
of which are located within Council District 13 (CD13). The HP qualifies as a Community of
Interest as we have a defined geographic district on file with the City Clerk’s office, are guided

by a shared mission & vision, and are profoundly impacted by decisions made by the City of Los
Angeles as our work is dedicated to managing and improving the City’s public rights-of-way.
As the Commission develops recommendations through the redistricting process, as a
Board Member of The HP, I respectfully request that the HED and the Hollywood core remain
within CD13. Over many years, The HP has built a strong working relationship with CD13 and
it regularly collaborates and partners on solutions to some of the greatest challenges that affect
Hollywood and Los Angeles. These partnerships help maintain and improve area infrastructure,
protect public safety, enhance the visitor experience, and provide outreach and assistance to the
most vulnerable in our community. Additionally, the demographics of our community, its built
form, density, mix of land uses and industrial composition are most comparable to other nodes
within CD13 such as Silver Lake, East Hollywood, Echo Park, Atwater Village and the Sunset
Corridor. As such, CD13 is best positioned to understand and appreciate the dimensions and
character of the HED and serve the citizens that live and work in our district.
I appreciate your serious consideration of this request to remain within CD13.
Best,
Gregg Simon
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September 15, 2021
Redistricting Commissions
200 North Spring Street – Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting – Keep the business district of Hollywood in CD 13
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners:
On behalf of the Hollywood Chamber of Commerce and over 800 member organizations who employ over
115,000 individuals, we respectfully believe that the business district of Hollywood should be kept together in
CD 13, which has been in CD 13 for more than 30 years and should remain there.
Hollywood has become one of the most successful revitalization districts in the City over the past 20 years
because it was kept together during redistricting. By remaining in CD13, we have flourished because we have
been able to work with a councilperson who is knowledgeable about our issues and build long standing
relationships and partnerships through that work. That stability has had a lot to do with our success. In order
to keep the momentum going, we are asking that Hollywood’s central business district and historic core be
kept together and remain in CD13.
The Chamber believes that the business district of Hollywood should remain in CD 13 so that the shared
interests of business can be considered and represented by the same council member with the same voice.
After the devastation most strongly felt by hotels, restaurants, bars, theaters, and music venues because of
the pandemic, it is necessary more than ever to have a single voice advocating our way back to revitalization.
This will allow these businesses to work with the same councilmember to revitalize the business district. It will
also give the community a platform to have their interests ranging from housing, jobs, community, and
transportation infrastructure be kept within one council district, so they are able to advocate together for
their needs with one council member.
For these reasons we respectfully ask that the business district of Hollywood be kept together in CD 13. Thank
you for your attention to this matter and for your leadership on this project. If you have any questions, please
contact me via email at chair@hollywoodchamber.net or (323) 788-3969.
Sincerely,

Nicole Mihalka
Chair of the Board
Hollywood Chamber of Commerce

6255 Sunset Blvd. • Hollywood, CA 90028 • (323)469-8311 • info@hollywoodchamber.net • www.hollywoodchamber.net

Dr. Jasmine Plummer
849 S Citrus Ave
Los Angeles CA
90036
September 30, 2021.
RE: Home Owner/Resident/School Parent Opposing the proposal at 728 S Cochran Ave
To Whom It May Concern,
I am writing to you as a homeowner of the property 849 S Citrus Ave, located on the 8th block of Citrus between
Wilshire/Olympic, in Sycamore Square. I am also a parent to two young children who attend Cathedral Chapel
School an elementary school located 68 ft from the current parking lot location (728 S Cochran Ave).
I purchased this house because Sycamore Square/Miracle Mile is a beautiful neighborhood with a very strong
community in which my family has thrived and flourished. It has a close connection to its commercial neighbors
and a respectful vibe to both renters and owners of the residential property. These reasons also parallel why I
carefully chose a school in a residential community neighborhood for my young children to thrive and grow. I am
also highly invested in finding solutions to homelessness in LA as I am vice president/secretary of a foster youth
organization which focuses on housing for homeless LA youth and hence very supportive of develop them Because
of this I have vast knowledge that urban planning projects which have long term success provide solutions to
finding proper placing of supportive housing within structured communities - that do not include elementary
school children less than 100 ft away .
I voted for Nithya with the idea that she as a mother wanted to help keep neighborhoods and our children safe.
There are many locations even within Miracle Mile which are not directly across from an elementary school with
children from TK to grade 8. As well, there are many teachers who often have to walk to their cars late at night
with no street parking -another issue not currently being addressed in this ill -informed poorly planned,
development proposal and in general regarding development of this area. Nithya has pushed a 42 story
development 100 ft from the proposed site in addition to the supportive housing complex with no plans to address
parking for teachers or residents as well as the increased risk for children entering and exiting this school with
these two new developments. Both the children (who we should be protecting) and the teachers (who are within
the lower bracket of socioeconomic status) have another worry added onto them at the end of their long day.
I would like to hear from Nithya why she personally thinks this is a safe and necessary option at this location. I am
not opposed to having a structure similar to this but not across a street from a school filled with young children.
Thank you
Best

Dr. Jasmine Plummer

DESCRIPTION OF MY COMMUNITY
Submitted by:

James V. Burks

Current Position:

Retired from the City of Los Angeles Department of Cultural Affairs
where I’ve worked as Director of the William Grant Still Arts Center;
Director of William Reagh Photography Center; Director of the
Performing and Folk Arts Division, Director of Jobs in the Arts, and
Director of the Leimert Park Vision Theatre

Boards:

Destination Crenshaw
Leimert Park Village, Inc
LA Southwest College Foundation
Los Angeles Inner city Cultural Center

Projects:

Leimert Park Village Theater Coalition
Leimert Park Annual Readers Theater Series
Martin Luther King Jr. Festival
Leimert Park International Theater Festival

Ways identified that describe my community.
1. My county or city.
I live in the City of Los Angeles surrounded by the LA County 2nd Supervisorial District
2. Mention the street names and significant locations in your neighborhood to help us
identify the parameters of your community.
I live at Angeles Vista and Deane Avenue in the community of Windsor Hills and is
surrounded by the Baldwin Hills, Hyde Park, Leimert Park, and Ladera Hills communities.
3. What are your shared interests?
My response is rooted in Urbanity an alternative expression for urban culture. The term
urbanity that is defined and exudes suavity, courteousness, and refinement of manner. It is a
[polished way of looking at one’s current existence, and can be defined by any of the following
synonyms:
suaveness · sophistication · worldliness · elegance · cultivation · culture ·
civilization · breeding · smoothness · polish · refinement · poise · selfpossession · dignity · courtesy · politeness · civility · mannerliness · manners ·
gentlemanliness · gallantry · courtliness · graciousness · charm · affability ·
tact · diplomacy · soft skills · cool · couth
What is it that makes a city, despite its often-chaotic appearance, into a meaningful order that some
people love and identify with, yet others loath and reject as the source of multiple evils?

One begins to look at cities, and at the people living and working within them, differently. It’s
putting qualitative dimensions of urban life into focus. They caught, so to say, its pulse, it’s
rhythm, it’s cultural infrastructure maybe even its meaning. Artistic and cultural Civil servants
put it into the proper theoretical perspective by applying issues of public policy to the philosophy
of arts & culture and the use of the Creative Industry to contribute to the solving of social and
economic problems. Knowingly or unknowingly, we deal with the anti-urban to animosity
fostered by media and city centralization and by a centralized and interventionist welfare
philosophy defined as “Cities without Urbanity”.
The concept of economic culture is concepts of civic culture. Urbanity has been, from its start at
the end of the Middle Ages in Europe, an economics as well as civic cultural tool where the
source of energy and inspiration for Western urban democracy is transformed into the prime
example of a truly civil society.
During the 1980s the predominantly European culture’s argument gained prominence that idea of
the city as a distinct phenomenon is outdated in view of world which has become increasingly
fragmented and borderless, if not limitless, and highly flexible due to the seminal impact of
electronic technologies. Consequently, the notion of a specifically urban culture has become
redundant. Now we have allegedly entered the age of cyberspace and virtual reality; the
informational society that is no longer characterized by more or less fixed structures and a
centered order. Informational society and the informational city of today are characterized by
incessant flows, by mobilities, and by decentered fragmentations. In this New World, the idea of
the city, let alone of urbanity, is, it is believed, meaningless. In view of such urban behemoths
like Los Angeles, often professed as the model for urban life in the twenty-first century, but also
in view of the recent evolution of suburbia, in particular the rapid emergence of so-called edge
cities, decentered or polycentric urban satellites, the idea of urbanity as explored in the
present seems to be out of date and not applicable to the American public.
As an Urban Planning Student at Pepperdine University where I simultaneously served as a
Peace Corp (Vista) Volunteer with the Los Angeles Community Design Center I’ve spent my life
working in the field of cultural urban design for the City of Los Angeles Department of Cultural
Affair, on the Staff of LA City Councilman Robert Farrell, as Director of the Inner City Cultural
Center, and in the field of Gerontology where I used these agencies and positions as a laboratory
to explore economic development in Urban Communities where the Creative Industry, Arts &
Culture, would serve as the backbone to building and strengthening a community with a brand
that supports the popular cultures of African, Latino, and Japanese Americans would be the
image we want to project that would allow for greater attraction of local, regional, national, and
international visitors and tourists.
The African Marketplace was a successful product of this thinking and validated by the decision
of San Francisco former Willie Brown for the Hunter’s Point community of the Bay Area.
Secondarily I support a plan that encourages the combined interest of the Crenshaw Cultural
Corridor, Destination Crenshaw, Leimert Park Village Cultural Economic Development, and
revisioning the development of the Crenshaw/Baldwin Hills Mall as a Cultural Business

Incubator/Entertainment Center combined with the more than 100- specialty events, festivals,
and concerts as a coalition to build a destination that supports the social/cultural revitalization of
area that is currently situated in two council districts.
4. What brings you together?
My work over the years with culturally specific economic development projects based on the
creative industry, arts and culture of South Los Angeles. It is also rooted in my work with the
LA Southwest College Theater Department as a member of the and on the Board of the LASC
Foundation, my work on the Leimert Park plans, my membership on the Destination
Crenshaw design committee and Board, my work with the Leimert Park Vision Theater for
more than 40 years, and my creation and surrounding work of the Los Angeles African
Marketplace & Cultural Faire as a permanent year-round anchor to build Cultural Tourism in
the Black Community
5. What is important to your community?
Changing the prevailing pejorative media image of the Black community and building the
community’s brand that promote it as a destination of choice for many in the African Diaspora
and other European, Asian, Caribbean, North, South & Central America, and African cultures
desiring to experience the culture and hospitality of Crenshaw’s Black, Brown, and Asian
(Japanese) Community.
6. Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
I only see that strengthening the community can come from within, and possibly by our ability
to keep the areas in one council district, if possible, and two at most.
7. Nearby areas you don't want to be in a district with? Why or why not?
We are surrounding by LA County 2nd District, and that allows for additional support.
8. Has your community come together to advocate for important services, better schools,
roads, or health centers in your neighborhood?
While the Destination Crenshaw project is promoting arts & culture as a medium for
exchange, and with a few independent agencies advocating for their specific interest, but
similar to the City of LA Department of Cultural Affairs that no specific group or civic office
advocating the use of the Black creative industries a tool for economic development.

A Community Organization Dedicated to Improving and Preserving
the Quality of Life in Laurel Canyon

September 30, 2021
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL
Rafael Gonzales
Direct of Community Outreach and Engagement
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring Street, 2nd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Laurel Canyon Association Redistricting Comments
Dear Mr. Gonzales:
I am writing on behalf of the Laurel Canyon Association. LCA Is a
neighborhood association serving the area of the Hollywood Hills known as
“Laurel Canyon,” one the most beautiful and environmentally important areas of
Los Angeles. LCA covers Laurel Canyon Boulevard, its feeder streets and the
Kirkwood, Stanley Hills, Lookout Mountain and Wonderland bowl areas. The
neighborhood is bounded on the north by Mulholland Boulevard and at the south
by Hollywood Boulevard. The main streets are Laurel Canyon Boulevard,
Mulholland Drive, Wonderland Avenue, Lookout Mountain Avenue, Kirkwood,
and Stanley Hills. LCA is a residential stakeholder with membership in the Los
Angeles Neighborhood Council system, specifically, the Bel-Air Beverly Crest
Neighborhood Council (“BABCNC”).
As we indicated in our letter dated September 27, 2021, Laurel Canyon
Association opposes any proposed maps that would divide Laurel
Canyon between two Council Districts at Laurel Canyon Boulevard.
Unfortunately, Map L would divide Laurel Canyon – the west part of
Laurel Canyon would be located in District J and the east part of Laurel Canyon
would be located in District O. LCA strongly believes that Map L should be
revised to move the eastern dividing line further to the east so that Laurel
Tel: 310-380-0845
Email: jhall@laurelcanyon.org

September 30, 2021
Page 2

Canyon is included within the same council district (ideally to a natural barrier
such as a ridge).
LCA also believes that Map K2 also needs to be revised. While the map
has positive attributes (e.g. unifying hillside communities, keeping Laurel
Canyon within the same district, including Studio City, etc.) the map is not
geographically compact and stretches all the way to the 210 Freeway to include
communities that do not share the same interests. If the Commission was to
adopt Map K2, then it would need to be revised to avoid these problems.
Thank you for your consideration. Please note that our primary concern
and request is that Laurel Canyon be kept within the same Council District. I
may be contacted at 310-380-0845 or at jhall@laurelcanyon.org if you have any
questions, comments or concerns.
Sincerely,

Jamie T. Hall
Laurel Canyon Association
President

Dr. Jasmine Plummer
849 S Citrus Ave
Los Angeles CA
90036
September 30, 2021.
RE: Support for Draft Map K2-Keep our neighborhood, Sycamore Square intact and together
To Whom It May Concern,
I am writing to you as a homeowner of the property 849 S Citrus Ave, located on the 8th block of
Citrus between Wilshire/Olympic, in Sycamore Square.
I purchased this house because Sycamore Square which runs the 7th-9th block from La Brea Ave
to Highland Ave is a beautiful neighborhood with a very strong community in which my family
has thrived and flourished. It has a close connection to its commercial neighbors and a
respectful vibe to both renters and owners of the residential property. We also are very linked
to the Miracle Mile with a school in close proximity and similar/shared residential interests.
I am strongly urging you to keep the neighborhood in tact with the Draft Map K2.
Thank you
Best

Dr. Jasmine Plummer

Dr. Jasmine Plummer
849 S Citrus Ave
Los Angeles CA
90036
September 30, 2021.
RE: Home Owner/Resident/School Parent Opposing the proposal at 728 S Cochran Ave
To Whom It May Concern,
I am writing to you as a homeowner of the property 849 S Citrus Ave, located on the 8th block of Citrus between
Wilshire/Olympic, in Sycamore Square. I am also a parent to two young children who attend Cathedral Chapel
School an elementary school located 68 ft from the current parking lot location (728 S Cochran Ave).
I purchased this house because Sycamore Square/Miracle Mile is a beautiful neighborhood with a very strong
community in which my family has thrived and flourished. It has a close connection to its commercial neighbors
and a respectful vibe to both renters and owners of the residential property. These reasons also parallel why I
carefully chose a school in a residential community neighborhood for my young children to thrive and grow. I am
also highly invested in finding solutions to homelessness in LA as I am vice president/secretary of a foster youth
organization which focuses on housing for homeless LA youth and hence very supportive of develop them Because
of this I have vast knowledge that urban planning projects which have long term success provide solutions to
finding proper placing of supportive housing within structured communities - that do not include elementary
school children less than 100 ft away .
I voted for Nithya with the idea that she as a mother wanted to help keep neighborhoods and our children safe.
There are many locations even within Miracle Mile which are not directly across from an elementary school with
children from TK to grade 8. As well, there are many teachers who often have to walk to their cars late at night
with no street parking -another issue not currently being addressed in this ill -informed poorly planned,
development proposal and in general regarding development of this area. Nithya has pushed a 42 story
development 100 ft from the proposed site in addition to the supportive housing complex with no plans to address
parking for teachers or residents as well as the increased risk for children entering and exiting this school with
these two new developments. Both the children (who we should be protecting) and the teachers (who are within
the lower bracket of socioeconomic status) have another worry added onto them at the end of their long day.
I would like to hear from Nithya why she personally thinks this is a safe and necessary option at this location. I am
not opposed to having a structure similar to this but not across a street from a school filled with young children.
Thank you
Best

Dr. Jasmine Plummer

September 17, 2021
Mr. Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
RE: Unite the Historic Eastside of Los Angeles
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners:
On behalf of InnerCity Struggle’s youth and parent resident members whom reside within the boundaries
of the City of Los Angeles, I write to urge the Commission to unite the historic Eastside of Los Angeles,
inclusive of Lincoln Heights, El Sereno and Boyle Heights into one single city council district.
Since 1994, InnerCity Struggle has developed the leadership of Eastside of Los Angeles young people
and families to be a force for positive change in their schools and communities. Additionally, the
organization provides positive after-school programming for young people to access higher education and
to engage civically in their neighborhoods.
The Commission should consider the unique history of the Eastside of Los Angeles and unite these
neighborhoods into a single council district. The Eastside of Los Angeles is connected via vital cultural
commonalities and immigrant roots. The Eastside community has also experienced racial injustice and
has been a catalyst for social movement.
To further empower this historic community, Lincoln Heights should be united with the rest of the Eastside
into a single district. These vibrant communities are comprised primarily of essential workers and the
COVID-19 pandemic has exacerbated pre-existing structural inequities.
As we envision a just recovery for the Eastside of Los Angeles, equitable representation of our
communities will be critical. Representatives that prioritize the community’s needs will be essential. The
unification of the historic Eastside will ensure effective responsiveness to collective needs and aspirations.
Thank you for your consideration of this input.
Sincerely,
Jessica Panduro
Civic Engagement Coordinator
90033 Marengo St. and Tremont Ave.
Resident of Boyle Heights

August 20, 2021
Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: The Santa Fe Art Colony Needs to Stay in the Same Council District as Downtown Los
Angeles
Chair Ali and Commissioners,
I am hopeful that during your deliberations as members of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission that you will consider the perspective of a long-time resident and
stakeholder in the Santa Fe Art Colony.
Our community is unique and in need of strong advocacy in order to continue to exist. As such,
we are united in our belief that the Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should
remain within one council district, so that our shared interests can be considered and
represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
Councilmember De León has long been an advocate of the residents of the Santa Fe Art Colony
and needs to continue to be our representative in order for our unique needs to be understood
and addressed.
Thank you for your careful consideration of my input into this process.

Sincerely,
John mascaro
Resident, Santa Fe Art Colony
2401 s Santa fe ave unit 204
Los Angeles, CA 90058

WESTSIDE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
P.O. Box 64370 Los Angeles CA 90064
www.wncla.org (310) 474-2326

October 6, 2021
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
ATTN:
ATTN:

Fred Ali, Chair
Frank Cardenas, Executive Director

I am writing on behalf of the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) representing
approximately 80,000 stakeholders in Cheviot Hills, Rancho Park, Century City. This
letter follows our previous letters of July 12 and September 29, expressing our concerns
and recommendations for our neighborhoods and business communities that are within
the following boundaries:
North of Pico Blvd:
1. Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. HOA
2. Overland Avenue Community HOA
3. Century Glen HOA
4. Century City Residential areas
South of Pico Blvd.:
1. West of Westwood HOA
2. Westwood Gardens Civic Association
3. Cheviot Hills HOA
4. California Country Club Homes Association HOA
The proposed map K2.5 that the Commission voted on September 30 as the
recommended map for public comment in October has the support of the WNC because
it achieves the basic and fundamental objective requested by the WNC, i.e.,
maintaining the decisions of the 2001 and 2011 redistricting in having all of the
above areas within the WNC be assigned to one single Council district.

As previously stated, the actions taken in the 1991 redistricting process that led to our
seven HOAs being distributed in three (3) Council districts were unwise and led to
significant consternation within our communities. Candidly, the selfish decisions made
in 1991 were a major factor in the initiative later that decade to amend the City Charter
and establish the Neighborhood Council structure.
The WNC is pleased that the LACCRC’s action of September 30 in putting forward
Map K2.5 as the single map for public comment properly reflected – for the specific
area of community interest that is the major focus of the WNC – the LACCRC’s
adherence to its previously adopted criteria, particularly #3 (geographic contiguity), #4
(geographic integrity) and #5 (natural boundaries).
We recognize that the public comment process in October regarding Map K2.5 may
result in revisions, given the concerns that were expressed by those advocating Map L.
Should the LACCRC decide to modify Map K2.5 in response to such public input,
the WNC expects that the Commission will not, in any manner, alter the map that
would breach its criteria, at least with respect to the areas of the WNC.

Thank you for this opportunity to submit this letter.
Sincerely,

Terri M. Tippit
Chair, Westside Neighborhood Council
cc:

Board Members, Westside Neighborhood Council
Mr. Rocky Delgadillo

WESTSIDE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
P.O. Box 64370 Los Angeles CA 90064
www.wncla.org (310) 474-2326

OFFICERS
Terri Tippit, Chair
Lisa Morocco, Vice-Chair
Shannon Burns, Treasurer
Jane Wishon, Parliamentarian
BOARD MEMBERS
Barbara Broide
Kim Christensen
Vicki Curry
Joanne Dorfman
Caryn Friedman
Karriann Hinds
Jeff Hronek
Mary Kusnic
Jose Lustre Jr.
Sean McMillan
Joseph Roth
Louis Schillace
Mark Sedlander
Mary Williams
Jae Wu

July 12, 2021

City of Los Angeles
City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
ATTN: Frank Cardenas, Executive Director
The attached letter and materials are respectfully submitted
by the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC), as
authorized by the WNC Board at its meeting of July 8, 2021.
For the information of the Commission, background
information about the WNC is included as an attachment to
this letter.
Sincerely,

Terri M. Tippit
Chair
cc: Board Members, WNC

WESTSIDE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
P.O. Box 64370 Los Angeles CA 90064
www.wncla.org (310) 474-2326

July 12, 2021
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
ATTN:
ATTN:

Fred Ali, Chair
Frank Cardenas, Executive Director

This letter is respectfully submitted by the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) 1,
pursuant to a motion (attached) that was adopted by the WNC at its meeting of July 8,
2021. In addition to this letter, a WNC representative will provide formal public
comment at one or more of the public hearings being scheduled by the City of Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (LACCRC) and listed on the
LACCRC website 2.
The background regarding the boundaries and composition of the Westside
Neighborhood Council is provided in the attachment.
It is acknowledged that this letter is being submitted prior to the release of U.S.
Census data that will provide the statistical data that will inform the larger city-wide
issues to be evaluated by the LACCRC. Nonetheless, this letter is intended to
familiarize the LACCRC with: (1) the request; and (2) suggestions of the WNC as
you begin that evaluation process and, subsequently, develop the proposed new map
boundaries for the city council districts for the next decade. The WNC will, of
course, provide additional thoughts once those proposed boundaries have been
released to the public for comments.
Please also know that, in approving the action for the submittal of this letter, the
WNC was informed by the comprehensive and thoughtful letter dated December 17,
1

http://wncla.org

2

http://redistricting2021.lacity.org/LACCRC/index.html

2020 (and accompanying analysis) submitted to you by the Sherman Oaks
Homeowners Association (SOHA)and posted on your website.3 Since that letter
discussed the proposed redistricting of the current Council District 5, comments from
the WNC about the suggestions in that letter are appropriate.

LACCRC PURPOSE AND CRITERIA
The stated purpose and criteria adopted by the LACCRC and posted on the LACCRC
website are integral to the WNC statements set forth later in this letter. The three (3)
criteria of specific interest to the WNC are highlighted.
LACCRC Core Purpose
To independently draw proposed Los Angeles City Council District boundaries
based on census data that will allocate constituents proportionately while also
accounting for the unique histories, experiences and interests of communities,
such that those interests will have the highest probability of being served by
elected representatives and the City of Los Angeles.
LACCRC Criteria
1.

3

Each district shall be substantially equal in total population to the other
districts.

2.

Districts shall comply with the Federal Voting Rights Act of 1965.

3.

Districts shall be geographically contiguous.

4.

The geographic integrity of neighborhoods and communities of interest
shall be kept intact to the extent feasible.

5.

Districts shall be drawn utilizing natural boundaries and streets and to
encourage geographic compactness to the extent feasible.

6.

Besides the above criteria, districts shall not be drawn for purposes of
favoring or discriminating against an incumbent, political candidate, or
political party.

(https://ens.lacity.org/cla/agendamaterial/claagendamaterial3222146354_12182020.pdf).

WNC REQUEST—PRIORITY
The priority request of the WNC is that the historical practice, i.e., that the
entirety of the WNC neighborhood/business areas (see attachment) are all
located within the same City Council district, be continued for the redistricting
decision to be based on the 2020 census. This request is consistent with criteria
# 3, # 4 and # 5 above.
Referring to the historical maps available on the LACCRC website:
• The redistricting decisions made after the 1970 census and the 1980 census
placed the entirety of the communities that now form the WNC within Council
District 5, with Sepulveda Blvd. as a western boundary.
• The redistricting decision made after the 1990 census divided our
communities.4 A significant portion of our community was removed from
Council District 5. Instead, a small portion was located within Council District
11 (paired with the communities of Westdale, Sawtelle, Brentwood and Pacific
Palisades) and a larger portion was located within Council District 6 (paired
with the Palms, Mar Vista and Westchester communities to the south and
southwest). The Westwood, Rancho Park and Cheviot Hill communities
continued to be part of Council District 5. Those of us who lived in these
communities in the 1990s remember well the periodic frustration faced when
pursuing common interests with three (3) different City Council representatives
and office staffs.
• The redistricting decision made after the 2000 census, concurrent with the
formation of the WNC, once again unified the entire WNC area, all within
CD 5.
• The redistricting decision made after the 2010 census continued the unification
of the entire WNC area, all within CD 5. The current City Council district map
is included with this letter as attachment # 3, with the WNC area outlined in
RED.
The placement of the entire WNC area within the same Council district is not only
consistent with criteria # 3, # 4 and # 5 but also with the decisions made after the
2000 census that recognized the unity of interests served by the single WNC. The
historical fact is that the core sections of the WNC area were established in the
4

See: http://redistricting2021.lacity.org/LACCRC/maps/CD1993.pdf

1920s-1940s period as the anchor to the north – UCLA – began its evolution. Many
of the residents in the WNC area have had direct connections to UCLA (as faculty,
staff and alumni/ae). Due to that common bond, the WNC area is known for having a
cohesive and holistic approach to its common interests -- economic, commercial,
cultural, educational and more. Consequently, placing all of the WNC area in the
same council district would be fully consistent with criteria # 4.

WNC OBSERVATION – OVERALL REDISTRICTING
The WNC acknowledges the enormity of the task assigned to the LACCRC to decide
upon the boundary lines for 15 Council Districts to serve a citywide population of
more than 4.0 million, with an approximate allocation of perhaps 275,000 residents
per council district.
Having reviewed the aforementioned letter of December 17, 2020 to the LACCRC
from the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association, the WNC agrees fully that the
interests of our neighbors in that region of the City of Los Angeles deserve significant
changes from the redistricting decisions made after the 2010 census that, for the
SOHA, unfortunately mirrored the unkind decisions made for our communities after
the 1990 census, as described above.
The SOHOA letter also suggests a continuation of interests, particularly
transportation-related concerns, between it and the communities immediately south of
the Santa Monica Mountains.
The WNC acknowledges the importance of these transportation-related concerns but
the WNC also believes that the LACCRC should look at the entirety and similarity of
the concerns facing our westside communities, including the communities of West
Los Angeles, Westdale, Sawtelle, Brentwood, Pacific Palisades as well as
Westwood/North Westwood, Holmby Hills and Bel-Air. A single City Council
district being established to serve as an umbrella of these communities may be a more
logical approach, with our neighbors north of the Santa Monica Mountains being
served by a separate council district located completely north of Mulholland Drive.
This sentiment, in our opinion, would fulfill criteria # 4 and # 5 above.
Specifically, the WNC believes that the Santa Monica Mountains and Mulholland
Drive provide a natural northern boundary, consistent with your criteria # 5 above.
The coupling of the entire WNC area with the Westwood/North Westwood areas in
one district would also recognize the historical fact that these areas have evolved
together during the past nine decades.

The southern boundary of the district could be the southern boundary of the WNC
(National Blvd./Santa Monica Freeway) instead of the current southern boundary of
Venice Blvd. (city limit with Culver City).
At the same time, one might debate whether the communities of Westchester, Mar
Vista, and Palms might find more commonality of interest with communities further
east. Certainly, differing views are likely to ensue regarding the specific streets for
boundary lines, particularly once the population statistics and demographic factors
are applied to your efforts.
***************
As noted earlier, this letter is being submitted prior to the availability of U.S. census
data that will be integral to the LACCRC discussions. We look forward to having the
opportunity in the future to provide further comments once that the population and
mapping datasets are publicly available and, further, once proposed boundaries have
been suggested by the LACCRC for the council districts.
Thank you for this opportunity to submit this letter.
Sincerely,

Terri M. Tippit
Chair, Westside Neighborhood Council
cc: Board Members, Westside Neighborhood Council
Attachments (3):
WNC Motion of July 8, 2021
WNC Background/Description
Current Los Angeles City Council District Map / Outline of WNC Area

ATTACHMENT # 1

WESTSIDE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
P.O. Box 64370 Los Angeles CA 90064
www.wncla.org (310) 474-2326

MOTION REGARDING REDISTRICTING
WHEREAS four different public entities are currently engaged in redistricting
efforts following the completion of the 2020 U.S. Census;
WHEREAS the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission is
considering new boundaries for the 15 City Council districts;
WHEREAS the Los Angeles Unified School District Redistricting Commission is
considering new boundaries for the seven (7) districts of the Los Angeles Unified
School system;
WHEREAS the Los Angeles County Citizens Redistricting Commission is
considering new boundaries for the five (5) County supervisorial districts; and
WHEREAS the California Citizens Redistricting Commission is considering new
boundaries for: (a) the 50+ U.S. House of Representative districts in California; (b)
the 40 California State Senate districts; (c) the 80 California State Assembly districts;
and (d) the four (4) California State Board of Equalization districts.
BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Westside Neighborhood Council hereby approves
the following motion in regard to these efforts:
1. THAT the highest priority request to be submitted by the Westside
Neighborhood Council to each of the aforementioned entities is that the
entirety of each and every residential neighborhood and business area within
the Westside Neighborhood Council should be assigned on an integrated basis
to the same, i.e., single, district, with no subdivision of any portion of the
Westside Neighborhood Council between two or more districts being
considered by the entity;

2. THAT an additional priority of the Westside Neighborhood Council be also to
request that each entity, in its deliberations regarding boundaries to be
established, consider the common interests of the area covered by the
Westside Neighborhood Council with other neighborhoods to the north,
including Westwood/North Westwood, Westwood Village, Bel-Air and Holmby
Hills, as well as the neighborhoods located to the west, including, but not
necessarily limited to, the Westside Village/Westdale/West Los Angeles,
Sawtelle, Brentwood and Pacific Palisades communities;
3. THAT each of the four redistricting entities listed above be asked, in its
deliberation regarding boundaries, to recognize the importance of
maintaining a cohesive and holistic approach for the common interests –
economic, commercial, cultural, educational -- of the aforementioned
communities, acknowledging that these communities have in large part been
influenced by the faculty, staff, students and alumni/ae of UCLA (and their
families) wishing to live in close proximity to the Westwood campus since its
opening in 1929; and
4. THAT the Chair of the Westside Neighborhood Council be authorized to: (a)
transmit this motion, together with a specific description of the residential
communities and business areas that comprise the Westside Neighborhood
Council, to each of the forementioned redistricting entities by formal
communication; and (b) provide additional public comment on behalf of the
Westside Neighborhood Council at any public outreach session or public
comment meeting conducted by any or all of such entities.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Westside Neighborhood Council
at its regular meeting of July 8, 2021.

ATTACHMENT # 2

Background re The Westside Neighborhood Council
The Westside Neighborhood Council is a City of Los Angeles Neighborhood Council
established pursuant to City of Los Angeles Charter Measure 1 that was approved in
the City election of June 1999. The most recent bylaws for the WNC were approved
on February 2, 2021.
The boundaries of the WNC are defined in Section 1 of the bylaws:
I. NORTH by Santa Monica Boulevard;
II. EAST by a border including the properties fronting on the eastern side Century
Park East from Santa Monica Boulevard to Pico Boulevard then westerly along
Pico Boulevard then southerly along Motor Avenue then along Monte Mar
Drive southeasterly then southerly along Anchor Avenue extending past
Anchor Avenue’s cul-de-sac to connect with Club Drive until Club Drive
connects with National Boulevard;
III. SOUTH by a border of National Boulevard extending from the San Diego
Freeway (405) to Overland Boulevard, then southerly along Overland
Boulevard to the Santa Monica Freeway (10), then easterly along the Santa
Monica Freeway (10) to the National Boulevard exit; and
IV. WEST by the San Diego Freeway (405).
The residential interests of households located within the WNC boundaries are
represented by WNC seats filled by representatives of the following seven (7)
homeowner associations, approximately shown on the first of the two attached City
of Los Angeles maps:
North of Pico Blvd:
1. Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. HOA (WNC seats 7, 18)
2. Overland Avenue Community HOA (WNC seats 7,18)
3. Century Glen HOA (WNC seat 10)
4. Century City Residential areas (WNC seat 11)
South of Pico Blvd.:
1. West of Westwood HOA (WNC seat 8)
2. Westwood Gardens Civic Association (WNC seat 9)
3. Cheviot Hills HOA (WNC seat 12)
4. California Country Club Homes Association HOA (WNC seat 13)

The interests of for-profit business entities located within the WNC boundaries are
represented by seven WNC seats filled by representatives from the areas shown on
the second of the two attached maps (WNC seats 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 19).
The interests of non-profit and other entities located within the WNC boundaries
are represented by four WNC seats filled by representatives appointed by local
religious institutions (WNC seat 14), schools (WNC seat 15), other non-profit
organizations (WNC seat 16) and at-large concerns (WNC seat 17).

ATTACHMENT # 3

CURRENT CITY COUNCIL MAP – WNC AREA OUTLINED IN RED

September 30, 2021
To Whom It May Concern:
My husband and I are longtime residents & homeowners in Sycamore Square.
We moved to the neighborhood in July of 1996. Over the years, we have seen
vast improvements in the area, especially with residents getting more involved.
Years ago, Liz Fuller, a property owner in our neighborhood spearheaded the
effort to improve our community and helped get it named Sycamore Square. She
led an effort to plant Sycamore trees on our streets which continue to thrive to
this day. She also brought us closer to our political representatives and other city
apparatuses that benefited our community and Los Angeles as a whole.
Our neighborhood is comfortably set in its boundaries of Wilshire, Highland, La
Brea and Olympic Blvd. Olympic Blvd is like an ocean to us, and we rarely if ever
walk south in the neighborhood. Redistricting Sycamore Square would take away
a part of its identity, could potentially affect property values and be detrimental to
the relationships that Sycamore Square residents have established with Police,
Fire, Public Safety/Disaster relief agencies in Los Angeles. This could be
dangerous to us especially with the continued issues with homelessness,
increased homicides and criminal activity in our area during the Pandemic.
I have been involved with the Sycamore Square Association & worked with local
traffic police on monitoring speeding & increased traffic in Sycamore Square to
help make our neighborhood safer. Additionally, after the streetlight in front of
our home burst into flame, I wrote a letter to our councilman, & we were able to
expedite the process of having all of the streetlights rewired to low voltage to
avoid possible injury and property damage throughout Sycamore Square. I want
to be of service to my fellow neighbors in my already small enclave & don't
want to have it split further.
There is no reason to split residents. For example, our street, Citrus Ave would
be drastically affected if split into two zones based on the fact that one resident
lives north of the 800 block and another resides just south of this intersection.
I am against the redistricting of Sycamore Square and a split of this nature would
only be detrimental to the progress I have made in our small community.
Joy Calisoff
912 S. Citrus Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 90036
p. (323) 823-8554

ENCINO PROPERTY
OWNERS ASSOCIATION

Protecting Encino Residents on Zoning/Development, Traffic,
Public Safety and Quality of Life

Est. 1964

Kathy Moghimi-Patterson, President
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Dr. Susan Wallace, Secretary
Bette Jo Weinstein, Treasurer
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John Arnstein
Daniel Freedman
Laurie Kelson
Dr. Robert Kotler
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Diane Rosen
Janie Thompson
Patti Jo Wolfson
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Board of Directors

September 15, 2021

BY EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission
City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: New City Council Districts include Council District 5
Honorable Commissioners:
The Encino Property Owners Association (“EPOA”) represents over 1,000 residents and
homeowners in the community of Encino. As a matter of background, its leaders over the past 47
years have served as City Commissioners including on the Planning Commission, former Board
of Zoning Appeals, Environmental Quality Board, Telecommunications Commission, Animal
Services and Board of Neighborhood Council Commissioners. Rob Glushon, our current VicePresident and former EPOA President, also served on the Elected City Charter Commission which
proposed the new City Charter overwhelmingly approved by the voters in 1999 which requires
that redistricting of City Council Districts adhere to not only equal population but also to respect
contiguous communities of interest.
This letter is submitted in support of the proposed new boundaries of a new City Council
District 51 submitted by the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (“SOHA”) as well as to
ensure the fair representation of the communities located in the San Fernando Valley which was
egregiously disregarded in the last redistricting in 2011.

1

It is essential that the entirety of the Encino community as reflected by the boundaries for the Encino
Neighborhood Council which include a north boundary of Victory Boulevard and which include the Sepulveda
Basin.

Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission
September 15, 2021
Page Two

We respectfully ask that you consider the following facts and applicable law in the City
Charter as to keeping contiguous communities of interest intact:
1.
The City’s General Plan for land use includes the Encino-Tarzana Community
Plan. Regardless of any reasonable differences in the drafting of boundaries for new City Council
Districts, Encino should be together with Tarzana. Commissioners should be aware that Encino
and Tarzana were previously in Council District 11 (which also included Woodland Hills and
portions of Sherman Oaks and Van Nuys) for over 30 years).
2.
In addition to the Community Plan designation, Encino and Tarzana share
significant common interests with regard to the Ventura Boulevard business and transit corridor,
the hillside residential neighborhoods to the south, and the residential neighborhoods to the north.
3.
Both communities also are provided critical City public safety services from the
same City department areas especially the West Valley Division of the Los Angeles Police
Department.
4.
The Encino-Tarzana Branch Public Library located at 18231 Ventura Boulevard
has historically served both communities.
5.
The community of Sherman Oaks shares significant common interests with Encino
including the Ventura Boulevard business and transit corridor and the residential neighborhoods
to the south and north. For over 50 years, leaders of both EPOA and SOHA have worked together
on common community issues including land use and development (e.g. Ventura-Cahuenga
Specific Plan, hillside development regulations), transportation and other south Valley concerns).
6.
If feasible to achieve equal population and contiguous, geographical and common
communities of interest, EPOA would also support adding the communities of Studio City, Van
Nuys and other adjacent areas to a new City Council District 5.
7.
The current boundaries of City Council District 5 have Encino together with
communities such as Pico-Robertson, Carthay Circle, Beverlywood and others that do not respect
geography nor have common community interests which have resulted in unfair representation
and City dysfunction. The Commission and the City Council should not be creating new City
Council Districts that simply reflect equal population but rather comply with both federal law and
the City Charter criteria of contiguous communities of interest and geography.
Thank you for your consideration.

KATHY MOGHIMI-PATTERSON
President

September 30, 2021
City of Los Angeles
City Redistricting Commission
200 North Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attn: Fred Ali, Chair
Attn: Frank Cardenas, Executive Director
RE: Redistricting Process and Proposed Redistricting Maps
I am a Board member of the Westside Neighborhood Council, a Board member of the West of
Westwood Homeowner’s Association in Rancho Park area of West Los Angeles, and a longterm resident and business owner in the same area.
I oppose Map L because:
 Map L ignores historical boundaries;
 Map L divides the Neighborhood Council into 3 Districts;
 Map L splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners associations.
I support Map K2 because:
 Map K2 keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within 1 District;
 Map K2 respects boundaries of prominent homeowners associations; and
 Map K2 continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities.
Please adopt Map L. Please do not adopt Map K2.

Kimberly Christensen, AICP
10912 Exposition Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90064
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October 6, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Dear Commissioners,
I submit this written comment on behalf of Search to Involve Pilipino
Americans (SIPA), one of the legacy organizations serving the Filipino
American community for nearly fifty years in the neighborhood of Historic
Filipinotown. I appreciate the effort of the commission to listen and respond
to public testimony throughout the process thus far, which has brought us to
the current proposed map K 2.5. I am pleased to see the integration of
public feedback that requested Historic Filipinotown be retained as whole in
one district, as well ask maintaining Thai Town within the same district.
I request that as you consider additional feedback from the public and make
changes to the proposed map, that you ensure that what we have achieved
in map K 2.5 is maintained. Residents and community members have
expressed their desire to keep Historic Filipinotown and Thai Town whole
and in the same district in order for the Asian American voice and resources
in our council district to remain as strong as possible.
Thank you for your attention to this matter, and I appreciate again the effort
of the commission to be equitable and responsive to the community.
Regards,
Kimmy Maniquis
Executive Director, SIPA
cc: Mitch O’Farrell
Jessica Caloza
Dr. Joseph Bernardo
Jaime Geaga
Aquilina Soriano
Chanchanit Martorell
Dani de Jesus

DATE: 10/16/2021

TO:

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021
Los Angeles City Hall,
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275,
Los Angeles, CA 90012
(213) 263-5765

FROM:

Kristina O’Neil

RE:

Redistricting CD4

Commissioners:
This letter comes to you from Kristina O’Neil, I am the President of Lake Hollywood
Homeowners Association (LHHA). I have been a resident of Lake Hollywood Estates
(LHE) since 1996. Our community of 120 homes borders the SW portion of Griffith
Park where, Lake Hollywood Park and the iconic Hollywood Sign stands as a world
renowned landmark of Los Angeles atop Mount Lee. Lake Hollywood Estates shares
common streets with Lake Hollywood Park, which attracts over 500 visitors daily and
over 1,500 on weekends. Our safety depends on being in the same district as Griffith
Park. There is an extreme need for public safety due to visitors looking to photograph the
Famous Hollywood Sign, which has brought more vehicles than our streets can handle,
there is no ample parking, reckless smoking in a NO SMOKING HIGH FIRE ZONE
causing fires, theft to homes and vehicles and much more. There is no enforcement or
management set in place for our area since GPS, LA Visitor and Tourist Bureau and the
internet promotes the Estates and Lake Hollywood Park as the prime location to see and
photograph the sign.
We have worked so closely with CD4 - past and present, Griffith Park’s Chief Losorelli,
Superintendents and Park Rangers, LAFD Chief Hogan, Station 76, LAPD Captain
McGuyre and our Senior Lead Officers to find solutions to the dangerous situations that
tourism added to the Hollywood Hillside Communities. Now, I have attended 20 public
hearings, listening to public testimonies, closely following the changes and
considerations with my hand raised and have heard individuals called on multiple times,
yet not one person from Beachwood Canyon, Hollywoodland, The Dell, Knolls, or our
community of LHE have had even 1 minute to speak.

I am very concerned that Los Feliz wants to separate from CD4 and is asking to have
Griffith Park moved into District 13. It is impossible to believe that the city would
separate Griffith Park from the communities that surround it. Los Feliz Hills from Los
Feliz Blvd north to Mt Lee, The Oaks and Griffith Park are all historically attached
since their creation as neighborhoods and should stay intact as communities of
interest with Beachwood Canyon, Lake Hollywood Estates, The Dell, and
Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council. These hillside residential communities
surrounding Griffith Park from end to end have many shared interests along with its
strong community leadership, good working relationship with the city, HUNC, and the
CD4 team. We have many goals in common, to preserve the wildlife, open space, reduce
congestion, improve fire safety, and develop and plan to manage tourism in the interest of
public safety.
Why would you put the Hollywood sign that is in Griffith Park (formerly in
Hollywoodland) and the tourist destinations of Observatory, etc. in one district, and the
neighborhoods impacted by tourism in another, or split them between two districts? It
would paralyze us politically, and solutions a decade in the making would dissipate
without funding.
It is imperative that these neighborhoods of common interest stay together so that the
solutions they have been working on, as a team can continue to move forward. These
communities have worked side by side for over 50 years and have solved their common
problems cooperatively with each other and with the leadership of CD4.

Best regards,

Kristina O’Neil
3003 Arrowhead Dr.
(818) 749-7578

Text

September 14, 2021

Fred Ali, Redistricting Commission Chair
Frank Cardenas, Redistricting Commission Executive Director
Rafael Gonzalez, Redistricting Commission Director of Outreach and Engagement
Los Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275, Los Angeles, CA 90012
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
frank.cardenas@lacity.org
rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Re: Hancock Park Community Requests Consideration to be in District 5

Dear Re Districting Commissioners.
We are writing to you on behalf of the Hancock Park Homeowners Association
Hancock Park.
The Association represents all 1,200 homes located north of Wilshire Boulevard, south of
Melrose Avenue, both sides of Highland Avenue to the west and both side of Rossmore
Avenue to the east. We are proud of the historic integrity of our 1,200 homes and the
ethnic and religious diversity among our neighbors.
The Hancock Park HOA, by unanimous vote of our Board, is requesting that when Council
District 4 is altered from its present configuration in the upcoming redistricting action, that
the entire Hancock Park neighborhood be moved west into CD5. A large portion of our
western boundary is already part of CD5, and it is our desire to unite the entire
neighborhood into one Council District. We believe that Hancock Park shares significant
Communities of Interest with the rest of CD5, including multiple historic landmarks (eg the
Highland Median,) religious institutions, communities with existent HPOZ designations and
R-1 zoned neighborhoods. This commonality of interest is far greater than that we share
with CD4 communities east of us and we ask that you give significant weight to this
commonality of interest when designating the new Council District map.
In 2007, Hancock Park became the 23rd Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ) in the
City of Los Angeles. 90% percent of its homes and structures were identified as being

Historic Contributors in the Historic Resources Survey, one of the most intact historic
neighborhoods in the nation. There are five adjoining HPOZ neighborhoods to our west
located in CD5- Carthy, South Carthy, Carthy Sq, Miracle Mile and Miracle Mile North.
The Historic Landmark #94 Highland Ave Median is currently split btw CD4 and CD5. The
grass-planted median strip, which runs a mile and a quarter from Melrose Ave. to Wilshire
Blvd., and its iconic palms – Queen palms (Syagrus romanzoffiana) and Mexican fan palms
(Washingtonia robusta), planted in 1928- was designated a Historic Cultural Monument in
1972.
Hancock Park is home to a large population of Jewish Angelenos who identify as Orthodox,
observant, or traditional Jews, Los Angeles is the second largest Orthodox Jewish
community in North America.1 Orthodox Jews tend to reside together in tight-knit
communities walking distance to Orthodox synagogues, kosher markets and restaurants,
and other institutions.
Yeshivot Yavneh Hebrew Academy is an Orthodox Jewish day school located at 5353 3rd
Street, Hancock Park http://yha.org/ and Temple Etz Chaim is located at 303 W 3rd Street in
Hancock Park https://www.jewishla.org/program/congregation-etz-chaim/
In Los Angeles, the largest Orthodox Jewish communities reside in the 5th Council District,
specifically in the communities of Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax,
and Hancock Park neighborhoods. Currently, the members of this community of interest are
divided due to Hancock Park being divided between Council Districts 4 and 5.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, Beverly-Fairfax, and Hancock Park constitute a “community of interest” because they
are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”2 The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and
interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious
characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration
of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful
and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and

2

2

California Constitution, Art. XXI § 2.

https://jewishjournal.com/commentary/analysis/235555/deep-dive-jewish-la/

priorities. As the Homeowners Association we support this community’s and all of our residents,
the right to be united and safe, secure and fairly represented.
Both the unique nature of Hancock Park as an HPOZ and being one of the largest growing
Orthodox Jewish Communities in Los Angeles, lend themselves for inclusion of Council District
5 in this process. Since redistricting 10 years ago the size of the Orthodox Community residing in
Hancock Park has doubled and continues to grow and must be addressed for the sake of equity in
this current redistricting process.
We very much appreciate your thoughtful consideration of our request.
Sincerely,
Hancock Park HOA Board of Directors:
Cynthia Chvatal-Keane
Susan Grossman
Jennifer DeVore
Tim Allyn
Martin Beck
Nancy Dolan
Davis Gajda
Greg Glasser
Joel Kozberg
Clif Lord
William Newby
Pam Newhouse
Benny Rosenberg
Erik Story
Deborah Trainer
Jon Vein
James Wolf

Luetta Watson

August 12, 2021
Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission
200 North Spring Street-Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: Community of Interest (written) Testimony
Council District 15 -August 18, 2021
To the Redistricting Commission:

I am a resident of Athens on the Hill {AOH}, a neighborhood/
community within the boundaries of Harbor Gateway (North); specifically,
the farther-most northern boundary of Council District 15.
The boundaries of AOH are:
(1) South side of 120th Street on the north;
(2) North side of El Segundo Blvd. on the south;
(3) West side of Figueroa Street on the east;
(4) East side of Vermont Avenue on the west.
I would like to keep AOH within CD 15 because of its shared history with
the Harbor area communities; and, because of the historic and significant role it
played in the formation of (and its connection to) the unique configuration of the
City of L.A.
In the year 1906 what was then known as "the Shoe String Strip,"
{a one-block strip between Vermont and Figueroa} was attached to the City of
L.A. to serve as a link to the Pacific Ocean port cities of Wilmington and
San Pedro.
In the same year, 1906, the development of AOH began in the area between
Vermont/Figueroa/120th Street/El Segundo Blvd. in what is now known as "the
Harbor Gateway." {See 1906 and 1910 newspaper advertisements, attached.}

October 6, 2021
To: Redistricting Commission – City of Los Angeles
From: Lynne & Steve Toby – Shadow Hills Residents
Dear Redistricting Committee,
I was shocked and dismayed to hear that my community of Shadow Hills could be split away
from the other horse-keeping areas in CD7 and divided into three districts. How on earth could
that do anything but bring chaos to areas that should remain together because they have the
same fundamental interests, use the same city services, and support (or not) issues that affect
our common interest as equestrienne community? I never imagined that redistricting could split
these areas into different districts. Please read the three sections below and keep these areas
together.

1. Shadow Hills cannot be divided up into different districts as is shown in the Redistricting
map K2.5. Our community has been a recognized rural, horse keeping community for
well over 50 years. The Shadow Hills Property Owners Association (SHPOA) was founded
in 1964. We have a recognized trail system throughout the community: our own
Equestrian Trails Inc (ETI) Corral 20. There are numerous horse and rescue groups
located in our community. Shadow Hills has a K District overlay zone throughout, which
gives added protections for horses and animal keeping lifestyles. All new subdivisions in
Shadow Hills must provide trails in the public access easements in lieu of sidewalks. Any
new subdivisions in Shadow Hills must provide horse keeping set asides for the
housing of horses along with wide access to those horse keeping areas. Our common
interests of Shadow Hills are those of a historically rural, animal oriented, horse keeping
community. We are a diversified community with common objectives and goals.
The border lines for the Shadow Hills community, which need to be kept together, are
as follows:
● The 210 Freeway on the EAST
● The Ridgeline between Sunland Blvd. and La Tuna Canyon Road on the
SOUTH
● The Big Tujunga Wash on the NORTH and NORTHWEST
● The Landfills along Glenoaks and Sheldon on the WEST. This boundary does
not sever off Stonehurst Ave. and the residential streets west of Stonehurst
(Wealtha, Allegheny, Dronfield, Fenway, Bromont, Peoria, Elinda, Hershey, and
the ends of Art, Wicks, and N. Clybourne) which have historically been
considered part of Shadow Hills.
2. The three (3) foothill communities (abutting the Verdugo Mountains, the Angeles National
Forest and the Big Tujunga Wash) of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon
must remain in one district, as they currently are in CD7. All three rural communities have
an equestrian heritage and agrarian lifestyles. All 3 communities are located in Mountain
Fire districts and high fire zones. Over the years, these three communities have
developed fire protection and evacuation plans which have helped save human and
animal lives and properties during our various wildfires (ie. La Tuna Canyon and Creek

fires). During major floods of the Big Tujunga Wash Lake View Terrace and Shadow
Hills have worked together to provide shelter to flood victims and protect
neighborhoods from flooding. There is a historical cooperation between these three
communities due to their common interests and goals. If they were to be separated into
different communities, their unified voice and actions would be muted.
3. The Foothill District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC) was specifically created to
represent the equestrian and agrarian lifestyles of Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La
Tuna Canyon. If it is split up, as is shown on Map K2.5, the FTDNC would no longer have a
unified voice in its representation of these communities. It would become irrelevant. The
Commission has stated that keeping Neighborhood Councils together one of their goals.
For the reasons stated above, my husband and I are completely opposed to the current
proposal that would split up Shadow Hills and the surrounding communities into different
districts. Thank you for your consideration.
Regards,
Lynne & Steve Toby
Sun Valley CA 91352
Lynnetoby60@msn.com
Lynne Toby is Recording Secretary of the Shadow Hills Property Owners Association.
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Marge Piane
15 September 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Dear Commissioners:
I am writing to ask you to draw your maps in such a way that Glassell Park, my
community, is in a single Council District.
A'er attending three public hearings, making comments, and writing the Glassell Park
Improvement Association’s letter to this commission, what I’ve heard has made it quite
apparent that CD14 is most willing to give up their small portion of Glassell Park. That
would easily eliminate one of our current three districts, but still leave us bisected.
I went to the map drawing part of your website, and was disappointed to find that the
parcel that includes Taylor Yard (between San Fernando Road & the L.A. River) is
indivisible. That large area is shared by two communities—Glassell Park and Cypress
Park. It is not solely Glassell Park and therefore should not be counted as such when
either drawing a map that puts us wholly in a single CD or counting population. I ask
you to please adjust your map to eliminate the Cypress Park part of this parcel. (I am
attaching a map that shows the dividing line between our communities.)
My recommendation would be to add Glassell Park to CD13. It would connect us to
other river communities like Atwater Village and Elysian Valley, and it would form a
single-district border with Glendale.
I used your map drawing program to create a new CD13 area by first eliminating
neighborhoods south of Beverly Boulevard (those communities also want to be in a
single district and this move eliminates at least one of them) and then adding Glassell
Park. I then had to take a screenshot of my map and manipulate the image to remove
the part shown as Glassell Park that is actually Cypress Park. (See attached)
I thank you for your work on this daunting project, and hope you will thoughtfully
consider my remarks along with those of my neighbors.
Sincerely,

Marge Piane

2267 Moss Av/Los Angeles 90065/323-255-5763h/213-309-3529c/margepiane@mac.com

Suggested map for CD13

White bars cover
Cypress Park. The
drawing software
would not allow me
to remove it from
the map. I am
trying to keep
Glassell Park
whole, and Cypress
Park as well
although in
diﬀerent districts.
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September 15, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Sent via email to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Mid City West Neighborhood Council Statement on City Council
Redistricting
Dear Commissioners,
We appreciate the opportunity to share input prior to the redrawing of
District boundaries.
Mid City West is a
unique part of Los
Angeles. We share a
border with three
other Neighborhood
Councils as well as
the cities of West
Hollywood and
Beverly Hills. Inside
our borders are
iconic places like
LACMA, Fairfax,
Melrose, Carthay,
The Grove,
Cedars-Sinai, and
Pan Pacific Park.

5101 Santa Monica Blvd., Ste. 8 PMB # 268 Los Angeles, CA 90029 | 323.285.3540 | www.midcitywest.org

Having discussed redistricting, we ask that you consider the following:
1 - We ask that Mid City West be placed in a single council
district. Mid City West is currently divided up between Council Districts
4 and 5, which can complicate our efforts in the community - especially
when it comes to transportation. For example, the prior Councilmember
in District 4 blocked our efforts to extend our Neighborhood Greenway
further south, and vetoed a bike lane we had supported, while District 5
supported the Neighborhood Greenway. To the average citizen who
doesn’t memorize council borders, this presents a challenge, and they
frequently have no idea why certain road treatments start or stop.
Being in a single council district would allow us to more efficiently work
with a single office on our priorities.
2 - We strongly object to Mid City West being divided any
further. While we prefer to be in a single council district, we certainly
don’t want to exacerbate our situation by adding even more council
offices. If you are unable to grant us our request to be in a single
council district, then we ask that you ensure we are divided into no
more than two council districts.
Thank you for considering the MCWNC position. We are happy to
engage in further discussion and/or answer any questions.
Sincerely,

Michael Schneider
Vice Chair
Mid City West Neighborhood Council

5101 Santa Monica Blvd., Ste. 8 PMB # 268 Los Angeles, CA 90029 | 323.285.3540 | www.midcitywest.org

September 30, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
By email to: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council and South Hollywood Neighborhood Association
Statement on Council Redistricting
Hi Commissioners,
My 16-year-old and I are 16 year residents of one side of a large duplex on the south side of
Barton Avenue, on the corner of Barton and Las Palmas.
The elderly lady who has owned the property since the early 1970’s, lives in the other side and
she maintains the property beautifully.
I beg you not to redistrict and not to split South Hollywood. Please keep our block on Barton,
the south side, as part of South Hollywood and the GWNC.
On that small block, there are no fewer than six children under 17, at least three of whom are
under three years old.
We are a close knit block who looks out for each other in ways no other neighborhood I have
ever lived in any state do.
There are residents of all ages who grew up there.
The block is so pretty that many people who live in large apartment complexes and have dogs
literally drive to our block to walk their dog.
It is one of the very rare places in Hollywood where kids can actually safely play basketball and
skate board in the street.
Please respond to me.
My cell phone is 323-823-8648.
Thank you,
Marianna Elliott
6626 Barton Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90038

Westwood Gardens Civic Association
Since 1948

P.O. Box 642001 Los Angeles, Ca. 90064
westwoodgardens@gmail.com

October 4, 2021
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
ATTN: Fred Ali, Chair
ATTN: Frank Cardenas, Executive Director
I am writing on behalf of Westwood Gardens Civic Association, Inc., a long standing
homeowner’s association within City Council District 5, and the Westside Neighborhood
Council. We are comprised of over 600 single family homes, with boundaries of National Blvd.,
Pico Blvd., Overland Ave., and Midvale Ave. on the west. We wish to remain within Council
District 5, and not be moved into Council District 10.
We urge you to oppose Map L because it ignores historical boundaries, divides the
Neighborhood Council into 3 districts and splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners’
associations. And it will also dilute our input and voice on local city issues.
We urge you to SUPPORT MAP K2.5 because it keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely
within a single City Council District 5, respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’
associations and continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities both north and
south of Pico Blvd. We support K2.5 because it applies logical boundaries and respects the
“Voting Rights Act’ that protects people of color and all people from political gerrymandering.
We urge the Commission to select only Map K2.5 for public consideration.

Respectfully submitted,
Marilyn Tusher, President
Westwood Gardens Civic Association, Inc.

Dear Commissioners
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on
September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true
boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council file 09-0606 in 2010. We are
neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or
employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards,
sending children to schools and activities, all in District 4. Separating the
community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our
communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many
who have lived in the district for generations, and have their children living
starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place
we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by redistricting us and
splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an
infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other
communities for years.
We agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep
its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as
the true boundary of Koreatown.

Max Harris
155 S. Wilton Place, L.A. CA. 90004

Dear Commissioners
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on
September 13, 2021, and consider Western Avenue to be the western true
boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council file 09-0606 in 2010. We are
neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses or
employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards,
sending children to schools and activities, all in District 4. Separating the
community from the district takes away our effectiveness in serving our
communities. This is also a multi generational community of interest, with many
who have lived in the district for generations, and have their children living
starting their own families in the district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place
we activate and congregate. Separating us from our center by redistricting us and
splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an
infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other
communities for years.
We agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep
its communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as
the true boundary of Koreatown.

Max Harris
155 S. Wilton Place, L.A. CA. 90004
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Marge Piane
26 September 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Re: Glassell Park
Dear Commissioners:
After viewing yesterday’s Third Draft maps, one sentence came to mind: “Some are more equal than
others” (George Orwell, “Animal Farm”)
In Chairman Ali’s memo posted on your website under upcoming meetings, he recaps your last meeting:
“C. Commissioner Polanco…recommended changes in CD1, CD13 and CD14 portions of the Plan E
map.”
With one statement by one commissioner, Glassell Park is divided again. Why? In Map Plan K, it would be quite
simple to move the dividing line between Region G and Region L so that Glassell Park is wholly in Region G.
“E. ….the Commission’s stated desire to unify Koreatown in one district, all of the Map Plans…show
Koreatown unified in CD10.”
How nice for them! What about us? We have been dealing with the divergent priorities of three Council
Districts for many, many decades. It’s time for us, too, to have unified representation.
Commissioners, I have been active in my community for many years, and I am now 70 years old. I was
so hopeful when I saw the Second Draft maps. I thought, “Maybe during these next 10 years, we will be
able to accomplish some of our goals.” When I saw these new maps, my hopes were dashed.
Please seriously reconsider what you have done to Glassell Park with these Third Draft maps and put
us back together!
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Marge Piane

2267 Moss Av/Los Angeles 90065/323-255-5763h/213-309-3529c/margepiane@mac.com

Marge Piane

14 October 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Re: Glassell Park
Dear Commissioners:
I’ve attended a lot of your meetings and was able to speak last night. With this letter, I want to
reiterate my previous comments and ask you to please consider redrawing the dividing line between
CD1 and CD13 to put Glassell Park wholly in CD13.
I am attaching two rough maps to suggest how this change might be achieved. One map shows what
could be added to CD13 (and taken from CD1) to make things balance, and the other shows a detail
of the Glassell Park portion of the line change.
If you see fit to move the dividing line from the 2 Freeway to Division Street between El Paso and
San Fernando Road, you will effectively place Glassell Park fully in CD13. Please do what you can to
make this happen.
Glassell Park has been divided among 3 council districts since I moved here in 1987. It’s time to give
us the consideration and effort you are giving to other much larger communities like Koreatown.
Finally, I didn’t realize community groups that are not neighborhood councils (like MALDEF and the
Jewish Federation) are able to speak at length. If the Glassell Park Improvement Association had
known we could do that, we would absolutely have prepared a presentation about our community.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Marge Piane

2267 Moss Av/Los Angeles 90065/323-255-5763h/213-309-3529c/margepiane@mac.com

Date:
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
From:
My name is Maura P McCarthy and I am submitting the below comment to the City
Redistricting Commission:
COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO RESIDENT
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks, approximately between Burbank Blvd,
Oxnard Blvd (north/south borders) and 405 Fwy and Hazeltine Ave (east/west borders)
known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 082758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of
76,000 residents.
We were also involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from
the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson
(Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’Connor, submitting formal letters dated
7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks
Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21.
We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning
of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD
HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO
with Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted
by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses (see below).
We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for
testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map
uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the
right steps and spending almost two years attaining our renaming, that this could be
ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks
Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our Renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys
Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”).
We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now
in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in any of
your Sherman Oaks maps.
The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission
from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City
Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de

facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had
been identified by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically
mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action
which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all future Redistricting processes.

Date:
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
From:
My name is Maura P McCarthy and I am submitting the below comment to the City
Redistricting Commission:
COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO RESIDENT
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks, approximately between Burbank Blvd,
Oxnard Blvd (north/south borders) and 405 Fwy and Hazeltine Ave (east/west borders)
known as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two
years in our successful effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 082758. We are currently united with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of
76,000 residents.
We were also involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from
the very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson
(Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’Connor, submitting formal letters dated
7/21/21 along with a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks
Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21.
We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning
of this process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD
HOC Group Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO
with Greater Sherman Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted
by Bob Anderson which POSO endorses (see below).
We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for
testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map
uniting POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the
right steps and spending almost two years attaining our renaming, that this could be
ignored. Additionally, we should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks
Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after our Renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys
Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”).
We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now
in CD4, and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in any of
your Sherman Oaks maps.
The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission
from 2012 said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City
Community Renaming Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de

facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and neighborhoods that had
been identified by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically
mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to Sherman Oaks is a significant City action
which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all future Redistricting processes.

Date: 09/16/2021
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
From:

My name is ______Hadyn Lazarow__________ and I am submitting the below comment to the
City Redistricting Commission:
COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO RESIDENT
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks, approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard
Blvd (north/south borders) and 405 Fwy and Hazeltine Ave (east/west borders) known as Part
of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two years in our successful
effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united
with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents.
We were also involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the
very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman
Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’Connor, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with
a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21.
We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning of this
process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group
Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with Greater Sherman
Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO
endorses (see below).
We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for
testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting
POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and
spending almost two years attaining our renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we
should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after
our Renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”).
We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4,
and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman
Oaks maps.
The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012
said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City Community Renaming
Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain
and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles City
Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to
Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all
future Redistricting processes.

Date: 09/16/2021
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
From:

My name is ______Hadyn Lazarow__________ and I am submitting the below comment to the
City Redistricting Commission:
COMMENT TO 2021 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION FROM POSO RESIDENT
I live in a community of north Sherman Oaks, approximately between Burbank Blvd, Oxnard
Blvd (north/south borders) and 405 Fwy and Hazeltine Ave (east/west borders) known as Part
of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”) with 6,900 residents. We spent almost two years in our successful
effort to be Renamed Sherman Oaks in 2009, Council File 08-2758. We are currently united
with Greater Sherman Oaks in CD4, a community of 76,000 residents.
We were also involved in the redistricting process in 2010/2011 as well as this year from the
very beginning. We have been testifying at every opportunity with Bob Anderson (Sherman
Oaks Homeowners Assn) and Ann O’Connor, submitting formal letters dated 7/21/21 along with
a companion letter from Bob Anderson, our Sherman Oaks Homeowners Assn. dated 7/5/21.
We have submitted maps of Sherman Oaks containing POSO from the very beginning of this
process. However, based on the maps highlighted by the Region 3 and 4 AD HOC Group
Memos on Monday, 8/13/21, there were no maps which included POSO with Greater Sherman
Oaks. We have therefore, drawn another map #47165 submitted by Bob Anderson which POSO
endorses (see below).
We hope the Commission is listening to us. We have followed your rules, shown up for
testimony on our specific day for CD4 & CD5, as well as submitted a proposed map uniting
POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. It is frightening to know after taking all the right steps and
spending almost two years attaining our renaming, that this could be ignored. Additionally, we
should have been grandfathered into the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (“SONC”) after
our Renaming, but still remain in the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council (“VNNC”).
We are asking you to please keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks as we are now in CD4,
and include our boundaries of Burbank to Oxnard and 405 to Hazeltine in any of your Sherman
Oaks maps.
The Report and Recommendations of the LA City Council Redistricting Commission from 2012
said that the Commission kept whole communities identified by LA City Community Renaming
Policy (Appendix J). The 2010/2011 Commission made a “de facto policy decision to maintain
and respect communities and neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles City
Community Renaming Policy,” and specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. Our Renaming to
Sherman Oaks is a significant City action which should be grandfathered into this year’s and all
future Redistricting processes.

!
October 1, 2021
VIA EMAIL SUBMISSION
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission:
I am the Executive Director of the Los Angeles Thai Community Development Center
(Thai CDC). Our center has served economically disadvantaged and vulnerable
populations for twenty seven years. I am also a resident of the City of Los Angeles.
I am writing to you to express our support for Draft Plan L and oppose Draft Plan K2.5 as
Draft Plan L not only keeps ethnic enclaves such as Thai Town, Historic Filipinotown,
and Little Armenia intact, whole and together, it also comprises of predominantly renters,
workers, and small businesses whose interests are aligned. The addition of the Los Feliz
neighborhood in the Draft Plan K2.5 map does not make sense demographically as it is
not a commercial district and comprises mostly of affluent homeowners whose interests
are very different from the rest of the constituents and stakeholders in the district.
I urge you to support Draft Plan L.
Sincerely,
!
Chanchanit Martorell
Executive Director

ROBERT KANG
4318 Lauderdale Ave. ▪ Glendale, CA 91214 ▪ 310.801.8255 ▪ rjk555@ymail.com

September 30, 2021
RE: COI Koreatown: Support for draft map L

My name is Robert Kang, and I serve as a board member for the Korean American coalition. I am
also a long-time member of the Korean American Bar Association of Southern California, which
also provides legal services and outreach to that community. Thank you for the opportunity to
comment on the draft maps.
As discussed below, I fully support unification of Koreatown into one District as reflected in the
proposed map submitted by the Koreatown Redistricting Task Force. In particular, I advocate for
the final submission of draft map L because it keeps koreatown unified in “O” in a single district
and because it respects neighborhood council boundaries.
I was involved heavily in the prior redistricting effort, where the community’s voices went
unheeded. I thank the Commission for showing greater willingness to keep Koreatown whole. I
ask you to heed the multitude of voices, and the census data, by keeping this diverse community
whole, in one city council district Doing so will enable that community to thrive.
Respectfully Yours,
Robert Kang

ROBERT J. KANG
Tel. 310-801-8255
Email: rjk555@ymail.com
Date: Aug. 28, 2021
Re: Public comment of Robert Kang (Korean American Coalition) at the Public Input Hearing
regarding Community of Interest Testimony Focus on Los Angeles City Council
District 10 (dated Aug. 28, 2021)
I am Robert Kang, a member of the Board of Directors for the Korean American Coalition
(KAC). KAC is a non-profit organization that advocates for the civil and civic rights interest
since 1983. We have 3 pillars of focus areas for our services and programs: civil rights,
alternative dispute resolution, and leadership development. I submit these comments behalf of
KAC and want to thank the Commission for the opportunity to testify about my community.
Although the Commission has been unable to hear Koreantown supporters “in real life,” these
supporters have continued to make their voices known. For example, as of August 25, 2021, a
petition on www.change.org requesting you to keep Koreatown in one district has amassed over
2,500 signatures. My colleagues at KAC inform me that we have also accumulated signed
petitions. Collectively, these petitions number over 4,400 signatures.
To these voices I add my own. I was previously involved as a community organizer for the past
redistricting cycle in this City. This work included bringing out members of the community to
testify about their wishes. I personally saw hundreds of Koreatown residents and allies over
multiple public hearings urge the prior Commission, your predecessors, to keep Koreatown
whole and intact into a single City district. As you may have heard, the unofficial color of this
effort included yellow tshirts. And in hearing after hearing you saw a sea of yellow shirts. But
as history showed, the Commission of ten years ago ignored that call, splitting the community
into four different council districts (CD 1, 4, 10 and 13). This year, however, we have you - a
new commission that has proactively reached out to hear the community’s voices and to avoid
the errors of the past. We have high hopes that the redistricting commissioners will listen to and
heed the call this year.
One of this Commission’s primary mandates is to maintain geographic cohesion of an existing
community. The residents of “Koreatown” is one such community - a community that has
existed for decades - comprise one of the most populous, ethnically vibrant communities in the
city. This community deserves to have its needs met by a single councilmember, instead of
having accountability diffused amongst four.
This large and diverse body collectively owns businesses, work and make a living together, and
disrupting this close interlocking of work and livelihood could affect the people in various
negative ways. Taxpayers within a unified Koreatown district would see reinvestment of
taxpayer dollars directly back into their community, benefiting the community through the

efficient and effective delivery of services/resources. These include such things as Land Use
(Planning and Zoning for parks for instance), and Public Works and Constituent Services.
By keeping Koreatown consolidated into one district, unified in voice, we develop true
empowerment regardless of who is in office, giving a stronger voice to not only Koreans but all
diverse communities living and working in the Koreatown area.
Enclosed are the following:
1. Screenshot of the www.Change.org petition indicating over 2,500 supporters. I affirm
this is a true and correct screenshot of that website.
2. A draft map of the configuration for Koreatown that I support,
Thank you for your time. Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions you may have.
Yours,
Robert Kang

Exhibit 1
Screenshot of www.Change.Org petition
as of Aug, 28, 2021
1:25pm

Available at:
https://www.change.org/p/los-angeles-city-redistricting-commission-unify-koreatown-into-asingle-la-city-council-district?redirect=false

Exhibit 2
Proposed Map of Koreatown

Hi, my name is Ruby Osorio. I have [lived/worked] in the community of Highland
Park for _15__ years.
I’d like you to keep my community together in single district in district
CD14. My neighborhood is a thriving and diverse community with a
large Latinx constituency that has been here throughout many
generations. As a Latina resident I find incredible value in seeing old
and new residents coming together to work on important issues.
My community is located:
Off of Figueroa Between Colorado Blvd and York Blvd on Hillandale Drive.
Over the years our neighborhood has come together in support of one another as
well as important issues that affect our daily lives such as neighborhood safety, the
environment, community fundraising for our schools and many other endeavors.
Moreover,
The office of Kevin De Leon has supported our environmental project work and we
are so grateful to have such a committed advocate representing our neighborhood.
Please stay committed to keeping our community together in district CD14.
Thank you,
Ruby Osorio

Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
I have been a resident of Saint Andrews Square, bounded within Beverly Boulevard, Western
Avenue, 3rd Street and, Wilton Place, for 20 years.
There is a HUGE concern that there is a possibility that our neighborhood will be taken away
from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods and taken over by Koreatown. This neighborhood
has never been a part of Koreatown and has always identified itself with the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhoods and I’d like to keep it that way for another 20 years.
Please keep Saint Andrews Square as part of the United Greater Wilshire Neighborhoods
together and DO NOT include us as part of Koreatown.
Thank you for your attention to this VERY important matter that will affect this neighborhood
for generations to come.
Thank you!
Julie Priceman
Gramercy Place

LAKE HOLLYWOOD HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION

September 30, 2021
TO:

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission

FROM:

Lake Hollywood Estates
Lake Hollywood Homeowners Association

RE:

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting

Dear Redistricting Commissioners:
Lake Hollywood Estates is adjacent to Griffith Park and Beachwood Canyon, Los Feliz,
Universal City, Hollywood Hills West all areas sharing access to Mulholland Hwy and
the 101. The hillside communities from Los Feliz to Belair are communities with
common interests, ranging from high fire severity zones, land use, zoning and high
adjacent to Santa Monica Mountains, including Griffith Park. Attaching our area to
anything but directly adjacent hillside communities of the common interests of Los Feliz,
and Hollywood Hills West, you will be impeding the progress we have accomplished in
dealing with fire danger and rampant tourism and add more than one hour in commute
time to this district to traverse it.
Please keep us close to our neighbors of common interest, that would not be the SF
Valley areas of Valley Glen to Shadow Hills in “K2”, or Pico Robertson, Beverly Grove,
Fairfax in “L”.
Thank you for your time and effort.
Lake Hollywood Homeowners Association

From:
Subject:
Date:
To:
Cc:
Bcc:

sheri gasche sgasche@earthlink.net
Support of K2 redistricting with one exception
September 29, 2021 at 9:42 PM
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
paul@redistrictingpartners.com, fred.ali@lacity.org
debra Rosenbaum debra@rosenbaumdesign.com
My name is Sheri Gasche. I live in SOHO, which is located in Greater Wilshire. It is vitally important to my family and to my
neighborhood that our City Council member be responsive to us. We count on our City Council member for our traditional
City services, and for all of the unique services that come with living in historic homes. Our City Council member must also
understand and be responsive to our special diversity, including the needs of our significant Orthodox Jewish population. For
these reasons and so much more, I want to thank the Redistricting Commission for Plan K2, which I support. We are grateful
for the opportunity that with Plan K2 you have given Greater Wilshire to remain together with our like-minded Community of
Interest neighbors in District J of Plan K2, where we belong and will be best served.
I have followed the redistricting process. I am disheartened to see that an eleventh-hour Plan L is also before you. Greater
Wilshire and I do not support Plan L, which throws much of the City into chaos. Plan L turns a deaf ear to your months of
work and public testimony. It divides Greater Wilshire by severing Larchmont. It divides and redistributes neighborhoods at
random. It ignores the Mulholland Corridor mandate. It divides the hillsides down Laurel Canyon and separates Spaulding
Square from Sunset. It similarly divides West Adams, Sugar Hill, Harvard Heights, Western Heights, the United
Neighborhoods Council. It cuts off Century City, Beverlywood, Carthay and Pico-Robertson from their Communities of
Interest. But, Plan L reserves its most cynical disconnect for the remainder of Greater Wilshire, throwing us into a newly
created district of renters, stretching from Park La Brea, through us to Koreatown and up a narrow isthmus to Los Feliz and
Silver Lake. We object to Plan L in the loudest possible voice, but surely Plan L is also not the vision of the Commission.

My other exception is that our neighborhood association, SOHO includes Barton Ave. between Las Palmas and Seward. The north
side of Barton Ave. abutts studios with different issues, but the south side of Barton Ave. is residential and is contiguous to our
neighborhood of residential domiciles. Please consider including this area of Barton Ave in the K2 plan so it continues to be a part of
GWNA and that Soho is not split between districts.
My best regards,
Sheri Gasche

Carthay Square Neighborhood Association
P.O. Box 351799
Los Angeles, CA 90035
October 6, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Keep The Carthay Square Neighborhood Unified In CD 5
Dear Hon. Members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
Email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
On behalf of the Carthay Square Neighborhood Association, I am requesting that the proposed
boundaries in the current version of the K 2.5 Redistricting Map not remove the 1200 blocks of
our neighborhood, Carthay Square, on Hayworth, Hi Point, Point View and Stearns from CD-5
and place them in CD-10. Those blocks have historically been part of CD-5.

The proposed K2.5 redistricting map improperly breaks up an existing historic neighborhood and
splits up a neighborhood association. In 2021, the three historic Carthay Neighborhoods: (i) Carthay
Circle; (ii) South Carthay; and (iii) Carthay Square filed a joint National Historic Register Application,
which will be considered in January 2022. (Our sister neighborhoods will be filing their own separate
objections to the division of Carthay Square.) In short, we have two (2) simple requests:
1-Unite Carthay Square in CD 5 only
Please do not divide Carthay Square between CD 5 and CD 10 as this will severely complicate Carthay
Square’s ability to obtain access to City Services and recognition of its historic status. In 2017, Carthay
Square with significant help from CD-5 finally achieved Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ)
status. Remaining within the CD 5 would allow Carthay Square to work more efficiently and uniformly
together with one council office.
2- Recognize Historic Neighborhoods As An Interest Group
We request that the commission support areas of Historic Neighborhoods as an interest group in the
redistricting process. These unique neighborhoods have historical significance as well as social, economic

and cultural significance. Dissecting Carthay Square into two separate Council Districts will create
disparate impact on stakeholders within the community. Consideration should be given to consolidation
of other historic areas that are scattered within multiple council districts as well.
Thank you in advance for your efforts to keep Carthay Square unified in CD 5.
Sincerely,
Susan K. Sanford
Co-President
Carthay Square Neighborhood Association
fred.ali@lacity.org
david.hyun@lacity.org
sonya.diaz@lacity.org
richard.polanco@lacity.org
denis.cagna@lacity.org
richard.katz@lacity.org
alexandra.suh@lacity.org
rocky.delgadillo@lacity.org
rachel.torres@lacity.org
wendy.mitchell@lacity.org
elizabeth.saldivar@lacity.org
valerie.lynn.shaw@lacity.org
miguel.martinez@lacity.org
edward.anderson@lacity.org
michele.prichard@lacity.org
natalie.freidberg@lacity.org
nam.lee@lacity.org
elissa.barrett@lacity.org
maria.brenes@lacity.org
charisse.bremond.weaver@lacity.org
carlos.moreno@lacity.org
tammy.membreno@lacity.org
karo.torossian@lacity.org

SUSAN KENT

October 12, 2021

TO: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission

I have been a resident of the Los Feliz Oaks neighborhood for the past 26 years and I am
appalled at the plan to split the neighborhood into several distinct council districts, split it
from Los Feliz and from Griffith Park as well. Our neighborhood is a community that is
caring, concerned, compassionate and activist. We work well together and with other
neighborhoods and communities in Hollywood and beyond. Breaking up the
neighborhood into different city council districts makes absolutely no sense in terms of
neighborhood interests and, especially, neighborhood identity.
My concerns about you intentions are also rooted in the fact that for ten years I served as
the City Librarian of Los Angeles (1995-2004). During my tenure, we built and/or renovated
62 libraries throughout the City of LA. I know, first hand, from hosting and attending
hundreds of community meetings from San Pedro to Sylmar, how much the sense of
neighborhood means to people. They may not feel really part of Los Angeles but they
definitely BELONG to their neighborhood.
I also understand, first hand, how dysfunctional Los Angeles can be under the current City
Council/Mayor form of government. When fifteen Council members almost always focus
entirely on their own districts and not on the City of LA as a whole, chaos often follows. We
certainly can see that today in terms of the problems of the unhoused.
Our country is facing threats to its democratic form of government. This city should not be
facing similar threats through the breakdown of our neighborhoods, certainly not for
political reasons.
Sincerely yours,
Susan Kent

5501 Tuxedo Terrace Los Angeles CA 90068 323-371-2082 s.kent@mac.com

SUSAN KENT

October 12, 2021

TO: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission

I have been a resident of the Los Feliz Oaks neighborhood for the past 26 years and I am
appalled at the plan to split the neighborhood into several distinct council districts, split it
from Los Feliz and from Grif th Park as well. Our neighborhood is a community that is
caring, concerned, compassionate and activist. We work well together and with other
neighborhoods and communities in Hollywood and beyond. Breaking up the
neighborhood into different city council districts makes absolutely no sense in terms of
neighborhood interests and, especially, neighborhood identity.
My concerns about you intentions are also rooted in the fact that for ten years I served as
the City Librarian of Los Angeles (1995-2004). During my tenure, we built and/or
renovated 62 libraries throughout the City of LA. I know, rst hand, from hosting and
attending hundreds of community meetings from San Pedro to Sylmar, how much the
sense of neighborhood means to people. They may not feel really part of Los Angeles but
they de nitely BELONG to their neighborhood.
I also understand, rst hand, how dysfunctional Los Angeles can be under the current City
Council/Mayor form of government. When fteen Council members almost always focus
entirely on their own districts and not on the City of LA as a whole, chaos often follows. We
certainly can see that today in terms of the problems of the unhoused.
Our country is facing threats to its democratic form of government. This city should not be
facing similar threats through the breakdown of our neighborhoods, certainly not for
political reasons.
Sincerely yours,
Susan Kent
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5501 Tuxedo Terrace Los Angeles CA 90068

323-371-2082 s.kent@mac.com

August 20, 2021

Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall

200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org

Re: The Santa Fe Art Colony Needs to Stay in the Same Council District as Downtown Los Angeles

Dear Chair Ali and Redistricting Commissioners,
I am writing as the president of the Santa Fe Art Colony Tenants Association to advocate, on behalf of
our 48 members, for keeping the Santa Fe Art Colony within the boundaries of Council District 14. I
would like to share my perspective as a longtime resident and stakeholder in the Santa Fe Art Colony, a
historic enclave of artists’ lofts that forms part of the community of artists who have together played a
part in the Renaissance of DTLA and who continue to contribute to the City’s culture.
Our community is unique and in need of strong advocacy in order to continue to exist. We have a
longstanding connection with the current Councilmember, whose office first took an interest in our
community in 2017, when Councilmember De Leon was still in Sacramento. The tenant artists at the Art
Colony are united in our belief that the Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain
within one council district, so that our shared interests and concerns can be considered and represented
by the same councilmember and the same voice.
Councilmember De León has long been an advocate of the residents of the Santa Fe Art Colony and of
the value of the arts in general to the City of Los Angeles. We request that he continue to be our
representative in order for our unique needs to be understood and addressed.
Thank you.

Sincerely,
Sylvia Tidwell

Resident, Santa Fe Art Colony
President, Santa Fe Art Colony Tenants Association
2415 S. Santa Fe Ave. #2
Los Angeles, CA 90058
(310) 663-6665

sylvia@sylviatidwell.net

Hi, my name is Ruby Osorio. I have [lived/worked] in the community of Highland
Park for _15__ years.
I’d like you to keep my community together in single district in district
CD14. My neighborhood is a thriving and diverse community with a
large Latinx constituency that has been here throughout many
generations. As a Latina resident I find incredible value in seeing old
and new residents coming together to work on important issues.
My community is located:
Off of Figueroa Between Colorado Blvd and York Blvd on Hillandale Drive.
Over the years our neighborhood has come together in support of one another as
well as important issues that affect our daily lives such as neighborhood safety, the
environment, community fundraising for our schools and many other endeavors.
Moreover,
The office of Kevin De Leon has supported our environmental project work and we
are so grateful to have such a committed advocate representing our neighborhood.
Please stay committed to keeping our community together in district CD14.
Thank you,
Ruby Osorio

Hi, my name is Ruby Osorio. I have [lived/worked] in the community of Highland
Park for _15__ years.
I’d like you to keep my community together in single district in district
CD14. My neighborhood is a thriving and diverse community with a
large Latinx constituency that has been here throughout many
generations. As a Latina resident I find incredible value in seeing old
and new residents coming together to work on important issues.
My community is located:
Off of Figueroa Between Colorado Blvd and York Blvd on Hillandale Drive.
Over the years our neighborhood has come together in support of one another as
well as important issues that affect our daily lives such as neighborhood safety, the
environment, community fundraising for our schools and many other endeavors.
Moreover,
The office of Kevin De Leon has supported our environmental project work and we
are so grateful to have such a committed advocate representing our neighborhood.
Please stay committed to keeping our community together in district CD14.
Thank you,
Ruby Osorio

WESTSIDE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
P.O. Box 64370 Los Angeles CA 90064
www.wncla.org (310) 474-2326

October 4, 2021
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
ATTN:
ATTN:

Fred Ali, Chair
Frank Cardenas, Executive Director

I am writing on behalf of the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) representing
approximately 80,000 stakeholders in Cheviot Hills, Rancho Park, Century City. This
letter follows our previous letters of July 12 and September 29, expressing our concerns
and recommendations for our neighborhoods and business communities, including:
North of Pico Blvd:
1. Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. HOA
2. Overland Avenue Community HOA
3. Century Glen HOA
4. Century City Residential areas
South of Pico Blvd.:
1. West of Westwood HOA
2. Westwood Gardens Civic Association
3. Cheviot Hills HOA
4. California Country Club Homes Association HOA
The proposed map K2.5 that the Commission voted on September 30 as the
recommended map for public comment in October has the support of the WNC because
it achieves the basic and fundamental objective requested by the WNC, i.e.,
maintaining the decisions of the 2001 and 2011 redistricting in having all of the
above areas within the WNC be assigned to one single Council district.

As previously stated, the actions taken in the 1991 redistricting process that led to our
seven HOAs being distributed in three (3) Council districts were unwise and led to
significant consternation within our communities. Candidly, the selfish decisions made
in 1991 were a major factor in the initiative later that decade to amend the City Charter
and establish the Neighborhood Council structure.
The WNC is pleased that the LACCRC’s action of September 30 in putting forward
Map K2.5 as the single map for public comment properly reflected – for the specific
area of community interest that is the major focus of the WNC – the LACCRC’s
adherence to its previously adopted criteria, particularly #3 (geographic contiguity), #4
(geographic integrity) and #5 (natural boundaries).
We recognize that the public comment process in October regarding Map K2.5 may
result in revisions, given the concerns that were expressed by those advocating Map L.
Should the LACCRC decide to modify Map K2.5 in response to such public input,
the WNC expects that the Commission will not, in any manner, alter the map that
would breach its criteria, at least with respect to the areas of the WNC.
Thank you for this opportunity to submit this letter.
Sincerely,

Terri M. Tippit
Chair, Westside Neighborhood Council
cc:

Board Members, Westside Neighborhood Council
Mr. Rocky Delgadillo

August 20, 2021
Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: The Santa Fe Art Colony Needs to Stay in the Same Council District as Downtown Los Angeles
Dear Chair Ali and Redistricting Commissioners,
I am writing as the president of the Santa Fe Art Colony Tenants Association to advocate, on behalf of
our 48 members, for keeping the Santa Fe Art Colony within the boundaries of Council District 14. I
would like to share my perspective as a longtime resident and stakeholder in the Santa Fe Art Colony, a
historic enclave of artists’ lofts that forms part of the community of artists who have together played a
part in the Renaissance of DTLA and who continue to contribute to the City’s culture.
Our community is unique and in need of strong advocacy in order to continue to exist. We have a
longstanding connection with the current Councilmember, whose office first took an interest in our
community in 2017, when Councilmember De Leon was still in Sacramento. The tenant artists at the Art
Colony are united in our belief that the Santa Fe Art Colony and downtown Los Angeles should remain
within one council district, so that our shared interests and concerns can be considered and represented
by the same councilmember and the same voice.
Councilmember De León has long been an advocate of the residents of the Santa Fe Art Colony and of
the value of the arts in general to the City of Los Angeles. We request that he continue to be our
representative in order for our unique needs to be understood and addressed.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sylvia Tidwell
Resident, Santa Fe Art Colony
President, Santa Fe Art Colony Tenants Association
2415 S. Santa Fe Ave. #2
Los Angeles, CA 90058
(310) 663-6665

sylvia@sylviatidwell.net

October 5, 2021
City of Los Angeles Redistricting Commission
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Redistricting Commission map K2.5
Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
The Shadow Hills Property Owners Association (SHPOA) has reviewed your latest version of
the redistricting map (K2.5). We are alarmed and dismayed that Shadow Hills is divided into 3
council districts, thereby eviscerating our rural horse keeping community of Shadow Hills and
adjacent horse keeping communities of La Tuna Canyon, Lakeview Terrace and Sylmar for the
next 10 years … if adopted. We adamantly oppose the cutting up of our community and the
separation of adjacent communities from each other. The Shadow Hills Property Owners
Association asks that your decision be amended to include the following:
1. Keep the community of Shadow Hills intact and remain in the Council District 7 (CD7). Our
community has existed as a horse and animal keeping community for well over 50 years.
SHPOA was established in 1964 for the speci c goals of promoting and preserving our rural,
equestrian and agrarian lifestyles. Throughout the years we have strengthened these goals
through the adoption of our equestrian sensitive Community Plan. The Plan recognizes our
internal trail system throughout Shadow Hills which connects us to other communities’
equestrian trails and the Hansen Dam and Big Tujunga Wash. We have also acquired various
equine protections, including the K District Overlay zone which speci cally protects horse and
animal keeping in any new subdivisions for our entire community. For 50+ years we have
diligently participated in local land use planning decisions with the City of Los Angeles in order
to preserve our unique lifestyle. All of these e orts are now being threatened by the splitting up
of Shadow Hills into 3 districts. The concept of divide and conquer has never been more
evident. Consequently we implore you to reconsider your decision in order to ensure that
Shadow Hills remain whole. Shadow Hills must be able to advocate as a single, uni ed voice
for the protection and preservation of one of the last horse keeping communities in the City of
Los Angeles.

fi

fi

fi

ff

ff

2. The foothill communities of La Tuna Canyon, Shadow Hills, Lakeview Terrace and Sylmar
must remain together, in one district - CD7. Our communities follow the foothills of the Verdugo
Mountains and the Angeles National Forest. We abut, or are connected to by foothill trail
systems to the Hansen Dam recreational area and the Big Tujunga Wash. Our communities
have common interests and historical goals which have allowed us to assist each other in our
e orts to promote and preserve our horse and animal keeping lifestyles. Additionally, because

we are all in Mountain Fire Districts and high re zones we have developed coordinated re
protection and evacuation plans. It is through these coordinated e orts of all 4 communities,
that we have been able to assist each other during re and ooding events. If our communities
are separated in to as many as 3 districts, our common interests and goals will be threatened.
Local representation, projects and legislative funds will be unevenly divided between
competing districts. The legislative process will be far more complicated and time consuming.
Monies designated for additional re protection and evacuation e orts will be split between
districts. It makes no sense to separate these historically connected communities. The
Redistricting Commission is looking at moving an approximate 7,400 people (La Tuna Canyon
and most of Shadow Hills). And yet, if the Commission were to leave CD7 intact … as it is
currently, the increase to CD7 would not exceed the maximum population number allowed in
the district. Clearly, keeping CD7 together would be in the best common interests of the foothill
communities of La Tuna Canyon, Shadow Hills, Lakeview Terrace and Sylmar.
3. The Redistricting Commission must reconsider the map K2.5 to protect the Foothills Trails
District Neighborhood Council (FTDNC), The FTDNC was created to represent the equestrian
and agrarian lifestyles common to La Tuna Canyon, Shadow Hills and Lakeview Terrace. If our
communities are separated as shown on the redistricting map K2.5, the FTDNC would no
longer have a uni ed voice in its representation of these communities’ interests. The FTDNC
could no longer represent these 3 speci c equestrian communities because they would belong
to di erent districts - thereby making the FTDNC irrelevant. The loss of the FTDNC would go
against the stated objectives of the Redistricting Commission.
The Redistricting Commission’s Operating Principles clearly delineates the mission by which it
stands. The rst four (4) principles show the guidelines for decision-making which directly
apply to the community of Shadow Hills and the our foothill communities of La Tuna Canyon,
Lakeview Terrace and Sylmar. Please let these principles guide you in reconsidering the fate of
our community:
* We will adhere to City, state and federal laws governing and redistricting and to the extent
feasible, keep neighborhoods & communities intact, utilize natural boundaries or street lines
and be geographically compact.
* We will strive to ensure the data utilized captures LA’s communities of interests.
* We will value community rooted knowledge and di erent forms of information.
* We will recognize interdependence to help strengthen the City of Los Angeles as a whole.
In conclusion, the Shadow Hills Property Owners Association (SHPOA) after careful analysis,
opposes the adoption of the Redistricting map K2.5. We implore you to reconsider your
determination and to amend K2.5 to keep the community of Shadow Hills uni ed and the
foothill communities of La Tuna Canyon, Shadow Hills, Lakeview Terrace and Sylmar together
in one council district, CD7.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Very truly yours,
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Tina Eick, SHPOA President
tinaeick@icloud.com

History/Geography
While most of Council District 11 sits west of the 405 freeway, there is a community to the east
that Mike, with the support of residents and community groups like the Neighborhood Council of
Westchester/Playa del Rey and Playa Vista, helped brand – Ladera.
The first homes built in the Ladera Heights home development in 1946 were built in the City of
Los Angeles section on Condon Avenue. The original area included home plots in both the City
and County of Los Angeles. Many of the houses were built by a contractor named J.J. Dupac.
As the home development spread to the west of La Cienega in the 1950s and 1960s, the
original area became known locally as “Old Ladera.”
In 2011, as a result of the Los Angeles City Council’s redistricting, the area was officially
incorporated into the community of Westchester, in Mike’s district. However, since the area held
a strong affiliation with Ladera Heights for 70 years, the residents petitioned the City Council,
with Mike’s support, for the neighborhood name of “Ladera.” The community naming petition
was unanimously approved by City Council on February 24, 2017.
The signs were the product of the work of community advocates, like resident Treva Miller, who
argued that the signage helps residents not only feel pride in their neighborhoods, but allows
them to request services and assistance with neighborhood improvement projects. Mike was
proud to ask the Department of Transportation to create and post signs that officially designate
and recognize the Ladera community.

September 17, 2021

Dear Commissioners,
We support the CIS file, filed by the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood council on September 13, 2021, and
consider Western Avenue to be the western true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-0606 in 2010. We are neighbors in a community of interest, having residences, businesses, or
employment in the District, supporting local businesses, serving on boards, sending children to schools
and activities, all in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our effectiveness
in serving our communities. This is also a multi-generational community of interest, with many who
have lived in the district for generations, and have their children living starting their own families in the
district as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and congregate. Separating us from our
center by redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC leaves us less effective and prohibits us from
retaining an infrastructure of community organizing that is successful and a model for other
communities for years.
We agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its communities
whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary of Koreatown.

Sincerely,

Wendy Foster
121 S Wilton Place
Los Angeles, CA 90004

October 17, 2021

Commissioners:

This letter comes to you from Kim Kevorkian, and I am a 20 year resident and grew up in the
Lake Hollywood Estates. Our community borders Griffith Park where, Lake Hollywood Park
and the iconic Hollywood Sign stands as a world renowned landmark of Los Angeles atop
Mount Lee. Lake Hollywood Estates shares common streets with Lake Hollywood Park,
where hundreds if not thousands of visitors congregate weekly to view and photograph the
Hollywood Sign.
Our safety depends on being in the same district as Griffith Park.
I have been listening to many of the Redistricting Meetings, and what makes sense is to keep
Los Feliz Hills from Los Feliz Blvd north to Mt Lee, Silver Lake, The Oaks Beachwood
Canyon, Lake Hollywood Estates, The Dell, and Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood
Council together in CD4. All these communities are historically attached, since their
creation as neighborhoods, and should stay intact as communities of interest with Griffith
Park.
Our relationship with CM Nithya Raman of CD4 is just beginning, and as a community we
have been working as a team to find solutions to the dangerous situations that tourism added
to the Hollywood Hillside Communities. These hillside residential communities surrounding
Griffith Park from end to end have many shared interests along with its strong community
leadership, good working relationship with CD4, Hollywood Sign Trust, HUNC, Station 76
and Hollywood LAPD including our Senior Lead Officers. We have many goals in common,
to preserve the wildlife, open space, reduce congestion, improve fire safety, and develop and
plan to manage tourism in the interest of public safety.
Why would you put the Hollywood sign that is in Griffith Park (formerly in Hollywoodland)
and the tourist destinations of Observatory, etc. in one district, and the neighborhoods
impacted by tourism in another, or split them between two districts? It would paralyze us
politically, and solutions a decade in the making would dissipate without funding.
It is imperative that these neighborhoods of common interest stay together so that the
solutions they have been working on, as a team can continue to move forward. These
communities have worked side by side for over 50 years and have solved their common
problems cooperatively with each other and with the leadership of CD4.
Thank you
Kim Kevorkian
3016 Arrowhead Dr.

July 21, 2021
Los Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Dear Commissioners:
Reference 1:

SOHA July 5, 2021 Letter to Los Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission, Sherman Oaks
Homeowners Association 2021 Redistricting Recommendations (updated)

As POSO Team Leaders, we represent a neighborhood in North Sherman Oaks (in Los
Angeles) referred to as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”). POSO’s boundaries are
Burbank Blvd (south) to Califa/Tiara (north) and the Fwy 405 (west) to Hazeltine
(east). POSO’s population is approximately 6900 residents, as shown in the map at
the right. We prevailed on July 14, 2009 to have the Los Angeles City Council include
POSO in the community of Sherman Oaks. This is documented in Los Angeles City
Council File 08-2758 (included as Attachment 1). After our Renaming, we were able
to attend the LA City Redistricting Commission meetings in 2010 and 2011 and
advocate successfully to be kept whole with Greater Sherman Oaks within Los
Angeles City Council District 4.
POSO has been kept whole with Greater Sherman Oaks in four of the five districts that were redistricted in 2010-2011:
(1) California Senate District 18; (2) California Assembly District 46; (3) Los Angeles County Supervisorial District 3; and
(4) Los Angeles City Council District 4. Therefore, we request to continue to be kept whole with Greater Sherman Oaks
during City Council Redistricting. We are also concurrently asking the CA Citizens Redistricting Commission to be united
with Greater Sherman Oaks in a single Congressional District. The Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA)
supports this request to keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks.
We further support the redistricting recommendations and goals of the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
(Reference 1) to keep all of Sherman Oaks in a single “over-the-Pass” Valley district.
We share a community of Interest with Greater Sherman Oaks in many areas, as we highlighted during POSO’s 2009
Renaming to Sherman Oaks and those interests remain constant today, as detailed below.
-

Geographical Proximity - We share our southern border of Burbank Blvd with Greater Sherman Oaks. Our most
frequented businesses are all in Sherman Oaks and many within walking distance, and our closest grocery stores
and gas stations are in Sherman Oaks.

-

Similarity of Residential Dwellings and Landmarks - POSO is primarily single-story residential dwellings of similar
lot acreage and square footage to homes south of Burbank Blvd. POSO has a low propensity of townhomes and
apartments in the neighborhoods on both sides of Burbank Blvd. Our neighborhood north of Burbank was built
by the same paving company as south of Burbank Blvd (Malcom Paving 1950 stamped into our sidewalks/curbs).

-

Lack of Similarity to the area north of Califa and Tiara - The area north of Califa/Tiara is in a commercial and
industrial zone. The Orange Bus Line continues along the commercial and industrial corridor and dissects our
neighborhood from the community north of the Orange Line.

-

Educational Community - The children of residents of our neighborhood attend the same public schools
(elementary/middle school) as residents from the community south of Burbank (Kester Avenue Elementary & Van
Nuys Middle School). The Sherman Oaks Library is our community library.

-

Property Values - Comps for homes north and south of Burbank Blvd are within 5% - 10% of each other.

-

Property Deeds - Many deeds in POSO showed Sherman Oaks as the city even before the 2009 Renaming.

-

Sherman Oaks Hospital/Emergency Room - This is our closest Emergency Hospital and we share this community
of interest with Greater Sherman Oaks, including the many medical offices around the hospital.

-

Recreation Activities - Sherman Oaks Park is our beautiful community Park for children and adults’
school/community athletic teams (i.e., baseball, soccer, jogging, exercise equipment, swimming pool, tennis
courts, basketball courts, and Movies in the Park during the summer, etc.). It is our closest park and within walking
distance to POSO.

-

The Annual Sherman Oaks Fair - POSO supports and looks forward each year to the Annual Fair on Ventura Blvd.
in October where we commune with neighbors, families and business owners. It is part of our community. Local
schools (elementary, middle & high school) put on musical and dance stage performances. Professional music
groups perform on the big stage next to the tented food/refreshment gardens. Shop owners, tented vendors and
amusement rides available all day.

-

Sherman Oaks Senior Center - Located in the park, the Center serves as a hub for activities/lunches for seniors
as well as an auditorium for presentations by Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (“SOHA”) on issues affecting
our community (i.e., housing and retail developments, metro plans, legislation, etc.)

-

Economic Impact - The Sherman Oaks Chamber of Commerce acknowledges our neighborhood’s positive
economic impact on Sherman Oaks. Through patronage of grocery stores, restaurants, banks, shopping malls, dry
cleaners, florists and theatres, POSO adds value to the economic vitality and job creation in Sherman Oaks.

-

Local Police Dept National Nite Out - Every year, neighborhoods host our Local Police and the Senior Lead
Officers (“SLOs”) on a rotating basis between streets in POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. The event nurtures a
closer relationship with our Sherman Oaks’ SLOs and local representatives; and families enjoy the evening of fun,
food and music.

-

Community Challenges - Metro’s Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project “STCP” and airplane noise are both
community interests which unite us with Greater Sherman Oaks in our opposition to any elevated tracks above
Sepulveda Boulevard. Elevated, noisy, heavy rail trains 20 feet or more above Sepulveda will be devastating and
severely damaging to the Sherman Oaks community. We want the STCP to succeed and enhance the future of
our community and we have been working with Greater Sherman Oaks and the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association (“SOHA”) towards that goal. Reducing airplane noise from both Van Nuys and Burbank Airports is also
a share interest.

-

The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (“SOHA”) - We are proud to say Sherman Oaks enjoys a very strong
SOHA which is politically active in all issues affecting our community: real estate development, metro and
transportation issues, redistricting issues, beautification, vision plans and much more. SOHA works closely with
the Chamber of Commerce and Neighborhood Councils. The monthly SOHA meetings are well attended and
introduce new local restaurants for dinner. They also have had a very successful Annual Toy Drive for 21 years at

Christmastime that benefits the Dept of Children and Family Services. SOHA publishes a very helpful and
informative monthly newsletter detailing issues of concern. They have been holding monthly zoom meetings with
residents during the pandemic with our elected officials as guest speakers.

The 2011 LA City Council Redistricting Commission said Sherman Oaks is a powerful, unified community of interest that
should be in a single Council District (see Attachment 2). The 2011 City Redistricting Commission noted that preserving
Sherman Oaks whole as a community of interest was one of four major commission accomplishments. A critical goal for
2021 redistricting is keeping Sherman Oaks, including POSO, whole in a single Council District, as quoted below.
“The Recommended Plan identifies and preserves “whole” the following communities as identified by the
City of Los Angeles’ Community Renaming Policy, or grandfathered in from previous policies and actions
of the City Council: Historic Filipinotown, Koreatown, Little Armenia, Little Bangladesh, Little Ethiopia,
Little Tokyo, Rose Hill, Sherman Oaks, and Thai Town.”
[Andrew Westall, Executive Director, Report and Recommendations of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission, March 1, 2012, page 2]
In conclusion, we ask that the Commission keep our POSO neighborhood “whole and united” with Greater Sherman Oaks
and maintain our contiguity and combined voting strength with Greater Sherman Oaks within a single “over-the-Pass”
Valley district. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Ann O’Connor, P. O. Box 57773, Sherman Oaks, 91413
or call 818-730-2113 or email ann@annoconnor.com
Sincerely,

Ann O’Connor
POSO Team Leader

Jason Popeski
POSO Team Leader

Gail Salem
POSO Team Leader

Mel Liberatore
POSO Team Leader

Kathy Gardner
POSO Team Leader

Jason Walley
POSO Team Leader

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:

Los Angeles City Council File 08-2758, Renaming POSO within Greater Sherman Oaks
Excerpt from Report and Recommendations of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
March 2012

cc: Councilmember Nithya Raman (CD4), Najeeba Syeed (CD4 Chief of Staff), Andrea Conant
(CD4 Deputy Chief of Staff & District Director), Councilmember Paul Koretz (CD5), Joan Pelico
(CD5 Chief of Staff), David Hersch (CD5 Deputy Chief of Staff), Councilmember Paul Krekorian
(CD2), Karo Torossian (CD2 Chief of Staff), Jeffrey Hartsough (President, Sherman Oaks
Neighborhood Council), Tammy Scher (Chair, Sherman Oaks Chamber of Commerce), Leslie Elkan
(President, Village at Sherman Oaks Business Improvement District), Arianna Jukes (Commission), Betty Butler
(Commission)

Fax: (213) 978-1040

ATTACHMENT 1
Los Angeles City Council File 08-2758,
Renaming POSO within Greater Sherman Oaks

Part of Appendix J
Los Angeles City Council action to incorporate Part of Sherman Oaks (POSO) community
into Sherman Oaks community
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Chair
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ATTACHMENT 2
Excerpt from Report and Recommendations
of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission, March 2012

Commissioners

Report excerpts concerning LA City Council addition of area known as
Part of Sherman Oaks (POSO) to Sherman Oaks Community

Executive Director
Executive Assistant
Outreach Director
Technical Director
Media Director
Outreach Staff
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September 14, 2021
Dear LA City Council Redistricting Commission,
I am writing to you to express our concern and dismay that Thai Town and the Thai community
have not been included or mentioned in the Region 2 Ad Hoc Memo in the “Special Meeting - Reports
from the Regional Groups” as it relates to redistricting in Council District 13 although we had just
engaged with you, the Commission, at the Citywide Public Hearing this past Saturday on September 11,
2021 and expressed our desire to keep Thai Town and the Thai community whole, intact and entirely
within a single Council District (CD), that is, within Council District 13 and not be split up between 2
council districts, specifically between CD13 and CD4.
The Thai community is already small. To break our community up would diminish our voice. Also,
our cultural activities and institutions, many of our legacy Thai owned businesses, and wide ranging
social services with Thai language and cultural competency that we utilize are in Council District 13 or in
Thai Town. As an economically disadvantaged community with pressing needs, we need to be able to
access services that we rely on for our health and well-being as a matter of equity. When others visit Thai
Town, they need to be able to experience the sights and sound of Thai Town in the same district. People
need to be able to live, work, and shop in Thai Town in the same district, all of which benefits our local
economy.
Apart from the personal and familial attachments to Thai Town as you heard from our testimonies
at the previous Citywide Public Hearing, Thai Town represents a community of interest as it constitutes a
place of opportunity, providing employment and social services for low-income populations not only for
the Thai population but also for the Filipino, Armenian, Latinx, Korean and other low-income communities
of color.
In addition, Thai Town is one of those communities that makes our city that much more enriched
and vibrant as it showcases the uniqueness and heritage of the Thai community. As a result, it has now
become a cultural destination driving local tourism and tourism from abroad. As a city known for its rich
cultural diversity, we need to make sure that boundaries are drawn in such a way that preserves cultural
diversity and ethnic enclaves like Thai Town.
Moreover, we need to make sure that representation of our community is not divided between
two elected representatives as we would have to work even harder when advocating for our interests and
concerns. As a mostly foreign-born Limited English Proficient working class community, our community
has limited time and capacity to engage in civics and develop external linkages or relationships with our
representatives. Working with one representative to ensure that our voice is heard and interests are
represented would be less diﬃcult. When it is necessary to protect our interests, we want to be able to
go through one representative as opposed to two representatives.
To split Thai Town up and annex it to the adjacent 4th Council District would mean a loss of
aﬀordable housing and the displacement of low-income workers, which would negatively aﬀect or
essentially destroy jobs, businesses and livelihoods in Thai Town. This is because workers will have to
move out of the area to find a cheaper place to live, which may take them too far from their place of work
and may force them to find another place to work while business owners will then have no or less
workers and may not be able to operate at the same level, aﬀecting their revenue and hurting our local
economy.
Therefore, we ask that you keep Thai Town whole and unified within a single 13th Council District
and include Thai Town and the Thai community in the Region 2 Ad Hoc Memo in your redistricting plan.
Thank you,
Representatives of Thai Town

September 14, 2021

Fred Ali, Redistricting Commission Chair
Frank Cardenas, Redistricting Commission Executive Director
Rafael Gonzalez, Redistricting Commission Director of Outreach and Engagement
Los Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275, Los Angeles, CA 90012
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
frank.cardenas@lacity.org
rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Re: Hancock Park Community Requests Consideration to be in District 5

Dear Re Districting Commissioners.
We are writing to you on behalf of the Hancock Park Homeowners Association
Hancock Park.
The Association represents all 1,200 homes located north of Wilshire Boulevard, south of
Melrose Avenue, both sides of Highland Avenue to the west and both side of Rossmore
Avenue to the east. We are proud of the historic integrity of our 1,200 homes and the
ethnic and religious diversity among our neighbors.
The Hancock Park HOA, by unanimous vote of our Board, is requesting that when Council
District 4 is altered from its present configuration in the upcoming redistricting action, that
the entire Hancock Park neighborhood be moved west into CD5. A large portion of our
western boundary is already part of CD5, and it is our desire to unite the entire
neighborhood into one Council District. We believe that Hancock Park shares significant
Communities of Interest with the rest of CD5, including multiple historic landmarks (eg the
Highland Median,) religious institutions, communities with existent HPOZ designations and
R-1 zoned neighborhoods. This commonality of interest is far greater than that we share
with CD4 communities east of us and we ask that you give significant weight to this
commonality of interest when designating the new Council District map.
In 2007, Hancock Park became the 23rd Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ) in the
City of Los Angeles. 90% percent of its homes and structures were identified as being

Historic Contributors in the Historic Resources Survey, one of the most intact historic
neighborhoods in the nation. There are five adjoining HPOZ neighborhoods to our west
located in CD5- Carthy, South Carthy, Carthy Sq, Miracle Mile and Miracle Mile North.
The Historic Landmark #94 Highland Ave Median is currently split btw CD4 and CD5. The
grass-planted median strip, which runs a mile and a quarter from Melrose Ave. to Wilshire
Blvd., and its iconic palms – Queen palms (Syagrus romanzoffiana) and Mexican fan palms
(Washingtonia robusta), planted in 1928- was designated a Historic Cultural Monument in
1972.
Hancock Park is home to a large population of Jewish Angelenos who identify as Orthodox,
observant, or traditional Jews, Los Angeles is the second largest Orthodox Jewish
community in North America.1 Orthodox Jews tend to reside together in tight-knit
communities walking distance to Orthodox synagogues, kosher markets and restaurants,
and other institutions.
Yeshivot Yavneh Hebrew Academy is an Orthodox Jewish day school located at 5353 3rd
Street, Hancock Park http://yha.org/ and Temple Etz Chaim is located at 303 W 3rd Street in
Hancock Park https://www.jewishla.org/program/congregation-etz-chaim/
In Los Angeles, the largest Orthodox Jewish communities reside in the 5th Council District,
specifically in the communities of Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax,
and Hancock Park neighborhoods. Currently, the members of this community of interest are
divided due to Hancock Park being divided between Council Districts 4 and 5.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, Beverly-Fairfax, and Hancock Park constitute a “community of interest” because they
are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”2 The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and
interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious
characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration
of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful
and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and

2

2

California Constitution, Art. XXI § 2.

https://jewishjournal.com/commentary/analysis/235555/deep-dive-jewish-la/

priorities. As the Homeowners Association we support this community’s and all of our residents,
the right to be united and safe, secure and fairly represented.
Both the unique nature of Hancock Park as an HPOZ and being one of the largest growing
Orthodox Jewish Communities in Los Angeles, lend themselves for inclusion of Council District
5 in this process. Since redistricting 10 years ago the size of the Orthodox Community residing in
Hancock Park has doubled and continues to grow and must be addressed for the sake of equity in
this current redistricting process.
We very much appreciate your thoughtful consideration of our request.
Sincerely,
Hancock Park HOA Board of Directors:
Cynthia Chvatal-Keane
Susan Grossman
Jennifer DeVore
Tim Allyn
Martin Beck
Nancy Dolan
Davis Gajda
Greg Glasser
Joel Kozberg
Clif Lord
William Newby
Pam Newhouse
Benny Rosenberg
Erik Story
Deborah Trainer
Jon Vein
James Wolf

To:

Chair, Fred Ali
Vice Chair, David Hyun
Vice Chair, Sonja F. DiazRichard Polanco
Commissioner, Denis Cagna
Commissioner, Richard Katz
Commissioner, Alexandra Suh
Commissioner, Rocky Delgadillo
Commissioner, Valerie Lynne Shaw
Commissioner, Miguel Martinez
Commissioner, Rev. Edward L. Anderson
Commissioner, Michele Prichard
Commissioner, Natalie Freidberg
Commissioner, Sonja F. Diaz
Commissioner, Nam Le
Commissioner, Elissa Barrett
Commissioner, Maria Brenes
Commissioner, Charisse Bremond Weaver
Commissioner, Hon. Carlos R. Moreno
Commissioner, Rachel Torres
Commissioner, Wendy Mitchell
Commissioner, Tammy Membreno
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org

October 13, 2021
Sent via electronic transmission

Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
RE: Support for “City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K-2.5” in District 9.

Dear Commissioners:
Congratulations on all the work the commission and commission staff has done so far to
create opportunities for public engagement. We commend you on your sense of duty to
serve and your commitment to uphold a transparent district line-drawing process that
includes all residents in the City of Los Angeles. On behalf of the Coalition for Humane
Immigrant Rights (CHIRLA), we are writing to respectfully show support for
“City-of-LA-Draft-Map-K-2.5” in District 9.
For 35 years, it's been CHIRLA’s mission of achieving a just society fully inclusive of
immigrants, CHIRLA organizes individuals, communities, and coalitions in order to build
power, transform public opinion, and change policies. CHIRLA’s regional work advances
city policies that protect immigrant rights, encourage integration, improve economic
opportunities and build civic engagement. At this level, we also work to protect our
community by disentangling local police from federal immigration enforcers.
South Central is a working class community where immigrant families reside all across
district 9. The primary language spoken besides English in the South Central is
Spanish. Most of the immigrant families and individuals have service industry jobs such
as grocery clerks, housing keeping, gardening, bussers, jornaleros, day laborers. The
local residents rely on assets of District 9 which include USC, Exposition Park and Banc
of America Stadium which are the economic engines of the district. By keeping these
assets in the district local residents are able to retain sources of employment,
entertainment, and rich cultural history.
It’s important that immigrant communities and low wage workers are centered in the
redistricting process. We look forward to continuing CHIRLA’s vision to deepen our roots
in the region and work alongside immigrants to educate them about their rights,
increase their access to services, and engage them as active participants in the
decisions that impact them.

We look forward to our continued work together to ensure robust public input on this
crucial process and your ongoing deliberations. Please feel free to contact Karen Diaz
with (kdiaz@chirla.org) with any questions you may have.
Sincerely,
Angelica Salas
Executive Director
Coalition for Humane Immigrant Rights (CHIRLA)

Affordable Housing for Artists
Monday, September 13, 2021
Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Keep the Arts District and Downtown Los Angeles in the Same Council District
Chair Ali and Commissioners:
The artists, writers and musicians for whom the Arts District community is named have
played a significant role in the revitalization of downtown but they have struggled for
decades for affordable housing and for a voice in the development of downtown
communities. That seems finally to be changing with new leadership in Council District
14 that is now guided by policies developed with the participation of every stakeholder
group.
The Arts District and downtown are truly a community of interest in terms of housing,
jobs, community and transportation and should therefore be kept intact within one
council district so that we can work together for a more livable, vibrant, economically
and culturally diverse urban center for the benefit of all who live in or visit Los Angeles.
Thank you for your consideration.

Jonathan Jerald, Director
Affordable Housing for Artists

Affordable Housing for Artists (AHA) is an arts non-profit serving the Arts District and downtown
Los Angeles, Jonathan Jerald, Director, 213 814 7164, jonathan.jerald@gmail.com, 423 ½ Wall St.,
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Agudath
Israel of
California
Fred Ali, Redistricting Commission Chair Frank Cardenas, Redistricting
Commission Executive Director Rafael Gonzalez, Redistricting Commission
Director of Outreach and Engagement Los Angeles City Council 2021
Redistricting Commission Los Angeles City Hall 200 N. Spring Street
Room 275, Los Angeles, CA 90012 redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
frank.cardenas@lacity.org rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Re: Jewish Community Requests Consideration to be in
District 5

Dear Commissioners,

I am writing on behalf of Agudath Israel of California, an Orthodox Jewish advocacy group that
is a branch of the National Agudath Israel of America and has been active in California

since the mid 1980's.

Agudath speaks for more than 50 Congregations and 25 Day Schools as well as numerous
communal service organizations that deal with the sick, charity, food for the poor, and education,

security and EMT services. Our organization has sponsored 6 pieces of State Legislation
that have become law in California, as well as weighed in on countless initiatives and
directives on the local, County, State and Federal levels. We represent more then 20,000
families in the Greater Los Angeles area.

The City of Los Angeles is home to a large population of Jewish Angelenos who
identify as Orthodox Jews. Los Angeles is the second largest Orthodox Jewish

community in North America. Orthodox Jews tend to reside together in tight-knit
communities walking distance to Orthodox synagogues, schools, kosher markets and
restaurants, and other institutions.

In Los Angeles, the largest Orthodox Jewish communities reside in the 5th Council District,
specifically in the communities of Pico-Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park, Valley
Village and Sherman Oaks neighborhoods. Currently, the members of this community of
interest are divided due to Hancock Park and parts of the Valley being divided between
Council Districts 4 and 5. Pan Pacific Park which is the home of the LA Holocaust

Memorial, and a park used by the LA Orthodox community, is carved out into CD 4,
instead of CVD 5 where it belongs.

The Orthodox Jewish communities in Pico-Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park,
Valley Village and Sherman Oaks constitute a "community of interest" because they are “a
contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.". The
community qualifies as a "community of interest" under every legal standard: "needs and
interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious

characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law,
consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to
provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the community's

concerns, interests, and priorities.
It is for these reasons that we advocate for joining our community within Council
District 5.
Thank you for your kind
consideration,

zze Dr. Irving
Lebovics

Dr. Irving
Lebovics
Chairman Agudath Israel of
California

310-659-8152

310-422-6667
(C)
isldds@aol.co
m
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Armenian Bar Association
P.O. Box 29111
Los Angeles, CA 90029
ArmenianBar.org
info@ArmenianBar.org

October 16, 2021
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Via Email
TO THE LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
This once-in-a-decade opportunity to safeguard a fair democratic process at the local level, where
we ensure that communities – especially those that have been marginalized or underrepresented –
have a voice in city government rests in the hands of this Commission. And in an attempt to provide
inclusivity for some communities, it cannot knowingly or unknowingly sacrifice the rights of
another. We urge you to reject the proposed map under current consideration and not divide the
Armenian neighborhoods of the East San Fernando Valley, which include East Van Nuys, Valley
Glen, and North Hollywood, that currently make up a significant part of District 2.
The FAIR MAPS Act provides criteria for consideration by the Commission, and lists as second in
order of priorities, that the geographic integrity of any local neighborhood or local community of
interest be respected in a manner that minimizes its division. A “community of interest” is a
population that shares common social or economic interests that should be included within a single
district for purposes of its fair and effective representation.
For decades, the growing Armenian-American community of Los Angeles, the largest diasporan
community in the world, has had to fight for its rightful voice in local government. It found that
voice by electing Councilmember Paul Krekorian, the only Armenian-American ever elected to
public office in the 240-year history of the City of Los Angeles. In District 2, the ArmenianAmericans, many of whom are immigrants from the former Soviet Union and war-torn middle
eastern countries, have established Armenian schools, day care centers, community centers,
churches, and ethnic grocery stores. This Commission must aim to keep neighborhoods and
communities of interest intact within a single city council.
The Commission’s proposal, if allowed to stand, would break apart the Armenian neighborhoods
of the East San Fernando Valley, which include East Van Nuys, Valley Glen, and North
Hollywood, which have been built one household at a time since the 1980’s. We look forward to
your consensus in rejecting the proposal under review.
Thank you!
Sincerely,
ARMENIAN BAR ASSOCIATION

Lucy Varpetian
Chairwoman

Chairman Emeritus
Vicken I. Simonian
In loving memory (2014)
The Armenian Bar Association is an IRC 501(c)(3) non-profit, charitable organization.

Aguda
th
Israel of
California
Fred Ali, Redistricting Commission Chair Frank Cardenas,
Redistricting Commission Executive Director Rafael Gonzalez,
Redistricting Commission Director of Outreach and Engagement Los
Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission Los Angeles
City Hall 200 N. Spring Street Room 275, Los Angeles, CA 90012
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org frank.cardenas@lacity.org
rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Re: Jewish Community Requests Consideration to be
in District 5
Dear
Commissioners,

I am writing on behalf of Agudath Israel of California, an Orthodox Jewish advocacy group
that is a branch of the National Agudath Israel of America and has been active in
California since the mid 1980's.

Agudath speaks for more than 50 Congregations and 25 Day Schools as well as numerous

communal service organizations that deal with the sick, charity, food for the poor, and
education, security and EMT services. Our organization has sponsored 6 pieces of
State Legislation that have become law in California, as well as weighed in on
countless initiatives and directives on the local, County, State and Federal levels. We
represent more then 20,000 families in the Greater Los Angeles area.

The City of Los Angeles is home to a large population of Jewish Angelenos who identify as
Orthodox Jews. Los Angeles is the second largest Orthodox Jewish community in North

America. Orthodox Jews tend to reside together in tight-knit communities walking
distance to Orthodox synagogues, schools, kosher markets and restaurants, and other
institutions.
In Los Angeles, the largest Orthodox Jewish communities reside in the 5th Council
District, specifically in the communities of Pico-Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock
Park, Valley Village and Sherman Oaks neighborhoods. Currently, the members of this
community of interest are divided due to Hancock Park and parts of the Valley being
divided between Council Districts 4 and 5. Pan Pacific Park which is the home of the LA
Holocaust Memorial, and a park used by the LA Orthodox community, is carved out into
CD 4, instead of CVD 5 where it belongs.
The Orthodox Jewish communities in Pico-Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax, Hancock Park,
Valley Village and Sherman Oaks constitute a "community of interest" because they are
"a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should
be included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.". The
community qualifies as a "community of interest" under every legal standard: "needs and
interests," geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious
characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law,

consideration of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to
provide a meaningful and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the community's
concerns, interests, and priorities.

It is for these reasons that we advocate for joining our community
within Council District 5.
Thank you for your kind
consideration,

zze
Dr. Irving
Lebovics

Dr. Irving
Lebovics

Chairman Agudath Israel of
California

310-6598152

310-422-6667
(c)
isldds@aol.co
m

isldds@gm
ail.com

October 19, 2021
Dear Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commissioners:
We are the Best Start Region 2 Regional Task Force, comprised of elected community
representatives from each of the South Los Angeles communities of West Athens, BroadwayManchester, Watts / Willowbrook, and Compton / East Compton. We represent and advocate
for the regional priorities and interests of families with children 0-5 and have been invested in
the redistricting processes at the state, County, City Council, and LAUSD levels.
We specifically work with many neighborhoods and stakeholders that will be impacted for the
years to come by the redrawing of district lines at the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission. We have been particularly interested in the deliberations about the redrawings of
City Council Districts 8, 9, and 15.
We have heard from local stakeholders in our communities loud and clear the desire to keep
the voices of South Los Angeles whole. These neighborhoods are home to majority Black and
Latinx communities with the need for whole and strong representation to lead and advocate for
equity for the next 10 years to come.
We have heard from Communities of Interest testimony from City Council Districts 8, 9, and 15.
The matter of current representation in the community of Watts has demonstrated that many
residents feel a lack of adequate representation from their local council member, a
councilmember that shares representation with the Los Angeles Harbor communities of San
Pedro and Wilmington miles away. Testimony from South Los Angeles communities have also
shared the anxieties of communities that are wary of losing cultural and institutional anchors in
their communities that could spell an acceleration of disinvestment in neighborhoods that have
faced the brunt of marginalization in the past.
We stand by communities that wish to see a redistricting process that keeps cultural and
institutional assets in our City Council districts, without diluting the voice of those local
residents that want to see a unified and impactful representation in City Council districts. Our
neighborhoods of Broadway-Manchester, Vermont Knolls, Green Meadows, and Watts must
not be marginalized in their representation at City Council.
The draft of Map K2.5 amended 3, listens to some of these community requests but is
disregarding key wishes from our local communities. We would like to see Council District lines
in 8, 9 and 15 that will not dilute the voice of constituents living and working in the
neighborhoods in Broadway Manchester, Vermont Knolls, Green Meadows, Watts and our
neighbors.
We appreciate the work being done to redraw the City of Los Angeles’ City Council districts
equitably and thank the commissioners for taking up this monumental task.

Thank you,
Best Start Region 2 Regional Task Force
Rita Espino
Maria Manzano
Febe Gonzalez
Whitney Hammock
Sheila Wiley

Latanya Hull
Leticia Martinez
Hattie McFrazier
Breanna Maldonado
Bruce Boyden

19 de octubre 2021
Estimados Comisionados de Redistribución de Distritos del Concejo Municipal de Los Ángeles,
Somos el Grupo de Trabajo Regional Best Start Region 2, compuesto por representantes
comunitarios electos de cada una de las comunidades del sur de Los Ángeles de West Athens,
Broadway-Manchester, Watts / Willowbrook y Compton / East Compton. Representamos y
defendemos las prioridades e intereses regionales de las familias con niños de 0 a 5 años y
hemos participado con mucho interés en los procesos de redistribución de distritos a nivel
estatal, del condado, del Ayuntamiento y del LAUSD.
Trabajamos específicamente con muchos vecindarios y partes interesadas que se verán
afectadas en los próximos años por el rediseño de las líneas de distrito en la Comisión de
Redistribución de Distritos del Ayuntamiento de Los Ángeles. Nos han interesado
particularmente las deliberaciones sobre los rediseños de los Distritos 8, 9 y 15.
Hemos escuchado de las partes interesadas locales en nuestras comunidades alto y claro el
deseo de mantener las voces del sur de Los Ángeles enteras. Estos vecindarios son el hogar de
la mayoría de las comunidades Afro-americanas y Latinas con la necesidad de una
representación completa y fuerte para liderar y abogar por la equidad durante los próximos 10
años.
Hemos escuchado el testimonio de comunidades de interés de los distritos 8, 9 y 15 del Concejo
Municipal. El asunto de la representación actual en la comunidad de Watts ha demostrado que
muchos residentes sienten una falta de representación adecuada de su miembro del consejo
local, un concejal que comparte representación con las comunidades del puerto de Los Ángeles
de San Pedro y Wilmington a millas de distancia. El testimonio de las comunidades del sur de
Los Ángeles también ha compartido las ansiedades de las comunidades que desconfía de
perder anclajes culturales e institucionales en sus comunidades que podrían significar una
aceleración de la desinversión en los vecindarios que han enfrentado la peor parte de la
marginación en el pasado.

Apoyamos a las comunidades que desean ver un proceso de redistribución de distritos que
mantenga los activos culturales e institucionales en nuestros distritos del Concejo Municipal, sin
diluir la voz de aquellos residentes locales que desean ver una representación unificada e
impactante en los distritos del Concejo Municipal. Nuestros vecindarios de BroadwayManchester, Vermont Knolls, Green Meadows y Watts no deben ser marginados en su
representación en el Concejo Municipal.
El borrador del Mapa K2.5 enmendado 3, escucha algunas de estos pedidos de la comunidad
pero ignora los deseos clave de nuestras comunidades locales. Nos gustaría ver líneas del
Distrito del Concejo en 8, 9 y 15 que no diluyan la voz de los electores que viven y trabajan en
los vecindarios de Broadway Manchester, Vermont Knolls, Green Meadows, Watts y nuestros
vecinos.
Apreciamos el trabajo que se está haciendo para redibujar los distritos del Concejo Municipal
de la Ciudad de Los Ángeles de manera equitativa y agradecemos a los comisionados por asumir
esta tarea monumental.
Gracias,
Best Start Región 2 Grupo de Trabajo Regional
Rita Espino
Maria Manzano
Febe Gonzalez
Whitney Hammock
Sheila Wiley

Latanya Hull
Leticia Martinez
Hattie McFrazier
Breanna Maldonado
Bruce Boyden

Broadway West
The Office of Patti Berman
Executive Director
patti@bwaywest.com – 213-200-0563 – BwayWest.com

August 20, 2021
Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Keep Downtown Los Angeles in the Same Council District
Chair Ali and Commissioners:
As the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission begins working on the redistricting

process, I am hopeful that you will consider the perspective of a member of the Broadway
theatre arts community. I am the Executive Director of Broadway West which is a public
benefit nonprofit dedicated to activating and revitalizing the Broadway Theater District in
Downtown Los Angeles. I am also a 21‐year resident of downtown. I have been a member of
the Downtown Neighborhood Council for 15 years, 10 of those as president. I feel that my
experience with the NC, as well as the many other community organizations with which I have
been associated, gives me a unique perspective as to the issues and needs of Downtown Los
Angeles. It is my belief that downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district so
that our shared interests can be considered and represented by the same councilmember and
with the same voice. This will allow Broadway West to continue its work with councilmember
de Leon to revitalize the Broadway corridor. It will also give the community I have served for
over two decades a solid platform from which to be heard.
I strongly believe that downtown Los Angeles is a community of interest in terms of housing,
jobs, community, and transportation infrastructure needs and should therefore be kept intact
within one council district so that we are able to join and to advocate for our needs to one
council member.
Downtown Los Angeles is a community of interest for many reasons, including the following:


Downtown Los Angeles is a community in every sense of the word. What affects any part of
downtown, also affects it as a whole. Downtown is business, entertainment, hospitality, and
most important, a home to almost 60,000 residents.

1|Page



The Downtown area is the heart of hospitality for Los Angeles. After the devastation caused to
hotels, restaurants, bars, theaters, and music venues by the pandemic, it is necessary to have a
single voice advocating our way back through revitalization.



Transportation infrastructure projects are an important part of the future of Los Angeles, and
especially for Downtown. A downtown transportation system must be part of the near future.
The entire of downtown must be considered when planning these projects, united under a
single council member.



Downtown is the economic driver for the City of Los Angeles. It is estimated that well over a
half million people come to Downtown daily to work. DTLA is the center of new development,
which bring even more jobs to the area. If downtown is broken into pieces and there is no
cohesive leadership, not just Downtown will suffer; the whole of the Los Angeles will suffer.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my input into this process.
Sincerely,

Patti Berman (She/Her/Hers)
Executive Director, Broadway West
www.bwaywest.com
213.200.0563
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CCSEP Community of Interest (COI) - Redistricting Statement #2
This is the second COI Redistricting Statement that is being submitted by the Citizens Committee to
Save Elysian Park (CCSEP). As stated in our previous COI statement, our mission is to preserve and
protect Elysian Park for future generations.
Elysian Park is an essential natural resource for the communities of: Echo Park, Elysian Park, Solano
Canyon, Angelino Heights, Chinatown, Lincoln Heights, Elysian Valley, Elysian Heights, Silverlake,
East Hollywood, Hollywood, Mt. Washington, Glassell Park and Downtown Los Angeles.
At present, the majority of Elysian Park lies in Council District 1 with a western portion of the park in
Council District 13. Historically, the park has been divided between CD 1 and CD 13 and we feel that
this is the best arrangement for the park, however we would like to see the park divided more equally
between CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation.
Another reason for the more equitable distribution of the park is that Elysian Park is the only large
open green space in CD 13. CD 1 has other large open green spaces such as Debs Park and LA State
Historic Park. In fact, CD 1 has 1,115 park acres vs. CD 13’s 236 park acres, which is a minuscule
amount of park space considering the number of residents of CD 13 that the park serves.
By granting CD 13 an equal share of Elysian Park to oversee, it will give that council office an equal
voice in park affairs such as traffic issues, noise issues, crime, vandalism, and so forth, all of which
have a significant impact on its citizens that use the park.
We would like to see a division that would start at and include Vin Scully Avenue, go up around the
outside of Dodger Stadium (bringing Boylston St and its residents into CD 13) and then cut straight
across Elysian Park to Riverside Drive between the Police Academy and the Adaptive Recreation
Center. SEE ATTACHED MAP
Thank you for your consideration of our request regarding Elysian Park.
Sincerely,
The Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park

The Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park | elysianpark.org

CCSEP Community of Interest (COI) - Redistricting Statement
We are the Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park (CCSEP). Our mission is to
preserve and protect Elysian Park for future generations. Grace E. Simons, a local
resident and park user, founded our organization in 1965 to combat the construction of
a convention center in the park. Simons and the Committee’s sound legal arguments
and fierce letter-writing campaign swayed public opinion and proved effective to prevent
the construction project.
Simons, a former reporter and editor for the California Eagle newspaper, dedicated the
next 20 years of her life to the preservation of the park. She knew residents couldn’t
simply sit on the sidelines and watch Elysian Park get smaller and smaller. She rallied
her colleagues with these words: “To protect the city’s parks, neighborhoods and
quality of life, you must be vigilant and you must organize.” Today’s Committee
faithfully carries her legacy, pushing back on a variety of proposals such as an airport,
oil wells, a trade center, several condominium projects, a zip line, two football stadiums
and more. We’re an entirely volunteer-run organization, united by a common desire to
protect and preserve Elysian Park.
Elysian Park is a regional park servicing and used by the communities of East Los
Angeles: Echo Park, Elysian Park, Solano Canyon, Angelino Heights, Chinatown,
Lincoln Heights, Elysian Valley, Elysian Heights, Silverlake, Mt. Washington, Glassell
Park and Downtown Los Angeles.
Elysian Park has a historical connection with Chavez Ravine's original canyons (La
Loma, Palo Verde, and Bishop) the Portola Trail, and the original land grants of the
settlers of Nuestra Señora de los Angeles de la Porciúncula, the Zanja Madre and
Water Wheel, and Tongva/Gabrielino Indian settlements.
Currently the majority of Elysian Park lies in Council District 1 with a western portion of
the park in Council District 13. Elysian Park surrounds Dodger Stadium, and
encompasses the Los Angeles Police Academy and Barlow Hospital.
Historically, the park has been divided between CD 1 and CD 13 and we feel
strongly that this is the best arrangement for the park, but we would like to see a
more equitable apportioning of the park to each district. In fact, it would be best if
the park were divided more evenly between the two districts to ensure that both districts
are equally invested in its preservation. At the very least, CD 13 should acquire
Boylston Street and the territory along Stadium Way that includes Barlow Hospital and
the area known as “the Forgotten Edge” (along Everett Street), up to Vin Scully Drive
and Sunset Boulevard.
As stewards of Elysian Park, we will continue to work with our council members to
improve park equity and accessibility for the communities that surround the park, so that

a greater share of the public can enjoy the beauty of this natural green space near
downtown. Submitted by the CITIZENS COMMITTEE TO SAVE ELYSIAN PARK

DocuSign Envelope ID: 53A760D7-BE5B-4596-A7F8-B8EC7D422D60
4B55CA9F-FBA5-44D6-8C40-39AB03FF0B25
26BB627E-A09F-41CB-866D-F438D7643D8B

September 16, 2021
Dear CommissionersWe support the CIS file, filed by the GWNC neighborhood council on September 13, 2021 and
consider Western Avenue to be the true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-06-06. We are neighbors in this community of interest, many have businesses and work in
District 4, we support local businesses and serve on boards in District 4 and many send children
to schools and activities in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our
effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of
interest, many who have lived in the district for generations, and have their children living in the
district starting their own families here as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and
congregate from, separating us from our center by redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC
leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing
that is successful and a model for other communities for years.
We agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its
communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary
of Koreatown.
Sincerely,

Ali Jack
240 South Gramercy Place
35 year resident of District 4
Business Owner in District 4
Former President of Marlborough Young Alumnae Board in District 4
Neighbors in Support:

Sean Conaty

Alec Paddock

Brian McGinn

Anne Wilner

Sara Ruhe

Julie Priceman

heather colby

Ali Miller

Carla Jerome

Michael O’Connell

Ida Peter

DocuSign Envelope ID: 53A760D7-BE5B-4596-A7F8-B8EC7D422D60
4B55CA9F-FBA5-44D6-8C40-39AB03FF0B25
26BB627E-A09F-41CB-866D-F438D7643D8B

Neighbors in Support Continued page 2

Francine Jack

Ian Jack

Georgia Vasila

Aaron Pricema

Greg Cherry

Jess Rather

Katharine Urban

Kathy Manolopoulos

Nguyen Tran

Nancy Bolger

Peter H Manolopoulos

Tom Bolger

Jess Wilner

Mary Nasmyth

Nia Zaferis

Pamela E. Rudy

Pierre Debbaudt

Trevor Miller

Carrie Heckman
Grace Kallis
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Dear CommissionersWe support the CIS file, filed by the GWNC neighborhood council on September 13, 2021 and
consider Western Avenue to be the true boundary of Koreatown as confirmed by City Council
file 09-06-06. We are neighbors in this community of interest, many have businesses and work in
District 4, we support local businesses and serve on boards in District 4 and many send children
to schools and activities in District 4. Separating the community from the district takes away our
effectiveness in serving our communities. This is also a multi generational community of
interest, many who have lived in the district for generations, and have their children living in the
district starting their own families here as well. Larchmont is our center, a place we activate and
congregate from, separating us from our center by redistricting us and splitting up the GWNC
leaves us less effective and prohibits us from retaining an infrastructure of community organizing
that is successful and a model for other communities for years.
We agree with the position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council to keep its
communities whole and intact in one Council District, recognizing Western as the true boundary
of Koreatown.
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Ali Jack
240 South Gramercy Place
35 year resident of District 4
Business Owner in District 4
Former President of Marlborough Young Alumnae Board in District 4
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Neighbors in Support Continued page 2
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October 6, 2021
Dear Commissioner Freidberg,
On behalf of Clinica Romero, I am writing to respectfully request a time set aside for our patients and
community members to be able to express their request for a redistricting process that includes their
voices, and their vision of their neighborhoods.
This request is based on our patients and community members who were not able to give public comment
and express their wishes and vision for strong and together neighborhoods of Westlake, Historic
Filipinotown, Echo Park, East Hollywood, Rampart Village, and Silverlake. Almost 40 patients and
community members have consistently joined the last 3 hearings in the month of September-October
2021, and not a single one has been called to have his/her/their voices heard.
Clinica Romero wants to make sure that our patients and community members are heard through the
current redistricting process, but due to the digital divide, lack of access to Wi-Fi/broadband, and lack of
cellular/technological devices -it has been very difficult for our patients and community members to
express how they too wish that Clinica Romero and the neighborhoods of Westlake, Historic
Filipinotown, Echo Park, East Hollywood, Rampart Village, and Silverlake stay together in CD13.
The current process employed by the Los Angeles Redistricting Commission has resulted in a direct
threat to the work, the patients, and the community members we serve in Council District 13. Clinica
Romero and the office of Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell’s partnership has never been more vital than
now in response to the COVID-19 pandemic. Clinica Romero and Councilmember Mitch O’ Farrell have
partnered to bring thousands of vaccines to the communities of CD 13, especially in the immediate
neighborhoods that encompass Westlake, Historic Filipinotown, Echo Park, East Hollywood, Rampart
Village, and Silverlake. Partnerships like this, and others such as urgent food delivery to fight food
insecurities in the aforementioned neighborhoods have been made possible because of the strong
community ties and joint advocacy that has made the CD13 partnership fruitful and worth keeping.
Clinica Romero’s mission is firmly rooted in providing quality, affordable, and culturally sensitive health
care and other services to the underserved communities of greater Los Angeles regardless of their ability
to pay by upholding the legacy and tradition of Monseñor Oscar A. Romero.
Clínica Romero is located in Los Angeles County Service Planning Area 4 (SPA 4) and predominantly
serves the low-income, monolingual Spanish-speaking, uninsured Latino population in SPA 4. Most of
our patients (99%) live at or below 200% of the Federal Poverty Level and 84% live under 100% FPL.
More than 50% of the patients we serve annually, are patients from our clinic site located at 123 S.
Alvarado in Council District 13.
With gratitude,

Carlos Vaquerano
Chief Executive Officer

CCSEP Community of Interest (COI) Redistricting Statement #2
This is the second COI Redistricting Statement that is being submitted by the Citizens Committee to
Save Elysian Park (CCSEP). As stated in our previous COI statement, our mission is to preserve and
protect Elysian Park for future generations.
Elysian Park is an essential natural resource for the communities of: Echo Park, Elysian Park, Solano
Canyon, Angelino Heights, Chinatown, Lincoln Heights, Elysian Valley, Elysian Heights, Silverlake,
East Hollywood, Hollywood, Mt. Washington, Glassell Park and Downtown Los Angeles.
At present, the majority of Elysian Park lies in Council District 1 with a western portion of the park in
Council District 13. Historically, the park has been divided between CD 1 and CD 13 and we feel that
this is the best arrangement for the park, however we would like to see the park divided more equally
between CD 1 and CD 13 to ensure that both districts are equally invested in its preservation.
Another reason for the more equitable distribution of the park is that Elysian Park is the only large
open green space in CD 13. CD 1 has other large open green spaces such as Debs Park and LA State
Historic Park. In fact, CD 1 has 1,115 park acres vs. CD 13’s 236 park acres, which is a minuscule
amount of park space considering the number of residents of CD 13 that the park serves.
By granting CD 13 an equal share of Elysian Park to oversee, it will give that council office an equal
voice in park affairs such as traffic issues, noise issues, crime, vandalism, and so forth, all of which
have a significant impact on its citizens that use the park.
We would like to see a division that would start at and include Vin Scully Avenue, go up around the
outside of Dodger Stadium (bringing Boylston St and its residents into CD 13) and then cut straight
across Elysian Park to Riverside Drive between the Police Academy and the Adaptive Recreation
Center. SEE ATTACHED MAP
Thank you for your consideration of our request regarding Elysian Park.
Sincerely,
The Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park

The Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park | elysianpark.org
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Representing the Cahuenga Pass Since 1952
October 13, 2021
Los Angeles Redistricting Commission 2021
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: 2021 Redistricting in Council District 4
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission,
The Cahuenga Pass Property Owners Association, a 501(c)4 public benefit corporation,
has represented our historic hillside neighborhood in the Cahuenga Pass since 1952 and
is the link between Hollywood and the San Fernando Valley, almost adjacent to the
Hollywood Bowl and across the 101 Freeway from Universal Studios and the Ford
Theatre.
Because of our close proximity to the movie studios that made Los Angeles famous,
our area has always been closely associated with Hollywood and the entertainment
industry.
We are a diverse community that includes our much-valued commercial street
(Cahuenga Blvd West), as well as homeowners, property owners, business and
residential tenants, churches and restaurants. All are welcome here in the Pass.
Our neighborhood has been part of Council District 4 for as far back as any of us can
remember. Looking at Plan K 2.5-1 and specifically Map 2 or 4. we are pleased with it
generally. It includes most of our neighborhood council, HHWNC, keeps us together
with Toluca Lake, Hollywood Knolls and Hollywood Manor, rejoins us to North
Hollywood, and joins us with Studio City and hillside homes to the west as far as the
west ridge of Franklin Canyon.
Much of this map includes homes that share our concern with brush fires and more.
While the neighborhoods in the far northern portions of Map 2 or 4 are new to us, they
seem to be hillside communities not unlike ours. We enjoy walking our streets and
trails, and we assume Shadow Hills residents do, too.
Our only disappointment is that you have not been able to design Hollywood so that
Hollywood Boulevard is part of a council district that is adjacent to the boulevard and
is greatly affected by its special events. We feel this is a product of out-of-date thinking
and will prevent the boulevard from moving into the 21st century.
Having watched the Redistricting Commission meetings, we are very impressed with the
work of the commissioners and their product. Thank you for your service.

Dan Bernstein
Redistricting Chair

Krista Michaels
President

October 13, 2021

RE:

Redistricting of the San Fernando Valley

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission:
On behalf of the Democratic Party of the San Fernando Valley (DPSFV), I am writing to urge you in the
strongest possible terms to reconsider the current proposed redistricting of the San Fernando Valley, i.e., Map
K2.5.
DPSFV was founded in 1978 and is chartered by the Los Angeles County Democratic Central Committee. Our
organization is the coordinating body for a coalition of twenty-one Democratic Clubs located in the six Assembly
Districts (38, 39, 43, 45, 46, and 50) which are wholly or partially in the San Fernando Valley. We represent
thousands of Democrats living in Los Angeles City Council Districts 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 11 and 12.
We urge you to retain Council Districts 2, 3 and 4 more nearly in their present configurations, conforming as
nearly as possible with the previously Proposed Map L. We further urge you to allow Councilmembers elected
in 2020 to complete their elected terms serving a majority of the constituents who el ected them.

Sincerely and respectfully,

Chair Sean M. Rivas
Democratic Party of the San Fernando Valley

PO Box 57259, Sherman Oaks, CA 91413 818-995-DEMS (3367)

April 1, 2021
Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Commissioners,
We are a coalition of Downtown Los Angeles (DTLA) residents, business owners and operators, nonprofits and
civic organizations committed to a vibrant, livable city center. We offer this letter to explain our shared priorities
for the redistricting process. Most importantly, we believe that DTLA should be recognized as a community of
interest with political representation in one council district. We thank you for your time and dedication to the
2021 redistricting process.
Community of Interest
The redistricting process lays out a complex set of legal requirements that guide the drawing of new city council
districts. The concept of preserving communities of interest is a guiding principle in this process. Communities of
interest are defined as identifiable, shared interests that exist in one geographic area. Common interests can
include housing and economic patterns and transportation preferences.
DTLA has transformed into a vibrant, urban community with a growing voting bloc in the last two decades. We
expect to grow even more as our city leaders significantly expand capacity for new housing and development
through the proposed DTLA 2040 Community Plan (DTLA 2040), a critical document that will guide DTLA’s
future. According to the plan, DTLA is defined by its:
•
•
•
•

Growing residential population – Home to approximately 80,000 residents and is expected to grow to
well over 200,000 residents in the next two decades.
Rich mobility options – As the region’s transit hub, 40% of all Metro Rapid Bus Lines serve DTLA in
addition to the many fixed rail stations.
Historical assets – A historic community home to 190 Historic Cultural Monuments, and 4 Designated
Historic Districts including Little Tokyo, Theater District, Chinatown and Olvera Street.
Center for economic activity - DTLA represents 1% of the city’s land but 18% of its jobs.1

People move to DTLA to live an urban lifestyle that provides housing close to work, walkable streets, reduced
reliance on cars and proximity to our world-renowned historical assets, cultural institutions, museums, sports

1

US Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies, LEHD

stadiums and restaurants. DTLA’s growing residential population, strong connection to transit and high
concentration of jobs make it a uniquely urban community distinctly different from other neighborhoods in
the city.
Effective Political Representation
DTLA must be treated like the important community that it is, and our growing voter bloc deserves to choose
our political representative. Our coalition has a shared set of priorities including welcoming sustainable, multimodal transportation and valuing dense, vertical housing options. We also face challenges such as helping the
significant number of individuals living on our streets, and while we know that our entire city is impacted by
homelessness, our failed policy of containment in DTLA requires a tailored approach.
This year’s redistricting process determines new council district boundaries that will directly impact DTLA’s
ability to elect representatives that will share our priorities. We believe a DTLA representative that fully
understands our needs will lead to a comprehensive policy vision and clear leadership.
Downtown’s stakeholders share common interests and concerns that are different from other neighborhoods in
the city. Our neighborhoods must remain a united community of interest that can rely on one elected
councilperson to deliver tailored policies and solutions.
There are also practical and legal reasons to keep DTLA as a community of interest with political
representation within one council district, including:
•
•
•

•

DTLA has a contiguous population that shares common social and economic preferences for urban
living.
The Fair Maps Act (AB 849) directs cities and counties to keep neighborhoods unified based on
contiguity and the geographic integrity of any local neighborhood or local community of interest.
Much of DTLA is currently represented by one council district (CD 14) with boundaries that adhere to
key redistricting criteria including compactness, political boundaries and existing geographic boundaries
like freeways and the LA River.
DTLA is expected to provide 20% of the city’s future housing growth. This responsibility requires
accountable leadership.

We appreciate your willingness to serve on the Redistricting Commission, and hope as you deliberate the new
boundaries, you are driven by the spirit of the City Charter while promoting population equality, physical
compactness, fair demographic representation and contiguity.
Sincerely,
Patti Berman, President
Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council *

Jessica Lall, President & CEO
Central City Association of Los Angeles

Sara Hernandez, Founder
DTLA Strong

Rena Leddy, Executive Director
LA Fashion District Business Improvement District

Suzanne Holley, President & CEO
Downtown Center Business Improvement District

Ellen Riotto, Executive Director
South Park Business Improvement District

*Title for identification purposes only

CC: City Attorney Mike Feuer
City Controller Ron Galperin
Los Angeles City Council
Mayor Eric Garcetti

East Area Progressive Democrats

October 13, 2021
Contact:
ph 323-669-9999
eapd.la@gmail.com

www.EAPD.LA
@EAPDLA
President:

Fair Maps, Not Displacement or
Cracks: Fix 2 Egregious Errors and
Communities Carved Up in Draft L.A. Redistricting

On behalf of the more than 1,000 members of EAPD, the largest Democratic club
in L.A. County and in California, and approved October 12, 2021:

Hans Johnson
Treasurer:
Héctor Huezo
1st Vice President:
Renee Nahum
2nd Vice President:
Malcolm Johnson
Secretary:

WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 created by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission proposes drastic revisions to the boundaries of Council Districts 2
and 4; and
WHEREAS, this Draft Map K2.5 will effectively disenfranchise the voters of one
or both of these districts by denying them the services of the Councilmember they
elected less than a year ago; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 proposes moving the Councilmember from one of
these two districts to a newly created district containing none of the constituents
who elected them less than a year ago; and

Rocío Rivas

WHEREAS, the voters of Reseda, Winnetka, and Canoga Park residing in the
current District 3 last voted for a Councilmember in 2017; and

Communications:

WHEREAS, the Council members for District 2 and 4 were last elected in 2020
and are serving terms that will not expire until 2024; and

Mary Fischer
Community Issues &
Elections Committee:
Rocío Rivas
Membership Committee:
Ceci Dominguez
Transit Committee:
Christine Louise Mills
Veterans Committee:
Rafael Chagoya
Gun Violence Prevention
Committee:
Mia Livas Porter

WHEREAS, moving a Council member from either District 2 or District 4 to these
neighborhoods of the former District 3 will require those voters to skip an election
and wait an additional four years to elect a Councilmember of their choice; and
WHEREAS, the division of Valley Glen among three different council districts will
divide this community of interest;
and
WHEREAS, the separation of
Valley Glen from neighboring
communities of North Hollywood,
Sun Valley and Shadow Hills will
divide and disempower the
Armenian American community of
the East San Fernando Valley by
diluting their political power and
denying them the representation of
their choice; and
WHEREAS, removing an Asian
American woman from her seat in

VALUES-DRIVEN POLITICS FOR COMMUNITY-DRIVEN GOVERNANCE * L.A. COUNTY’S LARGEST DEMOCRATIC CLUB

the Council District that has twice consecutively selected an Asian American for this office denies the rapidly
growing Asian and Pacific Islander community of Los Angeles its due representation; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 divides Park La Brea and other neighborhoods of renters from communities of
renters in Hollywood and adjoining neighborhoods and combines them with Mid-Wilshire homeowners in a
district dominated by homeowners, diluting the voting strength of renters during a statewide housing crisis;
and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 divides the neighborhood of Echo Park precisely at the park and puts 3 of its
local neighborhood districts in one Council district and 3 in another Council district; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 divides the neighborhood of Highland Park, putting parts in two different
Council districts, and separates the Garvanza community from its longtime organic connection with
Highland Park; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 unnecessarily severs uninhabited Griffith Park from its historic association with
Los Feliz; and
WHEREAS, Draft Map K2.5 illogically isolates a minute strip of Silver Lake between the Silver Lake
Reservoir and the 5 Freeway, detaching it from the rest of Silver Lake only to unite it with San Fernando
Valley neighborhoods with which it would not be contiguous except for the inclusion of Griffith Park; and
WHEREAS, these and other distortions and anomalies in the proposed lines of Districts 1, 2, 3, 4, 13, and
14 call into question the Commission’s commitment to fair and impartial design of these districts,
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that by the adoption of this resolution, EAPD calls on the
Redistricting Commission to remedy defects enumerated above, to retain Districts 2 and 4 more nearly in
their present configuration, and to allow the Council members elected in 2020 to complete their elected
terms of office representing at least a majority of the constituents who elected them, and that if the
Commission fails to remedy these defects, that the City Council reject this plan.
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Margaret Ings

ENCINO PROPERTY
OWNERS ASSOCIATION

Protecting Encino Residents on Zoning/Development, Traffic,
Public Safety and Quality of Life

Est. 1964

Kathy Moghimi-Patterson, President
Rob Glushon, Vice-President/Former President
Dr. Susan Wallace, Secretary
Bette Jo Weinstein, Treasurer
Carol Levin, Past President/ENC Rep
John Arnstein
Daniel Freedman
Laurie Kelson
Dr. Robert Kotler
Richard Mirisch
Diane Rosen
Janie Thompson
Patti Jo Wolfson

https://encinopoa.com

Board of Directors

September 15, 2021

BY EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission
City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: New City Council Districts include Council District 5
Honorable Commissioners:
The Encino Property Owners Association (“EPOA”) represents over 1,000 residents and
homeowners in the community of Encino. As a matter of background, its leaders over the past 47
years have served as City Commissioners including on the Planning Commission, former Board
of Zoning Appeals, Environmental Quality Board, Telecommunications Commission, Animal
Services and Board of Neighborhood Council Commissioners. Rob Glushon, our current VicePresident and former EPOA President, also served on the Elected City Charter Commission which
proposed the new City Charter overwhelmingly approved by the voters in 1999 which requires
that redistricting of City Council Districts adhere to not only equal population but also to respect
contiguous communities of interest.
This letter is submitted in support of the proposed new boundaries of a new City Council
District 51 submitted by the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (“SOHA”) as well as to
ensure the fair representation of the communities located in the San Fernando Valley which was
egregiously disregarded in the last redistricting in 2011.

1

It is essential that the entirety of the Encino community as reflected by the boundaries for the Encino
Neighborhood Council which include a north boundary of Victory Boulevard and which include the Sepulveda
Basin.

Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission
September 15, 2021
Page Two

We respectfully ask that you consider the following facts and applicable law in the City
Charter as to keeping contiguous communities of interest intact:
1.
The City’s General Plan for land use includes the Encino-Tarzana Community
Plan. Regardless of any reasonable differences in the drafting of boundaries for new City Council
Districts, Encino should be together with Tarzana. Commissioners should be aware that Encino
and Tarzana were previously in Council District 11 (which also included Woodland Hills and
portions of Sherman Oaks and Van Nuys) for over 30 years).
2.
In addition to the Community Plan designation, Encino and Tarzana share
significant common interests with regard to the Ventura Boulevard business and transit corridor,
the hillside residential neighborhoods to the south, and the residential neighborhoods to the north.
3.
Both communities also are provided critical City public safety services from the
same City department areas especially the West Valley Division of the Los Angeles Police
Department.
4.
The Encino-Tarzana Branch Public Library located at 18231 Ventura Boulevard
has historically served both communities.
5.
The community of Sherman Oaks shares significant common interests with Encino
including the Ventura Boulevard business and transit corridor and the residential neighborhoods
to the south and north. For over 50 years, leaders of both EPOA and SOHA have worked together
on common community issues including land use and development (e.g. Ventura-Cahuenga
Specific Plan, hillside development regulations), transportation and other south Valley concerns).
6.
If feasible to achieve equal population and contiguous, geographical and common
communities of interest, EPOA would also support adding the communities of Studio City, Van
Nuys and other adjacent areas to a new City Council District 5.
7.
The current boundaries of City Council District 5 have Encino together with
communities such as Pico-Robertson, Carthay Circle, Beverlywood and others that do not respect
geography nor have common community interests which have resulted in unfair representation
and City dysfunction. The Commission and the City Council should not be creating new City
Council Districts that simply reflect equal population but rather comply with both federal law and
the City Charter criteria of contiguous communities of interest and geography.
Thank you for your consideration.

KATHY MOGHIMI-PATTERSON
President

FRANKLIN COLDWATER
CANYON NEIGHBORS
October 17, 2021
RE :

SUPPORT FOR AMENDED MAP K 2.5

Dear Honorable Commissioners:
I am the newly elected boardmember of the Bel Air-Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council (“BABCNC”)
representing the Franklin Coldwater District. The Franklin Coldwater District is outlined in blue below.

On behalf of all residents and stakeholders in the Franklin Coldwater District, I urge the Commission to
keep the entire Franklin Coldwater District in CD 5 as presently shown in Map K 2.5. This makes good
sense:
•

De minimis increase in standard deviation: Adding Franklin Coldwater to CD 5 will not entail
any meaningful population increase (approx 3000 residents). The zone is sparsely populated
because of its topography, dominated by hillsides, open spaces and non-residential
parkland.

•

Keeping The NC together: Franklin Coldwater occupies a pivotal position in the BABCNC and
keeping it in CD 5 preserves the natural continuity of the neighborhoods and avoids waste of
scarce city council resources.

•

Identical Community of Interests: Like its neighbors to the west in CD 5, Franklin Coldwater
shares not just similar, but rather, the exact same community of interests in: (a) fire danger
and preparedness; (b) land-use and permitting; (c) hillside zoning and regulation; (d) crosscanyon traffic and parking issues; and (e) public services and city resources.
1|PAGE

•

Preservation of hillsides, ridgelines and animal habitat from developers: When Franklin
Coldwater has been dislocated from its hillside neighbors previously, highly vulnerable
hillsides, public hiking trails, open spaces and animal habitat were overlooked in City Council
when critical environmental zoning protections were issued. This allowed criminal property
developer Mohamad Hadid (and other like him) to target Franklin Coldwater and destroy
such spaces. CD 5 will give Franklin Coldwater a strong voice in City Council that is mindful
of protecting these important natural resources.

As the representative of the Franklin Coldwater District on the NC, I can assure the Commissioners that
over the last several weeks, I have had hundreds of calls and emails from stakeholders in my District
urging me (and the NC) to advocate for their inclusion in CD 5, as Map K 2.5 map now reflects, and
express approval of the amendment since last Wednesday’s hearing.
In that same vein, please be mindful that including myself, hundreds of other Franklin Coldwater
residents have tried to speak up during each of the public hearings but were unfortunately never called
upon despite waiting hours. Please hear our collective voices now and keep Franklin Coldwater in CD 5. i
On behalf of the residents and stakeholders in the Franklin Coldwater District, thank you very much for
your extreme hard work, dedication, and for your thoughtful consideration.
Respectfully submitted,

Steven L. Weinberg
Franklin Coldwater Canyon Neighbors
Board Member – BABCNC Franklin Coldwater District
Founder of Hillsides Against Hadid.org
As the Commissioners will recall, a portion of Franklin Coldwater was added to CD 5 by way of moving a very small
section of Melrose from CD 5 to CD 13, thereby “unifying” Melrose. If further adjustments are deemed necessary
to keep all of Franklin Coldwater united, it is known that certain stakeholders in Little Ethiopia would prefer CD 10
over CD 5. Franklin Coldwater therefore respectfully suggests that before moving any portion of Franklin
Coldwater out of CD 5 (to manage any perceived excessive deviation), the Commission first address Little
Ethiopia’s request to move into CD 10. Thank you.
i
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GLASSELL
PARK
IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION
working to better our community since 1968
3 September 2021
To: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (redistricting.lacity@lacity.org)
The Glassell Park Improvement Association asks this committee to place Glassell Park entirely within a
single Council District.
Glassell Park is a small, yet diverse community of families, students, millennials, seniors and everyone in
between. We have elders who have lived here all their lives and new arrivals who appreciate the friendly, neighborly
feeling in close proximity to downtown and major freeways.
Every ten years, the Glassell Park Improvement Association—established in 1968, and therefore with more
continuity in the community than any elected leader—has learned to work with multiple new representatives
according to their interests and areas of coverage within our community. Many of our members have been in their
same homes for over 30 years, but have lived in three different council districts during that time. Redistricting is not
theoretical to our community, it is a necessity our residents demand.
We did not come to our position asking for a single district representation based solely on our own concerns. We
reached out to our members and neighbors to get their opinions about redistricting and how they would like to be
represented. An overwhelming majority—78.1% of members and emailing recipients who responded to our online
survey—favored being in one district.
Now, with a few larger projects on our plate, the GPIA has come to realize the handicap under which we’ve been
working for far too long.
• We are attempting to bring a cohesive look to one of our main thoroughfares, Eagle Rock Boulevard, by
planting trees in the parkways and beautifying its medians with landscaping and infilling more trees. Because
of the way Glassell Park is divided, we are dealing with three city council districts who all have different
access to services like LA Conservation Corps, LA Urban Forestry Department, LA Sanitation, City Plants and
other groups. Our vision of creating a signature Glassell Park look for the boulevard has been made three
times as difficult because we must present our plans, request approvals, ask for involvement and solicit
services from CD1, CD13 and CD14.
• Eagle Rock Boulevard is also where we attempted to take advantage of free bus bench public service
advertising offered by Martin Advertising. We wanted to expand our successful, anti-speeding “SLOW
DOWN” campaign with bus bench ads in time for school reopening, but we waited for letters of support from
all three council districts because an available bus bench might be located in any of our Council Districts, and a
letter of support from one CD would not cover a bus bench in a different CD.
• Last year, a developer who plans on building 20 homes on a Glassell Park site came to a community meeting to
present their plans to use their Quimby funds for improvements to the baseball diamonds at the Glassell Park
Rec Center. Their site is in CD13, and—although only a few blocks away—the baseball diamonds are in CD1.
While our community will bear the brunt of the construction and the added vehicle traffic, the benefit will go
somewhere else in CD13.
• Recently we learned that CD14 gave $700,000 in funds to “local” non-profits. The GPIA, one of the most
active community improvement groups in the city, was likely not considered for funding because such a small
part of our community is in CD14. If we were in a single district, we would certainly be our CD’s go-to
community partner.

GPIA / P.O. Box 65881 / Los Angeles, CA 90065 / www.GPIA.org

Page 2

GLASSELL
• Even participating in the redistricting workshops has been PARK
onerous and confusing to community members
since we felt impelled to attend 3 hearings in order to be heard.
IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION

We may be small, but we are facing the same issues as the rest of the City—homelessness, failing infrastructure,
developments encroaching
on our last
acres ofour
open space—and
the GPIA
knows
that we need a strong working
working
tofew
better
community
since
1968
relationship with a single Councilmember in order to direct our energy where most needed and make our voice
heard on behalf of Glassell Park.
The Glassell Park Improvement Association, therefore, asks this committee to place Glassell Park entirely
within a single Council District.

Helene Schpak
President, GPIA
The Glassell Park Improvement Association was founded in 1968, and is one of the oldest organizations of its
kind in Los Angeles. Our founders described our mission as advocating for quality of life issues and working to
improve conditions in Glassell Park. As such, our Board of Directors have voted and approved sending this
statement on behalf of our members.
Cc: Mayor Eric Garcetti (mayor.garcetti@lacity.org)
Councilmember Gil Cedillo (gilbert.cedillo@lacity.org)
Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell (councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org)
Councilmember Kevin de León (councilmember.kevindeleon@lacity.org)

GPIA / P.O. Box 65881 / Los Angeles, CA 90065 / www.GPIA.org
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Election Division

Office of the City Clerk
Systems Division

Dear Honorable Commissioners,

This past 2020 election cycle an unprecedented number of residents of council district 4 and Angelenos city
wide participated, volunteered, and voted for Councilmember Raman to represent district 4 as a progressive
leader, homelessness expert, and renter advocate. This historic effort was a victory for the long-overdue
transition to a more equitable and desperately needed expanded electorate.
Vastly underrepresented demographics such as renters, low-income residents, and young voters,
democratically exercised their voice for representation and it is critical that their votes and effort be honored.
Radically dividing a district that demonstrated enormous political will to be represented by CM Raman (with
roughly 2-10x times as many votes as her colleagues) would be a disservice to the communities of CD4 and
the dedication and hard work of countless organizations who supported her platform.
To that end, we are writing to request the redistricting commission immediately disclose district numbers for
the two draft maps being considered at Thursday’s meeting. This is important for not only the public, but
for the commissioners. It is unfair to both the representatives and constituents of CD 4 and CD 2 for them to be
forced to weigh in on these maps without clarity on which district is which.
We also request that the commission reject map "K2" which most egregiously carves up council district 4
and instead work off map "L" and further incorporate public input across different districts.
CM Raman has spent her first year championing the needs of a diverse district of renters and should not be
packed into a dramatically different district with few or none of the same voters that elected her just one year
ago.
Please take these requests into consideration so we can continue to see a more engaged and equitable Los
Angeles.

Sincerely,
Ground Game LA

September 14, 2021

Fred Ali, Redistricting Commission Chair
Frank Cardenas, Redistricting Commission Executive Director
Rafael Gonzalez, Redistricting Commission Director of Outreach and Engagement
Los Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275, Los Angeles, CA 90012
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
frank.cardenas@lacity.org
rafael.gonzalez@lacity.org
Re: Hancock Park Community Requests Consideration to be in District 5

Dear Re Districting Commissioners.
We are writing to you on behalf of the Hancock Park Homeowners Association
Hancock Park.
The Association represents all 1,200 homes located north of Wilshire Boulevard, south of
Melrose Avenue, both sides of Highland Avenue to the west and both side of Rossmore
Avenue to the east. We are proud of the historic integrity of our 1,200 homes and the
ethnic and religious diversity among our neighbors.
The Hancock Park HOA, by unanimous vote of our Board, is requesting that when Council
District 4 is altered from its present configuration in the upcoming redistricting action, that
the entire Hancock Park neighborhood be moved west into CD5. A large portion of our
western boundary is already part of CD5, and it is our desire to unite the entire
neighborhood into one Council District. We believe that Hancock Park shares significant
Communities of Interest with the rest of CD5, including multiple historic landmarks (eg the
Highland Median,) religious institutions, communities with existent HPOZ designations and
R-1 zoned neighborhoods. This commonality of interest is far greater than that we share
with CD4 communities east of us and we ask that you give significant weight to this
commonality of interest when designating the new Council District map.
In 2007, Hancock Park became the 23rd Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ) in the
City of Los Angeles. 90% percent of its homes and structures were identified as being

Historic Contributors in the Historic Resources Survey, one of the most intact historic
neighborhoods in the nation. There are five adjoining HPOZ neighborhoods to our west
located in CD5- Carthy, South Carthy, Carthy Sq, Miracle Mile and Miracle Mile North.
The Historic Landmark #94 Highland Ave Median is currently split btw CD4 and CD5. The
grass-planted median strip, which runs a mile and a quarter from Melrose Ave. to Wilshire
Blvd., and its iconic palms – Queen palms (Syagrus romanzoffiana) and Mexican fan palms
(Washingtonia robusta), planted in 1928- was designated a Historic Cultural Monument in
1972.
Hancock Park is home to a large population of Jewish Angelenos who identify as Orthodox,
observant, or traditional Jews, Los Angeles is the second largest Orthodox Jewish
community in North America.1 Orthodox Jews tend to reside together in tight-knit
communities walking distance to Orthodox synagogues, kosher markets and restaurants,
and other institutions.
Yeshivot Yavneh Hebrew Academy is an Orthodox Jewish day school located at 5353 3rd
Street, Hancock Park http://yha.org/ and Temple Etz Chaim is located at 303 W 3rd Street in
Hancock Park https://www.jewishla.org/program/congregation-etz-chaim/
In Los Angeles, the largest Orthodox Jewish communities reside in the 5th Council District,
specifically in the communities of Westwood, Beverlywood, Pico-Robertson, Beverly-Fairfax,
and Hancock Park neighborhoods. Currently, the members of this community of interest are
divided due to Hancock Park being divided between Council Districts 4 and 5.
Under California law, the Orthodox Jewish communities in Westwood, Beverlywood, PicoRobertson, Beverly-Fairfax, and Hancock Park constitute a “community of interest” because they
are “a contiguous population which shares common social and economic interests that should be
included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation.”2 The
community qualifies as a “community of interest” under every legal standard: “needs and
interests,” geography, social interaction, trade, political ties, living patterns, religious
characteristics, cultural and ethnic ties, and common interests. Under California law, consideration
of communities of interest is required legally during redistricting in order to provide a meaningful
and fair chance to elect officials who best represent the community’s concerns, interests, and

2

2

California Constitution, Art. XXI § 2.

https://jewishjournal.com/commentary/analysis/235555/deep-dive-jewish-la/

priorities. As the Homeowners Association we support this community’s and all of our residents,
the right to be united and safe, secure and fairly represented.
Both the unique nature of Hancock Park as an HPOZ and being one of the largest growing
Orthodox Jewish Communities in Los Angeles, lend themselves for inclusion of Council District
5 in this process. Since redistricting 10 years ago the size of the Orthodox Community residing in
Hancock Park has doubled and continues to grow and must be addressed for the sake of equity in
this current redistricting process.
We very much appreciate your thoughtful consideration of our request.
Sincerely,
Hancock Park HOA Board of Directors:
Cynthia Chvatal-Keane
Susan Grossman
Jennifer DeVore
Tim Allyn
Martin Beck
Nancy Dolan
Davis Gajda
Greg Glasser
Joel Kozberg
Clif Lord
William Newby
Pam Newhouse
Benny Rosenberg
Erik Story
Deborah Trainer
Jon Vein
James Wolf

Hollywood Art Center, since 1912
1926 N. Kenmore Ave#107
Los Angeles, CA 90027

October 19, 2021

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
City of Los Angeles – City Hall, Room 275
200 N. Spring Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012
RE:

In Response to October 18, 2021 Redistricting Commission Hearing and Los Feliz

Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners,
Thank you for all the great work you have done thus far, to maintain a clean, democratic and fair
redistricting process.
As you are aware, redistricting, or the redrawing of district lines, is a once-in-a-decade opportunity to
ensure a fair democratic process at the local level. So with great sadness, to my shock and dismay -- last
night, the hearing proceeded in quite the opposite manner, sullying the process moving forward, unless
immediately remedied.
With that, I’m asking you to correct this blatant and egregious act of gerrymandering by Jackie Goldberg
and others, from last night in the October 18, 2021, meeting. As a native third generation Angeleno, who
has lived in the Hollywood and Los Feliz area, since 1910, and as one of the first Jewish artist families,
I’m requesting that you correct this situation at the meeting tonight. Please know, that I have spent a great
deal of time examining this beautiful, layered and historic landscape. And I strongly feel it’s my duty to
speak up for the long term protection and survival, of my precious community.
Today, I’m pleading with this commission, to listen to the citizens of the Eastside Communities, who
extensively wrote and called in, like myself, in support of the K2.5 map, which placed Los Feliz in CD13,
with other like communities of interest, such as Hollywood, Los Feliz, Silverlake and Atwater. A
multitude of people, including myself, had asked for a simple adjustment to add back in the Oaks, Griffith
Park, Los Feliz Hills and Waverly Heights. Griffith Park has no population, so this should not have
drastically re-drawn the lines last night, in such an illogical and destructive way, back into CD4. And North
Hollywood, has literally nothing in common with my community and is geographically too far in the valley.

1

One of the defining items in California Constitution article XXICA Government Code, sections 8251 8253.6, is that this code strictly does “Prohibit Favoritism,” and says that “districts shall not be drawn to
favor or discriminate against an incumbent, candidate or political party. And in this case, the line was
drawn for political power and personal gain, to gerrymander our district, and consolidate power. It gave
my longtime community, over to the incumbent, Nithya Raman, who essentially, designed her own
territory, via Jackie Goldberg. This was clearly done, in order to for her to choose her voters and favor/
benefit her DSA-LA group, which has claimed to co-govern with her, a particular set of people and related
organizations, that are destroying our community.
Democracy depends on voters, having the ability to choose our representatives in the future. And now,
thanks to this new map from last night, this now gives my community an unfair voter advantage with
how the lines have been drawn. This is devastating to our community and now Raman has chosen who
her voters are, by this type of manipulation. And in general, partisan manipulation, favors one political
party over another.
Moreover, the Los Feliz/Griffith Park decision made last night, yielded little debate, during the redistricting
process. It was devastating to witness that the clean process made so far, be sullied in such a manner
with Jackie Goldberg, receiving text messages during the meetings from someone clearly telling her what
to say. How is this legal? Again, her overall conduct, since she came on last week, is unacceptable.
This should be a fair and transparent process by unbiased commissioners to adhere to the criteria
previously set, in order to ensure that everyone is equally represented here. This incumbent does not
reflect the interests of the Eastside communities.
And lastly, the surrounding Los Feliz hills, views to the observatory from my apartment front door, and the
cascading balconies of bougainvillea, within this urban setting, on my suburban type street, is a place I’ve
loved and called home since 2003. Within our creative economy, Los Feliz has elegantly framed the lives
of the many artists, scholars, filmmakers, architects, designers, and musicians, etc., And in turn, lends as
a center of cultural production, and is an inspiration to many artists and creatives, worldwide.
In Hollywood, Silverlake, and Los Feliz, we are ethnically diverse, with a range of socio-economic
backgrounds and an aging population, in rent controlled apartments. We are renters, we are
homeowners, some wealthy, some poor, some middle-class and definitely not all privileged. We enjoy
one of the last untouched walking neighborhoods, built in human scale, that has been historically intact
for decades. And most importantly, we’ve all always accepted each other, despite our differences. I have
personally, never seen such disturbing partisan politics, devastating our community like this, and
especially as illustrated, in the redistricting meeting last night.
Thank you again for all the amazing effort you’ve embarked on so far. I truly hope that this can be
corrected and adjusted in the final meeting tonight. I’m here to help and give insight to my community.
Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions you may have at any time.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Lovins
-Elizabeth Lovins
Director, Hollywood Art Center, est.1912
http://www.hollywoodartcenterarchive.com
-

Research Archivist, Art, Design & Architecture Museum
University of California, Santa Barbara
-

Los Feliz Resident, since 2003
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September 15, 2021
Redistricting Commissions
200 North Spring Street – Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting – Keep the business district of Hollywood in CD 13
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners:
On behalf of the Hollywood Chamber of Commerce and over 800 member organizations who employ over
115,000 individuals, we respectfully believe that the business district of Hollywood should be kept together in
CD 13, which has been in CD 13 for more than 30 years and should remain there.
Hollywood has become one of the most successful revitalization districts in the City over the past 20 years
because it was kept together during redistricting. By remaining in CD13, we have flourished because we have
been able to work with a councilperson who is knowledgeable about our issues and build long standing
relationships and partnerships through that work. That stability has had a lot to do with our success. In order
to keep the momentum going, we are asking that Hollywood’s central business district and historic core be
kept together and remain in CD13.
The Chamber believes that the business district of Hollywood should remain in CD 13 so that the shared
interests of business can be considered and represented by the same council member with the same voice.
After the devastation most strongly felt by hotels, restaurants, bars, theaters, and music venues because of
the pandemic, it is necessary more than ever to have a single voice advocating our way back to revitalization.
This will allow these businesses to work with the same councilmember to revitalize the business district. It will
also give the community a platform to have their interests ranging from housing, jobs, community, and
transportation infrastructure be kept within one council district, so they are able to advocate together for
their needs with one council member.
For these reasons we respectfully ask that the business district of Hollywood be kept together in CD 13. Thank
you for your attention to this matter and for your leadership on this project. If you have any questions, please
contact me via email at chair@hollywoodchamber.net or (323) 788-3969.
Sincerely,

Nicole Mihalka
Chair of the Board
Hollywood Chamber of Commerce

6255 Sunset Blvd. • Hollywood, CA 90028 • (323)469-8311 • info@hollywoodchamber.net • www.hollywoodchamber.net

September 15, 2021
Redistricting Commissions
200 North Spring Street – Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting – Keep the business district of Hollywood in CD 13
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners:
On behalf of the Hollywood Chamber of Commerce and over 800 member organizations who employ over
115,000 individuals, we respectfully believe that the business district of Hollywood should be kept together in
CD 13, which has been in CD 13 for more than 30 years and should remain there.
Hollywood has become one of the most successful revitalization districts in the City over the past 20 years
because it was kept together during redistricting. By remaining in CD13, we have flourished because we have
been able to work with a councilperson who is knowledgeable about our issues and build long standing
relationships and partnerships through that work. That stability has had a lot to do with our success. In order
to keep the momentum going, we are asking that Hollywood’s central business district and historic core be
kept together and remain in CD13.
The Chamber believes that the business district of Hollywood should remain in CD 13 so that the shared
interests of business can be considered and represented by the same council member with the same voice.
After the devastation most strongly felt by hotels, restaurants, bars, theaters, and music venues because of
the pandemic, it is necessary more than ever to have a single voice advocating our way back to revitalization.
This will allow these businesses to work with the same councilmember to revitalize the business district. It will
also give the community a platform to have their interests ranging from housing, jobs, community, and
transportation infrastructure be kept within one council district, so they are able to advocate together for
their needs with one council member.
For these reasons we respectfully ask that the business district of Hollywood be kept together in CD 13. Thank
you for your attention to this matter and for your leadership on this project. If you have any questions, please
contact me via email at chair@hollywoodchamber.net or (323) 788-3969.
Sincerely,

Nicole Mihalka
Chair of the Board
Hollywood Chamber of Commerce

6255 Sunset Blvd. • Hollywood, CA 90028 • (323)469-8311 • info@hollywoodchamber.net • www.hollywoodchamber.net

September 17, 2021

Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Dear Honorable Commissioners:
The Hollywood Historic Trust wishes to respectfully voice its objection to any redistricting plan that would move the
Hollywood area generally, and the Hollywood Walk of Fame or any part of it, specifically, out of Council District 13.
Since 1981, the Hollywood Historic Trust voluntarily has assumed the enormous and expensive task of maintaining,
repairing, preserving, protecting, and developing the Hollywood Walk of Fame. The Trust and its volunteer board
members have worked closely with Council District 13 for all of those 40 years. This close association has seen the Walk
of Fame through its 50th anniversary and more than $5 million worth of significant repairs--paid for without city funds—
in an ongoing preservation process that continues to this day. Indeed, the Trust has worked closely with Council District
13 over the last year to develop the Walk of Fame’s future as one of, if not the, most iconic public face of all of Los
Angeles. The City cannot ensure the preservation of this historic public monument, vital to the City’s tourism and thus
its economy, without the Trust, and the Trust cannot take on this task without a close partnership within the City family.
The Trust is confident in its legacy relationship with Council District 13, and feels strongly that this association should be
preserved along with the Walk of Fame itself.
The Trust also strongly believes that all other portions of Hollywood currently residing in Council District 13 should
remain there. The Trust draws participation and support from all of Council District 13, and it is critical to the Trust and
thus the Walk of Fame that those relationships not be divided.
Hollywood has become one of the most successful revitalization districts in the City throughout the past 20 years
because it was kept together during redistricting. By remaining in CD-13, we have flourished because we have been able
to work with a councilperson who is knowledgeable about our issues and build long-standing relationships and
partnerships through that work. That stability has had a lot to do with our success. To keep the momentum going, we
are asking that Hollywood’s central business district and historic core be kept together and remain in CD-13.
Thanks for listening, we appreciate the opportunity to express our views and thank you for your serious consideration of
our request that the Hollywood Walk of Fame and other parts of Hollywood, currently in Council District 13, remain
there.
Sincerely,
Donelle Dadigan
Chairperson
Hollywood Historic Trust

September 27, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission,
The Hollywood Partnership (The HP) is the non-profit managing entity of the Hollywood
Entertainment District Property-Based Improvement District (HED). The HP has enjoyed a
relationship with the City of Los Angeles for more than 20 years as the administrator of Business
Improvement Districts in the Hollywood area. We have leveraged tens of millions of dollars in
assessments from property owners within the BIDs to provide services that benefit the community,
from maintaining the safety and cleanliness of the area to transforming the public realm with art,
lighting, and other enhancements. The HP is governed by a volunteer Board of Directors who
are property owners from within the HED who collectively represent a significant portion of
Hollywood.
The HED covers a geographic area that is bounded by Yucca St. to Santa Monica Boulevard,
and La Brea Blvd. to the Hollywood Freeway. This area includes 15,000 high-density residential
units, 290 acres of non-rights of way land and over one- thousand private parcels – all of which
are located within Council District 13 (CD13). The HP qualifies as a Community of Interest as we
have a defined geographic districton file with the City Clerk’s office, are guided by a shared
mission & vision, and are profoundly impacted by decisions made by the City of Los Angeles as
our work is dedicated to managing and improving the City’s public rights-of-way.
As the Commission develops recommendations through the redistricting process, as a Board
Member of The HP, I respectfully request that the HED and the Hollywood core remain within
CD13. Over many years, The HP has built a strong working relationship with CD13 and we
regularly collaborate and partner on solutions to some of the greatest challenges that affect
Hollywood and Los Angeles. These partnerships help maintain and improve area infrastructure,
protect public safety, enhance the visitor experience, and provide outreach and assistance to
the most vulnerable in our community. Additionally, the demographics of our community, its built
form, density, mix of land uses and industrialcomposition are most comparable to other nodes
within CD13 such as Silver Lake, East Hollywood, Echo Park, Atwater Village and the Sunset
Corridor. As such, CD13 is best positioned to understand and appreciate the dimensions and
character of the HED and serve the citizens that live and work in our district.
I appreciate your serious consideration of this request to remain within CD13.
Respectfully,

Joe Rehfeld, Board of Directors
The Hollywood Partnership

August 20, 2021
Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Keep Little Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles in the Same Council District
Chair Ali and Commissioners:
As the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission begins working on the redistricting process, we are
hopeful that you will consider the perspective of residents and stakeholders in the Little Tokyo community. The
Little Tokyo community is united in our belief that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles should remain within
one council district so that our shared interests can be considered and represented by the same councilmember
and the same voice.
We strongly believe that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles are truly a community of interest in terms of
housing, jobs, community and transportation infrastructure needs and should therefore be kept intact within one
council district so that we are able to join together to advocate for our needs to one council member.
Further, we believe that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles are a community of interest for the following
reasons:
•

The business improvement districts within downtown Los Angeles are vital to providing services that the
city is unable to do on their own and should be allowed to advocate together.

•

Transportation infrastructure projects that would allow for enhanced connectivity to other parts of the
city and region are vitally important to Little Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles and our voice should
remain intact in order to better advocate for accelerating needed funding to complete these projects in a
timely manner.

•

We are a cultural hub and historic area that upholds the traditions of not only our own Japanese
American heritage, but that of other marginalized voices including the Black/African American and Latinex
people with whom we have shared this neighborhood.

Thank you for your careful consideration of our input into this process.
Sincerely,

Japanese American Cultural & Community Center, federal tax identification number 23-7124042, is a nonprofit organization exempt from federal income tax
under section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code.
Japanese American Cultural & Community Center (JACCC) | 244 South San Pedro Street Los Angeles, CA 90012 | (213) 628-2725 | info@jaccc.org

100 N. Central Avenue Los Angeles, California 90012
TEL 213.625.0414

FAX 213.625.1770

WEB janm.org ● janmstore.com ● DiscoverNikkei.org

August 19, 2021
Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Keep Little Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles in the Same Council District
Chair Ali and Commissioners:
As the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission begins working on the
redistricting process, we are hopeful that you will consider the perspective of
residents and stakeholders in the Little Tokyo community. The Little Tokyo
community is united in our belief that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles should
remain within one council district so that our shared interests can be considered and
represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
We strongly believe that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles are truly a
community of interest in terms of housing, jobs, community and transportation
infrastructure needs and should therefore be kept intact within one council district so
that we are able to join together to advocate for our needs to one council member.
Further, we believe that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles are a community of
interest for the following reasons:
● The business improvement districts within downtown Los Angeles are vital to
providing services that the city is unable to do on their own and should be
allowed to advocate together.
● Transportation infrastructure projects that would allow for enhanced
connectivity to other parts of the city and region are vitally important to Little
Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles and our voice should remain intact in order
to better advocate for accelerating needed funding to complete these projects
in a timely manner.
● As an anchor institution at one end of the Civic Corridor, the Japanese
American National Museum is a vital part of the cultural hub of downtown Los
Angeles and it is in our best interest for our voice to be aligned with the other
major cultural institutions downtown.

We thank you for your careful consideration of our input into this process.
Sincerely,

Ann Burroughs
President and CEO
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August 23, 2010

To All Interested Parties:

The City Council adopted the action(s), as attached, under Council file
No. 09-0606, at its meeting held August 20, 2010.
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COMMUNICATION
FILE NO. 09-0606

TO:

LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL

FROM:

COUNCILMEMBER PAUL KREKORIAN, CHAIR
EDUCATION AND NEIGHBORHOODS COMMITTEE

COMMUNICATION
FROM CHAIR, EDUCATION AND
relative to an application to name a community Koreatown.

NEIGHBORHOODS

COMMITTEE

Recommendations for Council action:
1.

APPROVE the application relative to naming a community Koreatown, bounded roughly by
Olympic Boulevard from Western Avenue to Vermont Avenue on the south, Vermont
Avenue from Olympic Boulevard to Third Street on the east, Third Street from Vermont
Avenue to Western Avenue on the north, Western Avenue from Third Street to Olympic
Boulevard, including a business corridor along Western Avenue from Third Street to
Rosewood Avenue situated inside the East Hollywood area on the west. The proposed
boundaries include both sides of the street.

2.

INSTRUCT all relevant departments to perform the necessary requirements to effectuate
the naming of this community, including, but not limited to, the installation of signs.

Fiscal Impact Statement:
Neither the Chief Legislative Analyst nor the City Administrative
Officer have completed a financial analysis of this report.
Community Impact Statement:

None

SUMMARY
In the application submitted on February 10, 2009, the community boundaries were listed as
Melrose Avenue on the north, Pico Boulevard on the south, Vermont Avenue and Hoover Street
on the east, and Crenshaw Boulevard and Wilton Place on the west. In a transmittal dated May
18, 2009, the Bureau of Engineering stated that the area described in the application is a part of
Country Club Park, Koreatown, Pico Union, Wilshire Center, Hancock Park and Melrose
community areas. The Bureau also noted that the proposed area extends into the Olympic Park
Neighborhood Council (NC), Pico Union NC, MacArthur Park NC, Greater Wilshire NC, Olympic
Park NC, and Wilshire Center - Koreatown NC areas.
On April 13, 2010, this matter was considered by the Committee. Members of the community
were opposed to the community naming request. The Committee continued this matter in order
to give the various parties an opportunity to discuss their concerns and to develop a resolution.
At a regular meeting held on August 11, 2010, the Education and Neighborhood Committee
revisited the application request. Members from the community and the applicant informed the
Committee that after extensive discussions, a compromise was reached, and requested that the
Committee approve the revised boundaries for the Koreatown community to be as follows:
Olympic Boulevard from Western Avenue to Vermont Avenue on the south, Vermont Avenue
from Olympic Boulevard to Third Street on the east, Third Street from Vermont Avenue to
Western Avenue on the north, Western Avenue from Third Street to Olympic Boulevard,

including a business corridor along Western Avenue from Third Street to Rosewood Avenue
situated inside the East Hollywood area on the west.
An opportunity for public comment was held.
The Chief Legislative Analyst provided
background information for the Committee. After the discussion, the Committee recommended
Council approve the application with the amended boundaries. This matter is now forwarded to
the Council for its consideration.
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August 20, 2021
Fred Au
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity©lacity.org

Re: One Council District to Represent Downtown Los Angeles
Chair Ali and Commissioners:
Please consider the perspective of the Ketchum-Downtown YMCA, as the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission begins working on the redistricting process.
For more than 130 years, the YMCA has been providing vital programs and services to families and
individuals in Downtown Los Angeles. In the last 30 years, the Y has been a proud partner in the process
to revitalize our City’s urban center. Downtown Los Angeles has been transformed into a world class
destination for business and tourism. Still, we face challenges, including schools, housing and jobs, which
require dedicated and consistent leadership. We believe this leadership will be achieved most effectively
by having one City Council representative for Downtown Los Angeles.
Our City’s best interests are not served by having Downtown divided. For example, unlike many major
cities around the world, Downtown Los Angeles does not have a full-generational residential population;
we attract early career professionals and empty nesters who enjoy a car-free lifestyle, close to work,
restaurants, entertainment and retail establishments. But, families are forced to move when children
reach school age; a lack of educational opportunities for young children is a bureaucratic problem that can
be solved with focused attention and leadership.
The Ketchum-Downtown YMCA brings together people of all backgrounds and ages, for youth
development, healthy living and social responsibility. We deliver community resources in a three-mile
radius around our location, to an economically-diverse population: those living and working among the
skyscrapers on Bunker Hill, along with some the City’s most impoverished citizens, with an average annual
family income of just $26,000.
The City of Los Angeles will be stronger, and the YMCA’s mission of community strengthening will increase
in effectiveness, by having one Downtown Los Angeles representative on the City Council.
Please call upon me if I may provide additional information on this topic. Thank you for your consideration
of this perspective.
S

cerely,/

Carol Pfa
u hTh
Senior Executi e irector
KETCH uM-D0wNT0wN YMCA
401 5. Hope Street, Los Angeles, CA 90071
P 213 639 7437 W www.ymcaLA.org/ket

Re: Public comment at the Public Input Hearing regarding Community of Interest
Good evening Commissioners,
My name is Rachel Kim, and I’m a student majoring in Asian American Studies at USC.
Growing up, I spent my weekends driving up to Koreatown and taking care of my grandparents
that lived in hospice facilities and senior apartments in the neighborhood. Often, it was some of
the only human interaction and news of the outside world that they got.
After they passed away I found myself coming back to serve community members that found
themselves linguistically isolated like my grandparents had been. I’ve been able to work in
Koreatown by interning with the Korean American Coalition of Los Angeles, spending time
creating in-language information and resources like for COVID, and by helping community
members celebrate life at Leehwa Wedding & Traditional Korean Dress on Wilshire and 6th in
Koreatown, when looking for traditional Korean clothing to wear to weddings, funerals, births,
and more.
As I’ve continued working out of Koreatown, I’ve met and assisted neighbors from so many
different backgrounds, cultures, and ages, that are able to find solace in this neighborhood where
we organize together, serve the neighborhood together, and share our culture with one another.
For the Commission of ten years ago to have split this community into four different council
districts, 1, 4, 10, and 13, they actively exacerbated existing difficulties for parents and elders of
Koreatown when they are trying to access basic public information and services but find
themselves language isolated, and actively caused political division of effort for community
based organizations now working with four different Councilmembers, when we have already
been serving the community as a whole for decades.
They’re not all as well known as KAC, but as I’ve continued my work here in Koreatown, the
amount of people that care deeply about this neighborhood and the residents’ dedication to
helping each other has only impressed me more as I continue to work here, and they have
inspired me to keep studying our stories at USC and to keep organizing so that we can uplift the
community even more.
So that the people I admire most can continue to do this important work of serving our neighbors
more effectively, I want to urge the Commission to follow through with transparency and
maintaining existing communities by consolidating Koreatown during this year’s redistricting,
and keeping our community intact. To accomplish this, I support the Koreatown Redistricting

Task Force proposed map that community leaders have created, and I hope the Commission will
as well.
Thank you for taking the time to listen to me today, and I wish you a good evening.

LAKE HOLLYWOOD HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021:
This letter comes to you from Lake Hollywood Homeowners Association’s Board of Directors
(LHHA). We represent Lake Hollywood Estates and border the SW portion of Griffith Park where
the iconic Hollywood Sign stands as a world renowned landmark of Los Angeles atop Mount Lee.
After attending a majority of the 19 public hearings, listening to public testimonies, closely
following the changes and considerations being made and requesting input from our homeowners,
members, and adjacent communities on the current redistricting “Map K2.5” regarding CD 2 or 4,
we have many concerns.
First and foremost, we would like this commission to decide what areas CD4 will have within its
district. There is an overall feeling of disconnect within this decision process. Multiple
stakeholders have patiently waited through these hearings to make public comments with hands
raised and oddly none were called on. In fact, there were only a handful or less that had the chance
to comment on the Hollywood Hills and how it’s being divided.
It is impossible to believe that the city would separate Griffith Park from the communities that
surround it. Los Feliz Hills from Los Feliz Blvd north to Mt Lee, The Oaks and Griffith Park are
all historically attached since their creation as neighborhoods and should stay intact as communities
of interest with Beachwood Canyon, Lake Hollywood Estates, The Dell, and Hollywood Hills West
Neighborhood Council. These hillside residential communities surrounding Griffith Park from end
to end have many shared interests along with its strong community leadership, good working
relationship with the city, HUNC, and the CD4 team, both past and present. We have many goals
in common, to preserve the wildlife, open space, reduce congestion, improve fire safety, and
develop and plan to manage tourism in the interest of public safety.
All these neighborhoods are seriously impacted by tourists visiting the Hollywood sign and the
Griffith Park Observatory, in a fire danger zone with winding narrow streets and limited ingress and
egress. All these neighborhoods should be in the same council district to address tourism
management most effectively. Why would you put the Hollywood sign that is in Griffith Park
(formerly in Hollywoodland) and the tourist destinations of Observatory, etc. in one district, and the
neighborhoods impacted by tourism in another, or split them between two districts? It would
paralyze us politically, and solutions a decade in the making would dissipate without funding.
It is imperative that these neighborhoods of common interest stay together so that the solutions they
have been working on, as a team can continue to move forward. These communities have worked
side by side for over 50 years and have solved their common problems cooperatively with each
other and with the leadership of CD4.
Please restore the southern boundary of this district back to Franklin Avenue, east up Western, then
Los Feliz Blvd to Crystal Springs.

Best regards,
Lake Hollywood Estates

LHHA Board of Directors

To:
From:
Date:
Subject:

Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Latino Coalition of Los Angeles
September 30, 2021
Requesting That the LA Redistricting Commission Be Representative of the
Communities Most Impacted by its Decisions

On behalf of the Latino Coalition of Los Angeles, California Rising and the National
Central American Roundtable this memo intends to make the following
recommendations regarding the redistricting process specifically in Districts 1,8,9 and
10:

● CD9 is the poorest district in Los Angeles City and can not afford to lose the few
economic engines that they currently have in USC, LA Live & Expo Park, which
impacts our indigineous, immigrant, Latino and African American community
members.
● Additionally, we recommend that CD9 does not gain part of Downtown LA in
order for representatives to focus on investment and community driven
redevelopment within the existing district boundaries.
● We ask that the Redistricting Commission ONLY use the Official LA City
Koreatown Boundaries as defined by LA City Clerk Connect Council File
09-0606 which was heavily advocated for by local constituents.
● We ask that the Official LA City Koreatown Boundaries be upheld as ONE
community in its entirety within CD10. This would enable Koreatown community
members to better understand who represents them and access services and
resources.
● We ask that Council District 1 and 9; which are both in the middle of elections, be
kept within their current boundaries to ensure that candidates or incumbents do
not gain an advantage.
● We ask that you assure Council Districts 1, 8, and 9 are kept the same in order to
prioritize existing community members already living within their boundaries.
Leaders in these districts must prioritize economic investment and resource
allocation to these districts which have historically been overlooked and continue
to be home to some of the most vulnerable and marginalized communities in LA.

Ingrid Rivera-Guzman
President, Latino Coalition of Los Angeles

Raul Claros
Co-Founder, California Rising

Fransico Rivera
President, National Central American Roundtable

Little Tokyo Community Council
106 ½ Judge John Aiso Street, Suite 172
Los Angeles, CA 90012
213.293.5822 | info@littletokyola.org
August 25, 2021
Mr. Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Keep Little Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles in the Same Council District
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners:
On behalf of the Little Tokyo Community Council (LTCC), I write with concerns relating to redistricting. LTCC is
a 501(c)(3) entity that advocates on behalf of a coalition of businesses, residents, community and cultural and
religious organizations and other vested stakeholders in this 137-year-old neighborhood. Little Tokyo is one of
four remaining historic Japantowns in the nation, and the second oldest neighborhood in Los Angeles.
As the LA City Council Redistricting Commission begins work on the redistricting process, we ask that you
consider the unique perspective of the Little Tokyo community. Because of Little Tokyo and Downtown LA’s
shared concerns involving housing, jobs, community and transportation infrastructure needs, LTCC believes it is
important that we remain within one council district so that we are represented by the same councilmember, with
the same voice.
In 2010 after years of establishing relations with CD-9, Little Tokyo was informed that redistricting moved us into
CD-14. Learning that there are discussions that Little Tokyo might again be moved out of CD-14 to yet a
different district is not only counterproductive, but shows a lack of respect for our culturally important, historic
community.
Little Tokyo is a civic center neighborhood with distinct needs and interests as demonstrated by the recent
Downtown Community Plan update in which the LA Department of City Planning looked at future developments
and planning that included Little Tokyo holistically as a Downtown LA issue. These needs should be seamlessly
represented by the same councilmember.
Our councilmember must also advocate for transportation infrastructure projects that would allow for enhanced
connectivity to other parts of the city and region, an issue vitally important to both Little Tokyo and Downtown
Los Angeles.
Thank you for your careful consideration of our input into this process.
Sincerely,

Irene Simonian
Board Chair, Little Tokyo Community Council

CC: Councilmember Kevin De Leon
Council District 14 staff: Nate Hayward, Warren Furutani, Christopher Antonelli
The Little Tokyo Community Council is a nonprofit 501(c)(3) community coalition representing the interests of Little Tokyo, with membership from
businesses, residents, community organizations, religious institutions, and other vested stakeholders in the Little Tokyo community.

August 20, 2021
Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Keep Little Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles in the Same Council District
Chair Ali and Commissioners:
As the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission begins working on the redistricting process, we are hopeful
that you will consider the perspective of residents and stakeholders in the Little Tokyo community. The Little Tokyo
community is united in our belief that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles should remain within one council district
so that our shared interests can be considered and represented by the same councilmember and the same voice.
Little Tokyo Service Center (LTSC) is a social service and community economic development organization based in
Little Tokyo, and has been serving those in need in the greater Los Angeles area since 1979. Its origins are in Little
Tokyo, where it strives for a neighborhood that preserves and celebrates its rich Japanese-American heritage. LTSC
serves as the main Japanese speaking social service provider for those in need of services. LTSC has expanded its work
to address the needs of disadvantaged groups of all ethnicities and backgrounds. It has done this by collaborating with
community-based organizations that are addressing needs in low-income communities.
We strongly believe that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles are truly a community of interest in terms of housing,
jobs, community and transportation infrastructure needs and should therefore be kept intact within one council district so
that we are able to join together to advocate for our needs to one council member.
Further, we believe that Little Tokyo and downtown Los Angeles are a community of interest for the following reasons:
•

The business improvement districts within downtown Los Angeles are vital to providing services that the city is
unable to do on their own and should be allowed to advocate together.

•

Transportation infrastructure projects that would allow for enhanced connectivity to other parts of the city and
region are vitally important to Little Tokyo and Downtown Los Angeles and our voice should remain intact in
order to better advocate for accelerating needed funding to complete these projects in a timely manner.

Thank you for your careful consideration of our input into this process.
Sincerely,

Erich Nakano
Executive Director

Carthay Square Neighborhood Association
P.O. Box 351799
Los Angeles, CA 90035
October 6, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Keep The Carthay Square Neighborhood Unified In CD 5
Dear Hon. Members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
Email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
On behalf of the Carthay Square Neighborhood Association, I am requesting that the proposed
boundaries in the current version of the K 2.5 Redistricting Map not remove the 1200 blocks of
our neighborhood, Carthay Square, on Hayworth, Hi Point, Point View and Stearns from CD-5
and place them in CD-10. Those blocks have historically been part of CD-5.

The proposed K2.5 redistricting map improperly breaks up an existing historic neighborhood and
splits up a neighborhood association. In 2021, the three historic Carthay Neighborhoods: (i) Carthay
Circle; (ii) South Carthay; and (iii) Carthay Square filed a joint National Historic Register Application,
which will be considered in January 2022. (Our sister neighborhoods will be filing their own separate
objections to the division of Carthay Square.) In short, we have two (2) simple requests:
1-Unite Carthay Square in CD 5 only
Please do not divide Carthay Square between CD 5 and CD 10 as this will severely complicate Carthay
Square’s ability to obtain access to City Services and recognition of its historic status. In 2017, Carthay
Square with significant help from CD-5 finally achieved Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ)
status. Remaining within the CD 5 would allow Carthay Square to work more efficiently and uniformly
together with one council office.
2- Recognize Historic Neighborhoods As An Interest Group
We request that the commission support areas of Historic Neighborhoods as an interest group in the
redistricting process. These unique neighborhoods have historical significance as well as social, economic

and cultural significance. Dissecting Carthay Square into two separate Council Districts will create
disparate impact on stakeholders within the community. Consideration should be given to consolidation
of other historic areas that are scattered within multiple council districts as well.
Thank you in advance for your efforts to keep Carthay Square unified in CD 5.
Sincerely,
Susan K. Sanford
Co-President
Carthay Square Neighborhood Association
fred.ali@lacity.org
david.hyun@lacity.org
sonya.diaz@lacity.org
richard.polanco@lacity.org
denis.cagna@lacity.org
richard.katz@lacity.org
alexandra.suh@lacity.org
rocky.delgadillo@lacity.org
rachel.torres@lacity.org
wendy.mitchell@lacity.org
elizabeth.saldivar@lacity.org
valerie.lynn.shaw@lacity.org
miguel.martinez@lacity.org
edward.anderson@lacity.org
michele.prichard@lacity.org
natalie.freidberg@lacity.org
nam.lee@lacity.org
elissa.barrett@lacity.org
maria.brenes@lacity.org
charisse.bremond.weaver@lacity.org
carlos.moreno@lacity.org
tammy.membreno@lacity.org
karo.torossian@lacity.org

August 19, 2021
Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Downtown Los Angeles Needs to Stay in the Same Council District
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners:
As the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission begins working on the redistricting process, we are
hopeful that you will consider the perspective of LA Opera in this process and the need to keep Downtown
Los Angeles in the same City Council District. LA Opera’s primary location for our performances is at the
Dorothy Chandler Pavilion at The Music Center, but we also conduct performances in other locations in
Downtown Los Angeles, including REDCAT located at the Walt Disney Concert Hall, The Theatre at the Ace
Hotel on Broadway between 9th and Olympic, and at Zipper Hall at the Colburn School on 2nd and Grand
Avenue. Additionally, we operate our costume shop in the Produce District of Downtown Los Angeles, on
14th and Long Beach Avenue. We also host our ARIA young professionals post opera events at many venues
across downtown. Given our operations at these varied locations across Downtown, LA Opera has found it
convenient and extremely efficient to address our various constituent concerns with the same
councilmember.
LA Opera is one of the four largest opera companies in the US, and we are a committed contributor to the
civic, cultural, and economic vitality of Los Angeles. Breaking up Downtown Los Angeles into multiple council
districts would create difficulties in carrying out our operations, particularly when we have issues that need
to be resolved by the city which would then require contacting different councilmembers for different
locations. It would also prevent LA Opera from having a single voice to advocate for our concerns and needs
at the city. We strongly encourage keeping Downtown Los Angeles in one City Council District.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Christopher Koelsch
Sebastian Paul and Marybelle Musco President and CEO

Officers
President
Greg Goldin
Vice President
Kari Garcia
Vice President
Kimberly Klein
Treasurer/Secretary
Joseph Steins
Ex Officio
James O’Sullivan

Board of Directors

Post Office Box 361295 Los Angeles CA 90036
www.MiracleMileLA.com info@MiracleMileLA.com

Paula Yerman
Ric Steward
Thao Tran
Sabrina Simmons
Montrese Chandler
Mary Woodward
Allan Taylor
Janine Kelley-Mandeville
Kevin Glynn
Mitchell Tanenbaum
Hana Kawano

September 28, 2021
Dear Redistricting Commission,
Neighborhoods and communities of interest are not lines drawn on a map married to population
numbers. Neighborhoods and communities of interest are people who share a vision over generations to
build and sustain a place. The Miracle Mile is such a place. Aside from our residents we were blessed
with solid leadership from Councilmembers Ferraro, LaBonge and Ryu who worked with us to rebuild
Wilshire Boulevard and the entire community after the department stores moved west. People easily
forget that there were empty storefronts for some time on Wilshire after that. Together we who love the
Miracle Mile (Miracle Mile Residential Association, Chamber and Civic Coalition) fought to bring
business back to Wilshire, transformed it into Museum Row, fought to have numerous buildings
designated as landmarks and formed a Historic Preservation Overlay Zone for the residential part of the
Miracle Mile. One building that was saved from the wrecking ball was the old May Company, recently
transformed into the Motion Picture Academy.
So, it was with some dread and trepidation that we looked at the latest “Map” presented last night by the
CD 4 commissioner. It appears to sever the residential part of the Miracle Mile from Wilshire Blvd
which on its face makes no sense. We believe that the old map K (now known as K corrected or K2) District J best reflects the historic and living history of the Miracle Mile and its place in the
surrounding community of interest with one caveat. The Miracle Mile HPOZ includes the area
east of Hauser to La Brea and south of Olympic to San Vicente. Please include that area in Map
K-2.
Sincerely,
Greg Goldin

James O'Sullivan

President

Ex Officio

Attached: Redistricting Map Draft Plan K Corrected District J
Link: https://laccrc2021.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/City-of-LA-RP-Draft-Plan-K-Corrected.pdf
A Member of
@MiracleMileLA

@MiracleMileRA

@MiracleMileMMRA

WHIP Report also containing the WHIP
Motion in Blue Text Regarding Redistricting for October 7, 2021 Meeting
At the start of every decade there is a national census,
after which the City of Los Angeles goes through a redistricting process following the release of the Census
data. The City of Los Angeles has assigned the process of redrawing the city council districts to an appointed citizen's Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission 2021 (LACCRC) (https://laccrc2021.org).
They review population distribution changes, migration
trends, communities of interest, commonalities (ethnicity, culture, language, religion, schools, parks, city services, shopping, healthcare, geography, jobs,
environmental impacts, transportation, development,
and other considerations).
CD 3 had the largest census growth in LA so change is
coming to rebalance Council Districts. Considering all
these factors, the Commission attempts to redraw
elected officials' areas of representation to form balanced, fair, and equal regions for the voting population
until the next census update. The process is imprecise,
and compromises are required with only a deviation of
10% allowed between district populations to strive toward resident’s voice having equal power.
The Commission held many public outreach meetings
via Zoom, and allowed maps drawn by the public and
comments addressing community concerns about
early staff maps. One area of repeated public concern
led to the Commission's goal of maintaining the geographic integrity of Neighborhood Councils within a single City Council district whenever possible.
The reason being the delivery of city services is often
organized around council districts. Interfacing between
the two elected city entities complicates the work for
NC's and City departments when working with each
other across two or more council districts.
At the time the WHWCNC Governance Committee set
the agenda for their September 29 committee meeting,
the local press was reporting, and the LACCRC website (https://laccrc2021.org) displayed many early redistricting maps which split the Woodland Hills
community (WHWCNC) into two City Council districts.
Therefore, the WHWCNC Governance Committee put
on its agenda for discussion and possible action,
whether WHWCNC should go on record in support of,
or oppose, the division of the WHWCNC among multiple City Council districts.

At the September 29 WHWCNC Governance Committee, they passed a motion to bring the topic before
the entire Board at the October 13 meeting with a
recommended position regarding splitting the
WHWCNC among multiple City Council districts.
WHIP did not discuss the issue to avoid having possible serial communication.
Since the September 29 Governance Committee meeting, the LACCRC held Zoom meetings that created
and published the last two proposed redistricting maps
Map L and K 2.5, the final Map to submit to City Council for adoption. At the many meetings the public was
asked to submit their proposed maps and respond to
the Commission’s Maps.
75-minutes of public comment, with 1-minute per
speaker, were permitted at the last two Commission
meetings. 400-plus attendees "raised their hands" to
make public comments from across Los Angeles. Most
speakers had problems with the Commission's maps.
Unfortunately, West Valley "raised hands" were not
chosen to speak.
Now, Map K 2.5 (and possibly L again) is intended to
be offered for approval by the City Council to adopt or
modify for adoption. The last 2 iterations included
Woodland Hills in a single City Council District. However, these latest maps created new issues of concern for Woodland Hills and our neighboring
“communities of interest” including their Neighborhood
Councils, whom we have a long history of working with
on common areas of interest-concern. Map K 2.5 significantly changes several Valley Council Districts
which will impact the City’s future with big implications
for the Southwest Valley. Woodland Hills will be in a
16.6 mile-long elongated District extending almost all
the way to Burbank and separated from West Hills, Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda which are put in two
different Council Districts.
This motion is presented because the Commission still
allows Neighborhood Councils to speak for three minutes at the beginning of public comment if they have
submitted a board-approved motion on redistricting.
Therefore, for the WHWCNC voice to be heard, the
WHIP committee is bringing a redistricting map recommendation to the entire Board to approve and allow
a Board-approved redistricting position to be presented
to the Commission and the City Council at the few remaining public meetings before the final decision in
November.
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57666 Observations:

next decade.

• CD 3 keeps Canoga Park and
Tarzana, loses Winnetka and
Reseda and gains West Hills.

• Mulholland development and
Specific Plan under 4 Council
Districts.

• Warner Center affects 2 Districts as now but differently.

• All Districts are relatively compact making iit easier for a district to serve all citizens well.
• Mid-Valley District focused on
the needs of Latinx populations.
• Mid-Valley District has a negative population deviation to accomodate ADU growth in the
West Valley where it is most
feasible due to terrain limitations of CD 3 and CD12.
• CD 12 has almost the ideal
population with Porter Ranch
expected to continue to grow in
population

• All NCs are whole with exception of part of Sepulveda basin
important to Encino with no
population/voters.
• Ventura Boulevard only in 2
Council Districts, with control
weighted more equally.
• CD 3 is slightly under ideal
population, but growth of senior
living and large apartment complexes in Warner Center will
add 10-20,000 population over

• CD 12 is close to current area
except it loses West Hills and
gains North Hills East.
• CD 7 remains much like it is
now.
• WIth 5 Council Districts
wholely in the Valley, this map
also minimizes the territory of a
6th Valley District outside of the
Valley and still includes a small
entertainment Disitrict.
• Hillside areas are focused in
fewer districts than currently, so
development issues may get
more attention.
• The CD 3 contains the most
important parts of the Orange
Line that will support Warner
Center economy.

The Woodland Hills – Warner Center WHIP Committee unanimously* moves that the full Board
recommend the redistricting map/plan and comments designated below, so that this Neighborhood Council can inform the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021,
Members of the LA City Council, Council Member Blumenfield and the Mayor of its recommended preference, whenever there is an opportunity to do so.
The WHWCNC Board supports “Using Stakeholder Map 57666” submitted to the Commission.
For the following reasons:
Councils share environmental concerns, police and fire
stations, retail centers, facilities, healthcare, traffic sysThe WHWCNC Board opines that Stakeholder Map
tems, schools, the same social infrastructure, whether
57666 (a) maintains the integrity of Valley Neighborhood Councils with each being in just one City Council it be Chambers of Commerce, sports leagues, recreDistrict, (b) maintains the goal of compact City Council ational areas, service and social organizations, languages, or religious institutions, the local communities,
Districts, which (c) maintains the additional goal of
and the entire city functions better.
keeping together “local” communities of interest.
The WHWCNC Board opines that the Stakeholder Map
57666 attempts to minimize deviation of populations
for the West Valley from the ideal to allow for future
population growth led by Warner Center. CD 3 had the
most growth in the Los Angeles in the last decade. The
Woodland Hills – Warner Center Neighborhood Council gained about 10,000 residents. According to the
Planning Department’s recent draft of the forthcoming
Housing Element, Warner Center will add over 10,000
residential units within 8 years beyond the units approved or under construction at the time of the census.
The near-term future residents of those buildings are
not accounted for by the census and greatly exacerbate the deviation.
The WHWCNC Board opines that all Neighborhood
Councils must be kept whole to the extent feasible to
limit the burdens imposed by dealing with multiple City
Council District Offices.
The WHWCNC Board opines that City Council Districts
be compact to facilitate 1) easy access to City Council
District Offices by all, 2) make District Offices more efficient by not being spread out, and 3) to maximize resident’s familiarity with district issues. Far-flung districts
with disparate local communities or topography can result in Council District divisiveness regarding needs
and expectations of different communities, creating difficulties for Council Members to serve their Districts.
The WHWCNC Board opines that adjoining Neighborhood Council and communities are much stronger as a
compact greater community. They work better together than when they are separated into different districts. When there is less reason to combine their
efforts, working together is much more difficult. Keeping communities of interest together is very important
for the city because when a group of Neighborhood

The WHWCNC Board opines that it supports the Commission’s goal of using Mulholland Drive as a border to
the Valley Council Districts whereby 5 City Council Districts are totally within the Valley.
The WHWCNC Board opines that redistricting, to the
extent feasible, should limit the number of Community
Plans, Specific Plans, and similar entities, which City
Council Districts must attend to. This will maximize
their efficiency in dealing with District Issues.
The WHWCNC Board opines that the Warner Center
Specific Plan strongly affects all the surrounding communities and is a vital economic interest to all of them.
Warner Center is a city-designated Regional Center
serving as the “Downtown” of the West Valley. Warner
Center is in Woodland Hills and Canoga Park. It should
not be in 2 or more City Council Districts.
The WHWCNC Board opines that the redistricting process must acknowledge the importance of Warner
Center as an economic interest for the West Valley.
Redistricting must create a City Council District that
maintains a strong focus on Warner Center, composed
of the Neighborhood Councils that are affected by
Warner Center, and one that will avoid generating conflict with distant Neighborhood Councils competing for
attention. Most Neighborhood Councils surrounding
Warner Center are included in the Neighborhood Protection Plan element of the 2035 Warner Center Specific Plan and thus should be included in the same
Council District as Warner Center. Likewise, the Specific Plan also has a Plan Implementation Board of appointed local community members that is overseen by
the Council Member for Warner Center and that Board
directs the funding priorities of the Plan’s mitigation
projects within the West Valley, which is of significant
interest to surrounding Neighborhood Councils.

The WHWCNC Board is “Against Using Redistricting Commission Proposed Map L”
The WHWCNC Board opines that Map L does not
should not be put into a position of divided loyalty. Map
serve the best interests of Neighborhood Councils. It
L violates the goal of compactness as the residents of
violates the principal of keeping Neighborhood CounReseda and Lake Balboa Neighborhood Councils
cils whole. Neighborhood Councils must not be split
(north of the US101 Freeway) have minimal to no local
between 2 or 3 Council Districts. A Council District on
common interests with residents of the West Los Anboth sides of Mulholland Drive results in interests logeles and Palms Neighborhood Councils (south of the
cated outside of the Valley taking away a Council DisI-10 Freeway).
tricts focus on Valley interests. A Council Member

Redistricting Commission’s Proposed Map L

Warner Center
Specific Plan

Populations (Ideal is 260,808)
CD 3
261,527
CD 12
271,831

Observations on L:
• CD 3 keeps Canoga Park, Winnetka, Tarzana and less of Reseda.
West Hills in not added.
• Map maintains most of the Current CD 12 and CD 3 as is and their
affect of Warner Center.
• Warner Center affects same 2
Districts as now.
• Reseda is in 3 districts.
• Reseda is in a District stretching
all the way to Palms NC. The Dis-

CD 7
CD 6

265,245
254,660

trict will have a lot of influnce from
UCLA, West LA, BelAire, Beverly
Crest and Hollywood Hills drawing
attention away from Reseda.
• Reseda’s needs are different than
those of Studio City, Belaire or
West LA.
• Ventura Boulevard is only in 2
Districts, weighted in favor of CD 5.
• Mulholland development and
Specific Plan under mostly 1 District.
• CD 5 controls 2 significan long

CD 2 or 4
CD 5

250,478
269,399

Specific Plans.
• CD 3 is compact but CD “2-or-4”
and CD 5 are not compact and
easy for a Council District to serve
all citizens well.
• The needs of Latino populations
are diluted especially inn CD 5.
• CD 12 has the highest positive
deviation in population with Porter
Ranch expected to continue to
grow in population.
• CD 3 has an almost ideal population but there is strong growth
happening in the Warner Center.

The WHWCNC Board is “Against Using Redistricting Commission Proposed Map K 2.5”
The WHWCNC Board opines that Map K 2.5 does not
growth will be led by Warner Center. Starting with an
serve the best interests of our greater local community excess population of almost 12,000 for “CD 3”, the degroups and violates the important premise of keeping
viation overage will be quickly exacerbated. Map K 2.5
communities of interest in the same Council District.
does not account for the additional 10,000+ residential
Woodland Hills shares a much greater community inunits to be built over the next 6-8 years, according to
terest with its West Valley neighbors than it does with
the Planning Department, above and beyond the thoucommunities east of the 405 Freeway like Valley Vilsands of units already approved or under construction.
lage and Valley Glen or Sherman Oaks that are inThis could easily result in over 20,000 to 35,000 adcluded with Woodland Hills in Map K 2.5.
ditional residents from just Warner Center on top of the
12,000 taking the proposed District population way
The WHWCNC Board opines that Map K 2.5 will
beyond the ideal much faster than other Council Disquickly dilute the vote power of the Council District for
tricts which effectively denies equal representation.
Warner Center. The current “CD 3” had the most
growth in Los Angeles. Future West Valley population

Redistricting Commission’s Proposed Map K2.5

Warner Center
Specific Plan

Populations (Ideal is 260,808)
CD 3
272,775
CD 12
255,676

CD 7
CD 6

249,412
255,097

CD 2 or 4
CD 4 or 2

260,241
250,365

Observations on K 2.5:

• 75-80% of Ventura Boulevard
Specific Plan is in one district af• CD 3 loses Canoga Park, Win- fecting appointments of the Plan
netka, and Reseda keeping Tar- Review Board.
zana and gains Encino, Sherman
Oaks, Valley Village and parts of • NCs along Ventura Boulevard
have different goals and opinions
Valley Glen and Van Nuys.
that are split east and west by
• CD 3 becomes 16.6 miles wide. the 405 Freeway.
• Warner Center is at the distant • Woodland Hills and Valley
end of 3 Council Districts.
Glen/Valley Village have little
• Warner Center is in 2 Districts
and affects 3 Districts.
• Canoga Park is partly in Warner
Center but is in a different district.
• Warner Center alone will gain
10,000 to 20,000 in population in
the next 10 years when this CD3
deviation is already almost
+12,000 which dilutes CD 3 votes.

common economic intersts.
• East Valley communities will
draw Council District attention
away from Warner Center and
the West Valley.
• Much of the Orange Line will
be in one district.
• The western-middle district will
have a focus on needs of Latino

voters who are possibly less interst at the western end for
Warner Center.
• CD 12 will have minimal interest in Warner Center as the bulk
is distant from Warner Center.
• The Map splits too many NCs
and communities of interest.
• “Entertainment District” (2-or-4)
appears to be focused on Armenian populations and CD 3 on
Jewish communities leaving out
those in West Hills.
• CD “2-or-4” and CD 3 are not
compact and easy for a district to
serve all citizens well.
• Shadow Hills has little in Common with Hollywood Hills and
Los Feliz/Griffith Park.

2021 City of Los Angeles Redistricting:

KEEP GREATER WILSHIRE TOGETHER
Maintain the Neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire in One Council District
From the turn of the 20th Century, when former bean and oil fields were developed into city blocks,
Greater Wilshire in the City of Los Angeles has been a “community of interest” — long before that term
came into political vogue.
Our geographic area — west of Western Avenue, east of La Brea Avenue, south of Melrose Avenue, and
north of Olympic Boulevard — was created by the western expansion of the City of Los Angeles — away
from Downtown and toward the Pacific Ocean. But, because of the 1930s Great Depression, the
movement further west paused, and great stability developed in the Greater Wilshire community, with its
local-serving businesses, apartments and now-historic, century-old homes.
This stability was accelerated by the adoption in 1976 of the Wilshire Community Plan by the City of Los
Angeles, formalizing the distinct neighborhoods of Greater Wilshire where our residents and business
people work together, in recognition of our common economic, historic, political and social interests.
The boundaries of Greater Wilshire were officially recognized by the City of Los Angeles in the
early 2000s, when the City created a community-based political subdivision named the Greater
Wilshire Neighborhood Council — with boundaries of Western Avenue on the east, Olympic
Boulevard on the south, La Brea Avenue on the west and Melrose Avenue on the north.
Please see the accompanying map.
The residents of Greater Wilshire share similar living standards, use the same schools, restaurants,
grocery stores, houses of worship, shops, and transportation facilities (roads, buses, and — very soon —
the Wilshire Subway extension), and have similar work opportunities. Long-time local newspapers, the
Larchmont Chronicle and Beverly Press, joined for the past decade by the online Larchmont Buzz, serve
this specific community of interest.
In the City, this area has had effective and fair representation because almost all of Greater Wilshire is in
City Council District 4. However, a bitter blemish on this record of fair representation occurred in 2009,
when an arbitrary and bureaucratic dividing line was created that split our community for the purposes of
monitoring statistics by the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) and equalizing the population
between the brand new LAPD “Olympic” Division and our traditional LAPD Wilshire Division.
Confronted with the vocal Greater Wilshire objection to this LAPD dividing line, LAPD promised it was
only for LAPD’s internal purposes . . . and that it would have no impact on the divided communities. “You
might even get better police response,” the community was told.
The actual impact has turned out to be a nightmare. Not only is Greater Wilshire subject to disjointed
policing, but State redistricting, circa 2010, adopted the artificial LAPD dividing line for creating Assembly,
State Senate, and House of Representatives districts! This political division of our community of interest
was a first in our one-hundred-year history. FORTUNATELY, THIS DID NOT HAPPEN WITH THE CITY.
For the City of Los Angeles, our community of interest has been maintained, and almost all of Greater
Wilshire has been in one Council District – CD 4 — for the past decade. A small amount is in CD 5.
We ask the City to KEEP GREATER WILSHIRE TOGETHER IN ONE DISTRICT. Keep the district
dividing lines at their logical place — along Western Avenue, the eastern boundary of Greater Wilshire.
MAINTAIN our community of interest by keeping Greater Wilshire in a single Council District.
Thank you very much.

08-03-2021

Northeast Los Angeles Community Inc aka Nela Community
4973 Glen Iris Ave
Los Angeles, Ca 90041
323-287-7398|Info@Nelacommunity.org

September 11, 2021
Mr. Fred Ali
Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Via email: Redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: One Council District To Represent Eagle Rock and Highland Park
Chair Ali and Commissioners,
I am Amanda Matti, Co-founder/Vice President of the Board of Directors for Northeast Los
Angeles Community Inc (NelaCommunity). Nela Community is a non-profit organization that
helps Youth, seniors, families in-need, and unhoused. On behalf of our community, families,
and stakeholders in Eagle Rock and Highland Park of Council District 14.
I am hopeful that during your deliberations as members of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission begins working on the redistricting process, we are hopeful that you
will consider the perspective residents and stakeholders in Eagle Rock and Highland Park
should remain within one council district CD 14. So that we are able to containing the work
and provide recourse our community needs.
Councilmember Kevin De Leon has been an advocate of the residents of Northeast Los
Angeles Community and we need to continue to be our representative in order for our unique
needs to be understood and addressed. Nela Community and Councilmember Kevin De Leon
are working together to build Nela Youth Program which we need badly and helping with
unhoused crisis that our community is facing. It is much easier for our non-profit to deal with
one councilmember to help Eagle Rock and Highland Park residents, dividing the district will

not help but bring more conflict and confusing to Youth, Seniors, families, and unhoused. I am
speaking on behalf of families, youth, and seniors, that have trusted us in this process to be
their voice. We have put in hours of work to make sure our community needs are addressed
and to see this be divided will only slow down the process, hurt the projects, and create more
confusions. We need to be under one district, DISTRICT CD 14
Thank you for your careful consideration of my input into this process
Sincerely,
Amanda Matti
Nela Community, Co-founder/Vice President

To: The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Dear Redistricting Commission,
We represent The Oaks of Los Feliz, a neighborhood of approximately eight hundred homes
located roughly between Fern Dell Drive on the east, Canyon Drive (and its subsidiary streets)
on the west, Foothill Drive on the south, and Griffith Park on the north.
We want to express our significant concern with the most recent redistricting draft plan,
K2.5. This latest plan is extremely troubling for our neighborhood because:
•

Plan K2.5 splits our Oaks neighborhood in half, putting the homes west and north of an
arbitrary line formed by Briarcliff Road/Verde Oak Drive/West Live Oak Drive into a
district called “2 or 4” and the rest of the Oaks – everything east of that same group of
streets – into District 13. The Oaks neighborhood has always been entirely within a
single council district and breaking it up like this will cause real disruption in our ability
to communicate effectively with the City.

•

The plan severs most of the Oaks from Los Feliz, a neighborhood with which we have
historically been closely connected. In fact, the original name of our neighborhood was
"The Los Feliz Oaks."

•

The plan cuts half of the Oaks and all of Los Feliz off from Griffith Park. Both
neighborhoods have always been in the same district as Griffith Park, to which they are
immediately adjacent. To sever these traditional ties and break the neighborhoods and
the Park into two different council districts makes no reasonable sense.

The Oaks, Los Feliz, and Griffith Park are a single community of interest and should be
represented by a single council district. Whether that is District "2 OR 4" or District 13 is of less
concern to us. What is of paramount concern is that these three areas remain, as they have
always been, a single community of interest and within the same council district. And it is
critical to us that our Oaks neighborhood stay in one piece. We have 100 years together as a
neighborhood with events such as our annual picnic, our holiday party, the Halloween walk, and
more. We would like to continue as a single community within a single council district.
Sincerely yours,
Holly Purcell
President

Robert Young
Vice-President

The Oaks Homeowners Association

Pacific Palisades Community Council
COMMUNITY INTEREST STATEMENT FOR PACIFIC PALISADES
August 12, 2021
•

We like the CURRENT BOUNDARIES for CD11. Our key reasons are:
o We share the same Community Plan area as Brentwood.
o We are entirely in the Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone, as is much of
Brentwood, and share public safety concerns related to fires and evacuations.
o We are a beach community and identify with other beach communities in CD 11.
o We are a community west of the 405 and share regional interests and concerns
with other communities in West L.A./the area west of the 405.

•

BRENTWOOD: We want to continue to be closely associated with Brentwood because:
o We are tied to the same Community Plan – the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades
Community Plan.
o We send our children to common public and private schools
o We are tied together by the Palisades Charter Complex of LAUSD schools, from
several elementary charters in both communities (plus Topanga Elementary), to
Paul Revere Charter Middle School (on Allenford, in the middle between both
communities), and to Palisades Charter High School.
o Socially and economically, we are one community.
o We share a major artery for ingress & egress – Sunset Blvd.
o We both share the canyons and ridges of the Santa Monica Mountains, south slope,
for housing, wildfire and evacuation concerns and recreation.
o Our Community Councils work closely together, often taking the same position on
issues in one voice or document.

•

We are a BEACH COMMUNITY, with Pacific Coast Highway and Will Rogers State Beach on
our west. We identify with the other beach communities in CD11 – Venice and Playa del
Rey – who like us are in a Tsunami zone. We are subject to beach erosion, runoff/water
pollution as well as air quality issues. Part of our area is subject to the Coastal Act and the
Mello Act.

•

We are part of WEST L.A. - WEST OF THE 405 FREEWAY, including the Sawtelle/West L.A.
area, Mar Vista, Del Rey, Westchester and Playa Vista. We are also happy to be associated
with the portions of Mar Vista and Ladera Heights east of the 405 that are within the
current CD 11 boundaries. Our Community Council often collaborates with Neighborhood
Councils in these areas on issues of regional interest and concern. We are more likely to be
impacted by homeless migration spillover from Brentwood, Venice and Santa Monica than
from neighborhoods east of the 405.

•

We do not want our district boundaries moved further east (Westwood, UCLA, Bel Air,
Century City, Palms, Hollywood, and so on). The 405 Freeway is the Great Wall dividing
CD11 from the communities to the east. There are very few east/west streets that punch
1

through that freeway, creating major traffic congestion at the pinch points. This
discourages travel to points east of the 405. Further, many of the communities east of the
405 are home to large commercial centers or academic campuses and are not comparable
to most communities in CD 11, which for the most part are quieter and predominantly
residential.
•

We do not want our district boundaries to span the Santa Monica Mountains into the San
Fernando Valley. We are too distant and too different. There is no street directly
connecting the Palisades community with the San Fernando Valley.

•

PACIFIC PALISADES IS:
o Isolated by geography: We are on several mesas and in several canyons and ridges,
between Malibu and Santa Monica, and west of Brentwood. Our eastern border is
Allenford and Paul Revere Charter Middle School. Our western border is the Pacific
Ocean. Our northern border includes much of the Santa Monica Mountains south
slope, almost to Malibu and Topanga. Our southern border is the City of Santa
Monica line, but note that Pacific Palisades includes Santa Monica Canyon and
Rustic Canyon (even though parts may have Santa Monica city addresses or post
offices or zip codes) because they are in the City of Los Angeles. The only access
through the Palisades is Sunset Blvd., with two other roads connecting PCH and
Sunset (Temescal Canyon Rd. and Chautauqua) and to the east Allenford connecting
Sunset to Santa Monica.
o Isolated from city services: We do have two L.A. Fire Department stations on
Sunset, but we have no LAPD station and no hospital. Our one fire station
ambulance is a vital lifeline for us. We have one U.S. Post Office, one Lifeguard
headquarters building and one L.A. Public Library (the Palisades branch), which are
the only other government buildings. The normally heavily used Library is still
closed due to the pandemic and a fire (still unrepaired).
o Primarily a quiet residential suburb of L.A., with almost all single-family residences,
but with some apartments mostly along Sunset Blvd.
o We have a small central business “village” reached by Sunset Blvd. and several
satellite business strips (Santa Monica Canyon & PCH, Sunset & PCH, Marquez Ave.
and the Palisades Highlands).
o In danger of wildfires: All of Pacific Palisades is in the Very High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone. Our Santa Monica Mountains wildlands have not seen a major burn since
1978. But we frequently experience fires, from those set by homeless campers (for
cooking, warmth) and arsonists, to fires set by careless workers, teens and others.
In the last couple of years, we have been threatened by the Getty fire (Brentwood),
the Palisades fire (north of Sunset between the Highlands and Marquez), and the
Palisades-Topanga fire (in the Highlands residential area of the Palisades). The
Pacific Palisades Task Force on Homelessness (volunteers and outreach workers,
privately funded), working with LAPD Beach Detail and LAFD, have helped to
prevent many fires in the coastal beach, bluff and canyon areas.
2

o A recreation-rich area: We have Will Rogers State Beach, the trails of the Santa
Monica Mountains (state and federal parkland), several city and state parks, and
two city Recreation Centers (Palisades and Rustic Canyon). The new George
Wolfberg Park at Potrero Canyon will be a native habitat restoration and set of
trails, connecting the Palisades Recreation Center with Will Rogers State Beach,
when the landscaping contract is completed next year and when the now State
budget-funded PCH pedestrian overcrossing is built. Our July 4th celebrations bring
people from all over L.A. to the 10K Run, the Parade, and the Concert & Fireworks.
The famous Riviera Country Club hosts an annual PGA golf tournament. We are also
the northern terminus of the Marvin Braude Bike Trail that stretches 22 miles south
through Santa Monica, Venice, Marina del Rey all the way to Torrance.
o History and culture-rich: Will Rogers State Park has Will’s historic home, his horse
barn and his polo field, where polo is played in season. The Grove of mostly
Eucalyptus and other exotic trees in Rustic Canyon Park was started in 1887 as the
nation’s first experimental tree station. The chautauquas of the early 1900’s
brought downtown L.A. residents to the wild coastal canyons of the Palisades for
education and religion. The Palisades was founded by Methodists and land
developers. We have many religious faiths with active congregants and adherents.
Mr. Huntington brought his railroad line along the beach to his mile- long Long
Wharf pier in the Palisades, which he unsuccessfully tried to establish as L.A.’s main
commercial port. Three California Governors have lived in the Palisades: Earl
Warren (also Chief Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court), Ronald Reagan (also U.S.
President), and Arnold Schwarzenegger. The world famous Getty Villa museum is in
Pacific Palisades (not Malibu). The hit TV show Bay Watch was filmed in the
Palisades on Will Rogers State Beach, drawing tourists from the world over. We are
surfing and skateboarding. The real-life Gidget, who was the inspiration for her
father to write the best-selling novel about the coming of age of a surfer girl, grew
up and has long lived in Pacific Palisades. Famous artists and literary emigrants
escaping Nazi Germany found a home in the Palisades, which became a local
intellectual and musical salon. In the 1910’s-1930’s, the Uplifters social club in
Rustic Canyon (now a Recreation Center building) drew Hollywood and downtown
business elites for the cool coastal climate and festive gatherings, which included
Walt Disney, Will Rogers, Spencer Tracy, Clark Gable, Busby Berkeley, Leo Carrillo,
Harold Lloyd, Darryl Zanuck and L. Frank Baum. Entertainment, sports and business
leaders continue to live in the Palisades to escape the glare of their work life and
raise a family.
o Community-minded: Pacific Palisades Community Council was founded in 1973 and
was a model for the city’s Neighborhood Councils. The community strongly
advocates for appropriate land use, regulations and development that takes into
account community views. The Palisades successfully protected our beach and
coastline with the NO OIL campaign, keeping Occidental Petroleum from drilling
next to Will Rogers State Beach. We fought for sign regulations in our Specific Plan
which greatly reduced the grossly oversized and way too abundant signage that
obscured the businesses themselves and junked the beauty of our community. Our
Village Green was once a gas station but that was purchased by civic-minded
3

Palisadians and turned into a small private park – fully open for public use – on
Sunset Blvd. in the heart of our village business district. Additionally, local residents
and organizations, working with State Parks personnel, put in thousands of hours of
hands-on labor turning Los Liones Canyon from a dumping ground for construction
waste into a thriving, riparian gateway into Topanga State Park, now a hugely
popular destination for hikers and nature lovers from all over the city.
o The Palisades is the small town in the big city.

Statement approved unanimously
by the PPCC Board, 8/12/21
www.pacpalicc.org
For inquiries contact info@pacpalicc.org
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July 21, 2021
Los Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Dear Commissioners:
Reference 1:

SOHA July 5, 2021 Letter to Los Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission, Sherman Oaks
Homeowners Association 2021 Redistricting Recommendations (updated)

As POSO Team Leaders, we represent a neighborhood in North Sherman Oaks (in Los
Angeles) referred to as Part of Sherman Oaks (“POSO”). POSO’s boundaries are
Burbank Blvd (south) to Califa/Tiara (north) and the Fwy 405 (west) to Hazeltine
(east). POSO’s population is approximately 6900 residents, as shown in the map at
the right. We prevailed on July 14, 2009 to have the Los Angeles City Council include
POSO in the community of Sherman Oaks. This is documented in Los Angeles City
Council File 08-2758 (included as Attachment 1). After our Renaming, we were able
to attend the LA City Redistricting Commission meetings in 2010 and 2011 and
advocate successfully to be kept whole with Greater Sherman Oaks within Los
Angeles City Council District 4.
POSO has been kept whole with Greater Sherman Oaks in four of the five districts that were redistricted in 2010-2011:
(1) California Senate District 18; (2) California Assembly District 46; (3) Los Angeles County Supervisorial District 3; and
(4) Los Angeles City Council District 4. Therefore, we request to continue to be kept whole with Greater Sherman Oaks
during City Council Redistricting. We are also concurrently asking the CA Citizens Redistricting Commission to be united
with Greater Sherman Oaks in a single Congressional District. The Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA)
supports this request to keep us whole with Greater Sherman Oaks.
We further support the redistricting recommendations and goals of the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
(Reference 1) to keep all of Sherman Oaks in a single “over-the-Pass” Valley district.
We share a community of Interest with Greater Sherman Oaks in many areas, as we highlighted during POSO’s 2009
Renaming to Sherman Oaks and those interests remain constant today, as detailed below.
-

Geographical Proximity - We share our southern border of Burbank Blvd with Greater Sherman Oaks. Our most
frequented businesses are all in Sherman Oaks and many within walking distance, and our closest grocery stores
and gas stations are in Sherman Oaks.

-

Similarity of Residential Dwellings and Landmarks - POSO is primarily single-story residential dwellings of similar
lot acreage and square footage to homes south of Burbank Blvd. POSO has a low propensity of townhomes and
apartments in the neighborhoods on both sides of Burbank Blvd. Our neighborhood north of Burbank was built
by the same paving company as south of Burbank Blvd (Malcom Paving 1950 stamped into our sidewalks/curbs).

-

Lack of Similarity to the area north of Califa and Tiara - The area north of Califa/Tiara is in a commercial and
industrial zone. The Orange Bus Line continues along the commercial and industrial corridor and dissects our
neighborhood from the community north of the Orange Line.

-

Educational Community - The children of residents of our neighborhood attend the same public schools
(elementary/middle school) as residents from the community south of Burbank (Kester Avenue Elementary & Van
Nuys Middle School). The Sherman Oaks Library is our community library.

-

Property Values - Comps for homes north and south of Burbank Blvd are within 5% - 10% of each other.

-

Property Deeds - Many deeds in POSO showed Sherman Oaks as the city even before the 2009 Renaming.

-

Sherman Oaks Hospital/Emergency Room - This is our closest Emergency Hospital and we share this community
of interest with Greater Sherman Oaks, including the many medical offices around the hospital.

-

Recreation Activities - Sherman Oaks Park is our beautiful community Park for children and adults’
school/community athletic teams (i.e., baseball, soccer, jogging, exercise equipment, swimming pool, tennis
courts, basketball courts, and Movies in the Park during the summer, etc.). It is our closest park and within walking
distance to POSO.

-

The Annual Sherman Oaks Fair - POSO supports and looks forward each year to the Annual Fair on Ventura Blvd.
in October where we commune with neighbors, families and business owners. It is part of our community. Local
schools (elementary, middle & high school) put on musical and dance stage performances. Professional music
groups perform on the big stage next to the tented food/refreshment gardens. Shop owners, tented vendors and
amusement rides available all day.

-

Sherman Oaks Senior Center - Located in the park, the Center serves as a hub for activities/lunches for seniors
as well as an auditorium for presentations by Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (“SOHA”) on issues affecting
our community (i.e., housing and retail developments, metro plans, legislation, etc.)

-

Economic Impact - The Sherman Oaks Chamber of Commerce acknowledges our neighborhood’s positive
economic impact on Sherman Oaks. Through patronage of grocery stores, restaurants, banks, shopping malls, dry
cleaners, florists and theatres, POSO adds value to the economic vitality and job creation in Sherman Oaks.

-

Local Police Dept National Nite Out - Every year, neighborhoods host our Local Police and the Senior Lead
Officers (“SLOs”) on a rotating basis between streets in POSO and Greater Sherman Oaks. The event nurtures a
closer relationship with our Sherman Oaks’ SLOs and local representatives; and families enjoy the evening of fun,
food and music.

-

Community Challenges - Metro’s Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project “STCP” and airplane noise are both
community interests which unite us with Greater Sherman Oaks in our opposition to any elevated tracks above
Sepulveda Boulevard. Elevated, noisy, heavy rail trains 20 feet or more above Sepulveda will be devastating and
severely damaging to the Sherman Oaks community. We want the STCP to succeed and enhance the future of
our community and we have been working with Greater Sherman Oaks and the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association (“SOHA”) towards that goal. Reducing airplane noise from both Van Nuys and Burbank Airports is also
a share interest.

-

The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (“SOHA”) - We are proud to say Sherman Oaks enjoys a very strong
SOHA which is politically active in all issues affecting our community: real estate development, metro and
transportation issues, redistricting issues, beautification, vision plans and much more. SOHA works closely with
the Chamber of Commerce and Neighborhood Councils. The monthly SOHA meetings are well attended and
introduce new local restaurants for dinner. They also have had a very successful Annual Toy Drive for 21 years at

Christmastime that benefits the Dept of Children and Family Services. SOHA publishes a very helpful and
informative monthly newsletter detailing issues of concern. They have been holding monthly zoom meetings with
residents during the pandemic with our elected officials as guest speakers.

The 2011 LA City Council Redistricting Commission said Sherman Oaks is a powerful, unified community of interest that
should be in a single Council District (see Attachment 2). The 2011 City Redistricting Commission noted that preserving
Sherman Oaks whole as a community of interest was one of four major commission accomplishments. A critical goal for
2021 redistricting is keeping Sherman Oaks, including POSO, whole in a single Council District, as quoted below.
“The Recommended Plan identifies and preserves “whole” the following communities as identified by the
City of Los Angeles’ Community Renaming Policy, or grandfathered in from previous policies and actions
of the City Council: Historic Filipinotown, Koreatown, Little Armenia, Little Bangladesh, Little Ethiopia,
Little Tokyo, Rose Hill, Sherman Oaks, and Thai Town.”
[Andrew Westall, Executive Director, Report and Recommendations of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission, March 1, 2012, page 2]
In conclusion, we ask that the Commission keep our POSO neighborhood “whole and united” with Greater Sherman Oaks
and maintain our contiguity and combined voting strength with Greater Sherman Oaks within a single “over-the-Pass”
Valley district. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Ann O’Connor, P. O. Box 57773, Sherman Oaks, 91413
or call 818-730-2113 or email ann@annoconnor.com
Sincerely,

Ann O’Connor
POSO Team Leader

Jason Popeski
POSO Team Leader

Gail Salem
POSO Team Leader

Mel Liberatore
POSO Team Leader

Kathy Gardner
POSO Team Leader

Jason Walley
POSO Team Leader

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:

Los Angeles City Council File 08-2758, Renaming POSO within Greater Sherman Oaks
Excerpt from Report and Recommendations of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
March 2012

cc: Councilmember Nithya Raman (CD4), Najeeba Syeed (CD4 Chief of Staff), Andrea Conant
(CD4 Deputy Chief of Staff & District Director), Councilmember Paul Koretz (CD5), Joan Pelico
(CD5 Chief of Staff), David Hersch (CD5 Deputy Chief of Staff), Councilmember Paul Krekorian
(CD2), Karo Torossian (CD2 Chief of Staff), Jeffrey Hartsough (President, Sherman Oaks
Neighborhood Council), Tammy Scher (Chair, Sherman Oaks Chamber of Commerce), Leslie Elkan
(President, Village at Sherman Oaks Business Improvement District), Arianna Jukes (Commission), Betty Butler
(Commission)

Fax: (213) 978-1040

ATTACHMENT 1
Los Angeles City Council File 08-2758,
Renaming POSO within Greater Sherman Oaks

Part of Appendix J
Los Angeles City Council action to incorporate Part of Sherman Oaks (POSO) community
into Sherman Oaks community

os

PDF page 934 in original document

YES
YES
ABSENT

l/~~~

ep

CD2

08-2758_,pLen_6-30-09.doc

LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL

K

Chair
Vice Chairs

ATTACHMENT 2
Excerpt from Report and Recommendations
of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission, March 2012

Commissioners

Report excerpts concerning LA City Council addition of area known as
Part of Sherman Oaks (POSO) to Sherman Oaks Community

Executive Director
Executive Assistant
Outreach Director
Technical Director
Media Director
Outreach Staff

PDF page 7 in original document
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PDF page 15 in original document
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Pacific Palisades Community Council
COMMUNITY INTEREST STATEMENT FOR PACIFIC PALISADES
August 12, 2021
•

We like the CURRENT BOUNDARIES for CD11. Our key reasons are:
o We share the same Community Plan area as Brentwood.
o We are entirely in the Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone, as is much of
Brentwood, and share public safety concerns related to fires and evacuations.
o We are a beach community and identify with other beach communities in CD 11.
o We are a community west of the 405 and share regional interests and concerns
with other communities in West L.A./the area west of the 405.

•

BRENTWOOD: We want to continue to be closely associated with Brentwood because:
o We are tied to the same Community Plan – the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades
Community Plan.
o We send our children to common public and private schools
o We are tied together by the Palisades Charter Complex of LAUSD schools, from
several elementary charters in both communities (plus Topanga Elementary), to
Paul Revere Charter Middle School (on Allenford, in the middle between both
communities), and to Palisades Charter High School.
o Socially and economically, we are one community.
o We share a major artery for ingress & egress – Sunset Blvd.
o We both share the canyons and ridges of the Santa Monica Mountains, south slope,
for housing, wildfire and evacuation concerns and recreation.
o Our Community Councils work closely together, often taking the same position on
issues in one voice or document.

•

We are a BEACH COMMUNITY, with Pacific Coast Highway and Will Rogers State Beach on
our west. We identify with the other beach communities in CD11 – Venice and Playa del
Rey – who like us are in a Tsunami zone. We are subject to beach erosion, runoff/water
pollution as well as air quality issues. Part of our area is subject to the Coastal Act and the
Mello Act.

•

We are part of WEST L.A. - WEST OF THE 405 FREEWAY, including the Sawtelle/West L.A.
area, Mar Vista, Del Rey, Westchester and Playa Vista. We are also happy to be associated
with the portions of Mar Vista and Ladera Heights east of the 405 that are within the
current CD 11 boundaries. Our Community Council often collaborates with Neighborhood
Councils in these areas on issues of regional interest and concern. We are more likely to be
impacted by homeless migration spillover from Brentwood, Venice and Santa Monica than
from neighborhoods east of the 405.

•

We do not want our district boundaries moved further east (Westwood, UCLA, Bel Air,
Century City, Palms, Hollywood, and so on). The 405 Freeway is the Great Wall dividing
CD11 from the communities to the east. There are very few east/west streets that punch
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through that freeway, creating major traffic congestion at the pinch points. This
discourages travel to points east of the 405. Further, many of the communities east of the
405 are home to large commercial centers or academic campuses and are not comparable
to most communities in CD 11, which for the most part are quieter and predominantly
residential.
•

We do not want our district boundaries to span the Santa Monica Mountains into the San
Fernando Valley. We are too distant and too different. There is no street directly
connecting the Palisades community with the San Fernando Valley.

•

PACIFIC PALISADES IS:
o Isolated by geography: We are on several mesas and in several canyons and ridges,
between Malibu and Santa Monica, and west of Brentwood. Our eastern border is
Allenford and Paul Revere Charter Middle School. Our western border is the Pacific
Ocean. Our northern border includes much of the Santa Monica Mountains south
slope, almost to Malibu and Topanga. Our southern border is the City of Santa
Monica line, but note that Pacific Palisades includes Santa Monica Canyon and
Rustic Canyon (even though parts may have Santa Monica city addresses or post
offices or zip codes) because they are in the City of Los Angeles. The only access
through the Palisades is Sunset Blvd., with two other roads connecting PCH and
Sunset (Temescal Canyon Rd. and Chautauqua) and to the east Allenford connecting
Sunset to Santa Monica.
o Isolated from city services: We do have two L.A. Fire Department stations on
Sunset, but we have no LAPD station and no hospital. Our one fire station
ambulance is a vital lifeline for us. We have one U.S. Post Office, one Lifeguard
headquarters building and one L.A. Public Library (the Palisades branch), which are
the only other government buildings. The normally heavily used Library is still
closed due to the pandemic and a fire (still unrepaired).
o Primarily a quiet residential suburb of L.A., with almost all single-family residences,
but with some apartments mostly along Sunset Blvd.
o We have a small central business “village” reached by Sunset Blvd. and several
satellite business strips (Santa Monica Canyon & PCH, Sunset & PCH, Marquez Ave.
and the Palisades Highlands).
o In danger of wildfires: All of Pacific Palisades is in the Very High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone. Our Santa Monica Mountains wildlands have not seen a major burn since
1978. But we frequently experience fires, from those set by homeless campers (for
cooking, warmth) and arsonists, to fires set by careless workers, teens and others.
In the last couple of years, we have been threatened by the Getty fire (Brentwood),
the Palisades fire (north of Sunset between the Highlands and Marquez), and the
Palisades-Topanga fire (in the Highlands residential area of the Palisades). The
Pacific Palisades Task Force on Homelessness (volunteers and outreach workers,
privately funded), working with LAPD Beach Detail and LAFD, have helped to
prevent many fires in the coastal beach, bluff and canyon areas.
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o A recreation-rich area: We have Will Rogers State Beach, the trails of the Santa
Monica Mountains (state and federal parkland), several city and state parks, and
two city Recreation Centers (Palisades and Rustic Canyon). The new George
Wolfberg Park at Potrero Canyon will be a native habitat restoration and set of
trails, connecting the Palisades Recreation Center with Will Rogers State Beach,
when the landscaping contract is completed next year and when the now State
budget-funded PCH pedestrian overcrossing is built. Our July 4th celebrations bring
people from all over L.A. to the 10K Run, the Parade, and the Concert & Fireworks.
The famous Riviera Country Club hosts an annual PGA golf tournament. We are also
the northern terminus of the Marvin Braude Bike Trail that stretches 22 miles south
through Santa Monica, Venice, Marina del Rey all the way to Torrance.
o History and culture-rich: Will Rogers State Park has Will’s historic home, his horse
barn and his polo field, where polo is played in season. The Grove of mostly
Eucalyptus and other exotic trees in Rustic Canyon Park was started in 1887 as the
nation’s first experimental tree station. The chautauquas of the early 1900’s
brought downtown L.A. residents to the wild coastal canyons of the Palisades for
education and religion. The Palisades was founded by Methodists and land
developers. We have many religious faiths with active congregants and adherents.
Mr. Huntington brought his railroad line along the beach to his mile- long Long
Wharf pier in the Palisades, which he unsuccessfully tried to establish as L.A.’s main
commercial port. Three California Governors have lived in the Palisades: Earl
Warren (also Chief Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court), Ronald Reagan (also U.S.
President), and Arnold Schwarzenegger. The world famous Getty Villa museum is in
Pacific Palisades (not Malibu). The hit TV show Bay Watch was filmed in the
Palisades on Will Rogers State Beach, drawing tourists from the world over. We are
surfing and skateboarding. The real-life Gidget, who was the inspiration for her
father to write the best-selling novel about the coming of age of a surfer girl, grew
up and has long lived in Pacific Palisades. Famous artists and literary emigrants
escaping Nazi Germany found a home in the Palisades, which became a local
intellectual and musical salon. In the 1910’s-1930’s, the Uplifters social club in
Rustic Canyon (now a Recreation Center building) drew Hollywood and downtown
business elites for the cool coastal climate and festive gatherings, which included
Walt Disney, Will Rogers, Spencer Tracy, Clark Gable, Busby Berkeley, Leo Carrillo,
Harold Lloyd, Darryl Zanuck and L. Frank Baum. Entertainment, sports and business
leaders continue to live in the Palisades to escape the glare of their work life and
raise a family.
o Community-minded: Pacific Palisades Community Council was founded in 1973 and
was a model for the city’s Neighborhood Councils. The community strongly
advocates for appropriate land use, regulations and development that takes into
account community views. The Palisades successfully protected our beach and
coastline with the NO OIL campaign, keeping Occidental Petroleum from drilling
next to Will Rogers State Beach. We fought for sign regulations in our Specific Plan
which greatly reduced the grossly oversized and way too abundant signage that
obscured the businesses themselves and junked the beauty of our community. Our
Village Green was once a gas station but that was purchased by civic-minded
3

Palisadians and turned into a small private park – fully open for public use – on
Sunset Blvd. in the heart of our village business district. Additionally, local residents
and organizations, working with State Parks personnel, put in thousands of hours of
hands-on labor turning Los Liones Canyon from a dumping ground for construction
waste into a thriving, riparian gateway into Topanga State Park, now a hugely
popular destination for hikers and nature lovers from all over the city.
o The Palisades is the small town in the big city.

Statement approved unanimously
by the PPCC Board, 8/12/21
www.pacpalicc.org
For inquiries contact info@pacpalicc.org
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September 17, 2021

VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Project Angel Food and the clients we serve as a Community of Interest
Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners:
Project Angel Food was created in 1989 in response to the AIDS Crisis as a food delivery program for
people in desperate need. Today, we are the AIDS community’s gift to all of Los Angeles providing
medically-tailored meals to people living with chronic illnesses (HIV/AIDS, diabetes, cancer, heart
disease, lung disease and kidney failure). In 2020, we increased the amount of meals we cook by 38
percent. We went from cooking, preparing and delivering 650,000 meals a year to 1 million in 2020.
All of that is done in our kitchen at 922 Vine Street in the heart of Hollywood and City Council District 13.
We have been in this district since 2007, when Project Angel Food moved into a state of an art kitchen
and converted from hot to frozen meals to accommodate more people throughout the city’s
boundaries.
Since the population in CD-13 is actually lower than the last redistricting project, we at Project Angel
Food would advocate keeping the boundaries intact (or allow the district to grow) and we believe we
are a good community citizen and would like to remain in the district. We have developed some strong
relationships with other Hollywood organizations and businesses and feel a great sense of symbiosis.
Here’s a partial list of partnerships in CD-13:
Hollywood Chamber of Commerce
Vine Street Elementary School
Hollywood Presbyterian Church
Kaiser-Permamente
Paramount Pictures
People Assisting The Homeless (PATH)
Hollywood Food Coalition
AIDS Healthcare Foundation

For LIFE. For LOVE. For as long as it takes…

APLA Health
Salvation Army
Triangle Square Housing
Children’s Hospital
SELA Hollywood Farmer’s Market
Seeds of Hope
Saint Barnabas Senior Services
Saint Anne’s Echo Park
In conclusion, we recommend keeping CD-13 intact.
Thank you for your consideration,

Richard Ayoub
Executive Director
Project Angel Food
rayoub@angelfood.org

For LIFE. For LOVE. For as long as it takes…

September 14, 2021
Dear LA City Council Redistricting Commission,
I am writing to you to express our concern and dismay that Thai Town and the Thai community
have not been included or mentioned in the Region 2 Ad Hoc Memo in the “Special Meeting - Reports
from the Regional Groups” as it relates to redistricting in Council District 13 although we had just
engaged with you, the Commission, at the Citywide Public Hearing this past Saturday on September 11,
2021 and expressed our desire to keep Thai Town and the Thai community whole, intact and entirely
within a single Council District (CD), that is, within Council District 13 and not be split up between 2
council districts, specifically between CD13 and CD4.
The Thai community is already small. To break our community up would diminish our voice. Also,
our cultural activities and institutions, many of our legacy Thai owned businesses, and wide ranging
social services with Thai language and cultural competency that we utilize are in Council District 13 or in
Thai Town. As an economically disadvantaged community with pressing needs, we need to be able to
access services that we rely on for our health and well-being as a matter of equity. When others visit Thai
Town, they need to be able to experience the sights and sound of Thai Town in the same district. People
need to be able to live, work, and shop in Thai Town in the same district, all of which benefits our local
economy.
Apart from the personal and familial attachments to Thai Town as you heard from our testimonies
at the previous Citywide Public Hearing, Thai Town represents a community of interest as it constitutes a
place of opportunity, providing employment and social services for low-income populations not only for
the Thai population but also for the Filipino, Armenian, Latinx, Korean and other low-income communities
of color.
In addition, Thai Town is one of those communities that makes our city that much more enriched
and vibrant as it showcases the uniqueness and heritage of the Thai community. As a result, it has now
become a cultural destination driving local tourism and tourism from abroad. As a city known for its rich
cultural diversity, we need to make sure that boundaries are drawn in such a way that preserves cultural
diversity and ethnic enclaves like Thai Town.
Moreover, we need to make sure that representation of our community is not divided between
two elected representatives as we would have to work even harder when advocating for our interests and
concerns. As a mostly foreign-born Limited English Proficient working class community, our community
has limited time and capacity to engage in civics and develop external linkages or relationships with our
representatives. Working with one representative to ensure that our voice is heard and interests are
represented would be less diﬃcult. When it is necessary to protect our interests, we want to be able to
go through one representative as opposed to two representatives.
To split Thai Town up and annex it to the adjacent 4th Council District would mean a loss of
aﬀordable housing and the displacement of low-income workers, which would negatively aﬀect or
essentially destroy jobs, businesses and livelihoods in Thai Town. This is because workers will have to
move out of the area to find a cheaper place to live, which may take them too far from their place of work
and may force them to find another place to work while business owners will then have no or less
workers and may not be able to operate at the same level, aﬀecting their revenue and hurting our local
economy.
Therefore, we ask that you keep Thai Town whole and unified within a single 13th Council District
and include Thai Town and the Thai community in the Region 2 Ad Hoc Memo in your redistricting plan.
Thank you,
Representatives of Thai Town

1 October, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Attn: Commission Chair Fred Ali, Commission Vice Chair David Hyun, Commission Vice Chair
Sonja F. Diaz, Commissioner Sen. Richard Polanco, Commissioner Dennis Cagna, Commissioner
Richard Katz, Commissioner Alexandra Suh, Commissioner Rocky Delgadillo, Commissioner
Elizabeth Salvidar, Commissioner Valerie Lynne Shaw, Commissioner Miguel Martinez,
Commissioner Rev. Edward L. Anderson, Commissioner Michele Prichard, Commissioner
Andrew Garsten, Commissioner Sonja F. Diaz, Commissioner Nam Le, Commissioner Elissa
Barrett, Commissioner Maria Brenes, Commissioner Charisse Bremond Weaver, Commissioner
Carlos R. Moreno
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N Spring St, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Commissioners,
I write to you again as the elected President of the Ridgewood-Wilton Neighborhood Association.
This Association, abbreviated as RWNA, was formed in 1978 to advocate for residents located
along Wilton Place, Wilton Drive and Ridgewood Place between Third Street and Beverly
Boulevards. This is an area of single family homes primarily occupied by owners or by tenants
with a long-term interest in this community. More than 80% of our residents have paid their
voluntary dues to RWNA in the current year, providing proof of their affiliation and support.
We write to support redistricting maps such as plan K2 because it unites our Association with
similar areas, maintains our connection with the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council and
suggests that our Council representation will be sensitive to and focused on concerns we hold
and share with neighboring areas
We emphatically reject plan L appears to ignore our concerns and your procedures.
We applaud the stated goals of the redistricting process, that is to follow the data, the voting
rights act and a transparent procedure, to recognize links between similar communities and
preservation of Neighborhood Council boundaries. We equally applaud the work of the
Commission to develop a redistricting plan in agreement with these goals.
Sincerely,

Robert F Reeves,
President, RWNA
For the Board and Members
RWNA, PO Box 74605, Los Angeles, CA 90004, a non-profit Neighborhood Association, EIN 84-2364202
contact@ridgewoodwilton.com

RWNA, PO Box 74605, Los Angeles, CA 90004, a non-profit Neighborhood Association, EIN 84-2364202
contact@ridgewoodwilton.com

October 4, 2021
Attn: Commissioner Chair Fred Ali, Commissioner Vice Chair David Hyun,
Commissioner Vice Chair Sonja F. Diaz, Commissioners: Sen. Richard Polanco, Dennis
Cagna, Richard Katz, Alexandra Suh, Rocky Delgadillo, Elizabeth Salvidar, Valerie Lynne
Shaw, Miguel Martinez, Rev. Edward L. Anderson, Michele Prichard, Andrew Garsten,
Sonja F. Diaz, Nam Le, Commissioner Elissa Barrett, Maria Brenes, Charisse Bremond
Weaver, Carlos R. Moreno
Dear Commissioners,
Saint Andrews Square Neighborhood Association (SASNA) is so appreciative and thanks
the LA Redistricting Commission for approving Map K2.5 as a single Final Draft Map
Plan. We whole heartedly support this Plan.
We noticed when the street names were added to Map Plan K2.5 J, that Manhattan Place
is divided down the middle with the east side landing in Koreatown. This does not follow
The Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council's recognized boundaries. Our guess is that
this was a small and unintended mapping error. Please consider adjusting the map to
reflect this correction.
We support the recommendations in SOHA's and Hancock Park HOA letter suggesting
detailed information be added to Map Plan K2.5. We do want to be sure that the map
follows the lines of the Greater Wilshire NC and the City Council approved action of
09-0606, with both sides of Manhattan Place included in Map K2.5, as Greater Wilshire,
and the Koreatown Boundary at Western where it has always been.
Thank you again for your tireless work and transparency throughout this complicated
process. Thank you for putting census data, population, Voter rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voting voices of the people first over sole political interest.
Sincerely,
Co-Presidents
Rory Cunningham & Elizabeth Gabor
Board of Directors
Patricia Carroll

Ruth Silveria

Deborah Willis

Ken Collins

Luke Macfarlane

Richard Rhodes

Name of resident

Address

Jocelyn Duarte

246 S Benton Way, Los Angeles, CA 90057

Alba Duarte

246 1/2 S Benton Way, Los Angeles, CA 90057

Juan Carlos Cea

246 S Benton Way, Los Angeles, CA 90057

Charlie Cea

246 S Benton Way, Los Angeles, CA 90057

Wilfredo Lopez

246 1/2 S Benton Way, Los Angeles, CA 90057

Miguel Aguilar

1811 W Sunset Los Angeles, CA 90026

Rosibel Alegria

1452 ½ Glendale Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Jennifer Alfaro

2114 W Court St . #18, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Alma Alvarez

1021 ½ W Kensington Road, Los Angeles CA

Milton Alvarez

4324 La Clede Ave #1, Los Angeles, CA 90039

Jessica Aparicio

1311 Laveta C, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Eulogia Flores

1311 Laveta C, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Aleyda Barrios

1526 Crown Hill Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Jorge Robledo

1526 Crown Hill Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Alfredo Calles

1335 Mohawk Ave., Los Angeles 90026

Leonor Cardona

2221 Bellevue Ave. #303, Los Angeles CA 90026

Benjamin Cardona

2221 Bellevue Ave. #303, Los Angeles CA 90026

Elvira Celaya

1814 Sunset Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Stefanie Aguilar

1814 Sunset Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Virgilio Chi

1130 ½ Lemoyne St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Sonia Gonzales

3259 Drew St. #10, Los Angeles CA 90065

Pablo Duarte

3523 La Clede Ave., Los Angeles CA 90039

Sandra Duarte

3523 La Clede Ave., Los Angeles CA 90039

Flora Chi

1130 ½ Lemoyne St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Miguel Angel Chi

1130 ½ Lemoyne St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Juan Chi

1130 ½ Lemoyne St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Araceli Dominguez

1626 Palo Alto St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Eulogia Flores

1311 Laveta Terrace, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Maricela Garcia

1115 Laguna Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Maria Asencio

3302 Chapman St, Los Angeles, CA 90065

Pilar Quiste

1057 N Oxford Ave, Ap10 Los Angeles CA 90029

Maria Gonzalez

702 Parkman Ave, Los Angeles CA 90026

Sofia Hong

702 Parkman Ave, Los Angeles CA 90026

Cesarea Hernandez

3233 ¼ Drew St., Los Angeles CA, 90065

Angela Vargaz

3233 ¼ Drew St., Los Angeles CA, 90065

Lucila Hernandez

938 N Vendome St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Jose A Hernandez

938 N Vendome St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Carolina Inzunza

965 N Vendome St #108, Los Angeles CA, 90026

Sandei Guido

965 N Vendome St #108, Los Angeles CA, 90026

Santos Hernandez

1324 Drew St, Los Angeles CA, 90026

Lilian Leon

1508 ¼ Echo Park Ave., Los Angeles CA, 90026

Arnolfo Leon

1508 ¼ Echo Park Ave., Los Angeles CA, 90026

Elveca Martinez

1317 N Alvarado, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Filomena Matinez

3332 Andrita St., Los Angeles, CA 90065

Rafel Jurado Martinez

1132 Lemoyne, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Carmen Escobedo

1214 Silverlake, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Martin Mayoral

1333 Lemoyne St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Modesta Mendez Sosa

1130 Lemoyne St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Carlos Estrada

1130 Lemoyne St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Maria Moreno

3323 Andrita St., Los Angeles, CA 90065

Julio Cesar Quintanar

3323 Andrita St., Los Angeles, CA 90065

Irma Perez

2114 W Court St., Los Angeles CA 90026

Yamile Alfaro

2114 W Court St., Los Angeles CA 90026

Alex Orlando Alfaro

2114 W Court St., Los Angeles CA 90026

Maria Perez

3317 Drew St., Los Angeles CA. 90065

Verenise Garza

3317 Drew St., Los Angeles CA. 90065

Martha Garcia

3014 Garcia Walk., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Jessenia Marisol Lopez

3014 Garcia Walk., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Maria Rodriguez

2147 ½ Elsinore St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Jose Rodriguez

2147 ½ Elsinore St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

Maribel Romero

263 ¼ Witmer St., Los Angeles CA 90026

Sebastian Gomez

263 ¼ Witmer St., Los Angeles CA 90026

Carmen Ruvalcaba

3418 Drew St. #5B, Los Angeles, CA 90065

Maria Sandoval

269 Loma Dr #305, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Victoria Subida

3250 Andrita St #8, Los Angeles, CA 90065

Yolanda Tirado

3315 Andrita St #9, Los Angeles CA 90065

Ramon Ortega

3315 Andrita St #9, Los Angeles CA 90065

Florencia Vazques

1130 N Lemoyne St., Los Angeles CA.90026

Manuel Ramires

1130 N Lemoyne St., Los Angeles CA 90026

Gabriela Zaragosa

470 Rostlake, Los Angeles CA 90026

Yair Zaragosa

470 Rostlake, Los Angeles CA 90026

German Rivera

1433 S Sutherland, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Rosa Rivera

1433 S Sutherland, Los Angeles, CA 90026

Rosa Salmeron

1429 Sutherland, St Los Angeles, CA 90026

Rene Rivera

1429 Sutherland, St Los Angeles, CA 90026

Virginia Lopez

1314 Sutherland, St Los Angeles, CA 90026

Hector Virgen

1946 Delta St., Los Angeles, CA 90026

October 4, 2021
Attn: Commissioner Chair Fred Ali, Commissioner Vice Chair David Hyun,
Commissioner Vice Chair Sonja F. Diaz, Commissioners: Sen. Richard Polanco, Dennis
Cagna, Richard Katz, Alexandra Suh, Rocky Delgadillo, Elizabeth Salvidar, Valerie Lynne
Shaw, Miguel Martinez, Rev. Edward L. Anderson, Michele Prichard, Andrew Garsten,
Sonja F. Diaz, Nam Le, Commissioner Elissa Barrett, Maria Brenes, Charisse Bremond
Weaver, Carlos R. Moreno
Dear Commissioners,
Saint Andrews Square Neighborhood Association (SASNA) is so appreciative and thanks
the LA Redistricting Commission for approving Map K2.5 as a single Final Draft Map
Plan. We whole heartedly support this Plan.
We noticed when the street names were added to Map Plan K2.5 J, that Manhattan Place
is divided down the middle with the east side landing in Koreatown. This does not follow
The Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council's recognized boundaries. Our guess is that
this was a small and unintended mapping error. Please consider adjusting the map to
reflect this correction.
We support the recommendations in SOHA's and Hancock Park HOA letter suggesting
detailed information be added to Map Plan K2.5. We do want to be sure that the map
follows the lines of the Greater Wilshire NC and the City Council approved action of 090606, with both sides of Manhattan Place included in Map K2.5, as Greater Wilshire,
and the Koreatown Boundary at Western where it has always been.
Thank you again for your tireless work and transparency throughout this complicated
process. Thank you for putting census data, population, Voter rights
protections, communities of interest, neighborhood council boundaries and
the voting voices of the people first over sole political interest.
Sincerely,
Co-Presidents
Rory Cunningham & Elizabeth Gabor
Board of Directors
Patricia Carroll
Ken Collins

Ruth Silveria
Luke Macfarlane

Deborah Willis
Richard Rhodes

October 15, 2021
Via Email
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: Chinatown Redistricting Boundaries
Dear Redistricting Commission,
As you know, the proposed map K2.5 inexplicably separated a small, but very important part of
the historic Chinatown community and threatened to divide Chinatown into 2 council districts to
the disadvantage of this low-income immigrant and refugee community.
We are glad to see that our community advocacy on the matter was heard, and the new K2.5
Amended map seeks to unify Chinatown - an undisputed community of interest - into one
district. However, the Amended map still misses a small portion of Chinatown located between
the 110, and 101 Freeways, Cesar Chavez, and N Hill Street, as well as Naud Junction.

840 N. Broadway #203E, Los Angeles, CA 90012 ⧫ (213) 628-8667 ⧫ www.seaca-la.org

Chinatown, is one of the oldest communities of Los Angeles, and since its inception it's boundaries
have been contested and manipulated through racist policies and practices, violence, red lining,
containment, and public works projects. Chinatown is also recognized as a historic neighborhood
by the City of LA, and was recognized by the White House as a Preserve America Community in
2008. We ask that you honor the boundaries of the community and include the entirety of the
current Chinatown/CD1 boundary in the final district map.
Though geographically small, the Naud Junction area is currently a source of employment for the
community, and the blocks below Cesar Chavez house a neighborhood public school and
residences that are a part of our community. These few blocks are meaningful to our community
that continues to struggle with gentrification, displacement of small local businesses, poverty, lack
of green space, and poor health outcomes, all of which has been exacerbated by the Covid-19
pandemic. Through all these challenges our community has worked together across generations
and multiple language barriers to advocate for one another, this human infrastructure cannot be
replaced or divided. We urge you to keep Chinatown whole, and preserve the current boundary of
our community.

Sincerely,
Yelena Zeltser
Policy Coordinator

840 N. Broadway, suite 203E Los Angeles, CA 90012 ⧫ www.seaca-la.org ⧫ (213) 628-8667
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October 6, 2021

redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Dear Commissioners,
I submit this written comment on behalf of Search to
Involve Pilipino Americans (SIPA), one of the legacy
organizations serving the Filipino American
community for nearly fifty years in the neighborhood
of Historic Filipinotown. I appreciate the effort of
the commission to listen and respond to public
testimony throughout the process thus far, which has
brought us to the current proposed map K 2.5. I am
pleased to see the integration of public feedback
that requested Historic Filipinotown be retained as
whole in one district, as well ask maintaining Thai
Town within the same district.
I request that as you consider additional feedback
from the public and make changes to the proposed
map, that you ensure that what we have achieved in
map K 2.5 is maintained. Residents and community
members have expressed their desire to keep
Historic Filipinotown and Thai Town whole and in
the same district in order for the Asian American
voice and resources in our council district to remain
as strong as possible.
Thank you for your attention to this matter, and I
appreciate again the effort of the commission to be
equitable and responsive to the community.
Regards,

Kimmy Maniquis
Executive Director, SIPA

cc: Mitch O’Farrell
Jessica Caloza
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Dr. Joseph Bernardo

2021

Jaime Geaga
Aquilina Soriano
Chanchanit Martorell
Dani de Jesus

Dear Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
Bounded by the Santa Susana Mountains to the north and west, Mulholland Drive to the south,
and the San Gabriel Mountains to the east, the Valley is a distinct geographic area that cannot
simply be piecemealed into majority Westside and downtown Los Angeles districts. I support the
creation of districts that maximize the connection that our elected officials have with the San
Fernando Valley.
The San Fernando Valley Redistricting Coalition is a coalition of Neighborhood Councils,
Residents Associations, Business Groups and Chambers of Commerce. The San Fernando
Valley Redistricting Coalition supports the following principles for the City of Los Angeles 2021
Redistricting Process:
1. Our community is best served by a redistricting that maximized the number of districts
that are either wholly within the Valley or in which the Valley is the most influential voter
bloc.
2. To ensure full and adequate representation for the San Fernando Valley, we support
Valley-only Council districts, with the exception of one Council district.
3. If it is necessary to merge one Valley seat with areas outside of the Valley, the
preference is to have a minimum of 50% of that district within the San Fernando Valley.
4. Our goals for redistricting are non-partisan and are only to be shaped by the interest of
maximizing representation and advancing goals of Valley businesses and residents.
5. All legally recognized communities should be kept together as part of compact and
contiguous districts which shall recognize geographic features and natural boundaries.

6. If a legally recognized community must be divided, it would be best to divide that
community along Neighborhood Council boundaries instead of geographic boundaries
like roads and rivers.

7. If a community must be divided it should be placed in no more than two districts.

8. Communities impacted by specific uses, such the Van Nuys Airport impacted
communities of Van Nuys and Lake Balboa or the Sepulveda Basin impacted community
of Lake Balboa, should be in the same districts.

Thank you for your consideration. I look forward to your support for plans that respect the distinctive
communities of the San Fernando Valley.

Public Comment – City Council Redistricting Commission
January 21, 2021 Meeting
Bob Anderson, Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA)
Agenda Items 1 (level-setting rules) and 2 (future agenda items)
First, I want to thank Commissioners for their commitment and
efforts. SOHA appreciates how hard this is and hopes you find our
comments respectful and helpful.
We understand the importance of level-setting principles and
shared values. At the last meeting, Chair Ali noted their potential to
help resolve future conflict. We agree. Because Sherman Oaks and
the Valley did not get a fair share in 2011 redistricting, we offer “fair
and equitable balancing of San Fernando Valley district
populations” as an overarching value for your consideration, and
possibly as a future agenda item.
In 2001 redistricting, the average population of the Valley’s five full
districts (CDs 2, 3, 6, 7, and 12) was fairly balanced to the citywide
district average. But in 2011, the average population of the Valley’s
five full districts was unfairly 2.3 percent higher than the citywide
average – about 28,000 residents higher.
This squeezed 28,000 Valley residents out of CDs 4 and 5 – the
Valley’s two over-the-Sepulveda-Pass districts. Had Valley district
populations been fairly and equitably balanced, the Valley could
have had the single over-the-Pass 62-percent Valley-majority
district that it deserves.
On December 17th, SOHA submitted a letter to the Commission
that fully explains how the Valley was shortchanged in 2011. The
letter recommends goals for 2021 to ensure that Sherman Oaks
and the Valley get our fair and equitable share. Our letter is on your
website and we hope all Commissioners read it.
Thank you.

Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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Bob Anderson, Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association. SOHA submitted our
recommendations letter on July 5th with
maps and details. Please read it.
Sherman Oaks is a united 73,000-person
Community of Interest in the southern San
Fernando Valley. SOHA has been a strong
voice in Sherman Oaks since 1964.
We are the most vulnerable community in
the Valley during redistricting, located
where districts cross over the Sepulveda
Pass. Our residents are concerned that we
could be split between two districts, as we
were in 2001 redistricting.
The 2011 Redistricting Commission made us
whole in CD4 but created LA’s most
gerrymandered district. We are an
appendage connected by a tiny isthmus to
Hancock Park, Griffith Park, and Silver Lake.
We are disconnected from all our adjacent
and natural Communities of Interest. This
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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must not happen again in 2021. We must be
whole in our council district as we are in our
Congressional, California Senate and
Assembly, and County Supervisor districts.
I am speaking at this CD5 hearing because
Sherman Oaks should have been in CD5 in
2011 and must be in CD5 in 2021 – not in
CD4. This reconnects us to our adjacent
Communities of Interest. Census data
should support Sherman Oaks in CD5, but
this won’t be affirmed until late August.
SOHA has two critical recommendations.
First, the Valley must have only one single
contiguous CD5 shared over the Pass. All of
Sherman Oaks must be in this single CD5.
Second, Valley district populations must be
fairly balanced with non-Valley districts. The
2001 Commission did this. The 2011
Commission did not. As a result, the
Valley’s two over-the-hill districts were
unfairly shortchanged by 28,000 residents.
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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If both SOHA’s recommendations had been
implemented in 2011, CD5 would have
included Encino and Sherman Oaks – and
would have been 62-percent Valley majority.
We expect 2020 Census data to support this
result again and urge the Commission to
implement our recommendations and rectify
the 2011 inequities.
Also, once census data is available, we urge
the Commission to publish the City of Los
Angeles and Valley total populations. This
will enable us to determine how many
districts the Valley deserves and ensure that
we get our fair share this time around.
Thank you.

Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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July 29, 2021
Los Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org

This letter supports the
Wednesday, August 4th CD4
Public Hearing of the LACC
Redistricting Commission

Subject: Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association 2021 Redistricting
(Update to SOHA letter sent to Commission in December 2020)

Recommendations

Dear Commissioners,
Sherman Oaks is a united 73,000-person Community of Interest in
Council District 4 on the southern border of the San Fernando Valley at
the Sepulveda Pass. Our eastern, southern, and western boundaries follow
ZIP Code boundaries; our northern boundary does not. Sherman Oaks
includes POSO, called Part of Sherman Oaks, with about 6,900 residents.
In July 2009, the City Council added POSO to Sherman Oaks (see
Council File 08-2758) and POSO is currently part of CD4. Sherman Oaks
also officially includes the sliver west of the 405 freeway, which is
currently not part of CD4.
Sherman Oaks is the most vulnerable Valley community during council
redistricting because it is located where districts historically cross the hill
to the Westside. The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association represents about 2,400 Sherman Oaks
families. SOHA wants all of Sherman Oaks to remain whole in a single council district. We are currently
also whole in our Congressional, CA Assembly, CA Senate, and County Supervisorial districts.
In 2001 redistricting, Sherman Oaks was split between two council districts – CD2 to the north and CD5 to
the south. In 2011 redistricting, our community asked to be restored into one single district and this mostly
happened. But doing so unfortunately made us an appendage to gerrymandered over-the-hill CD4 and
disconnected us from all our adjacent and natural Communities of Interest. We are asking the 2021
Redistricting Commission to equitably rectify this situation.
We reviewed what happened in 2011 redistricting to better understand what should happen in 2021. We
studied the 2001 and 2011 Redistricting Commission reports and relevant Council File 11-0187-S3 data.
We learned that the Valley unfairly ended up with two over-the-hill districts shared with the rest of the city
instead of a single potentially Valley-majority shared district. We also learned that Valley district
populations were inequitably unbalanced to the rest of the city, losing the Valley’s two over-the-hill districts
about 28,000 residents that they deserved. We want to ensure this does not happen again in 2021.
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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SOHA proposes two critical goals to the Commission that will eliminate the inequities suffered by
Sherman Oaks during 2011 redistricting and give the Valley its equitable fair share. We recommend
the 2021 Redistricting Commission adopt and embrace these two critical goals.
• Single Shared Valley District Goal – The Valley and Westside must share only one single compact
council district and that district must be fully contiguous in the Valley and include the entire Sherman
Oaks community. The actual outcome of this goal depends on the Valley’s share of the overall city’s
population. Either all of Sherman Oaks would join Encino and other Valley communities in a single
over-the-hill CD5 or all of Sherman Oaks would join CD2 in the Valley. Sherman Oaks must not be
split with one part in an over-the-hill district and the other part in a Valley district.
• Fair Population Balance Goal – The average population of all full Valley districts must be equal to the
average population of all 15 council districts. This ensures a fair balance between the Valley and the
rest of the city. If the average district populations between the Valley and rest of the city cannot be
equal, then the average Valley full-district population should be lower to offset the imbalance in 2011.
If these two goals had been adopted in 2011 redistricting, the Valley would have had five full districts and
Council District 5 would have been one single over-the-hill shared Valley district. This CD5 would have
comprised Sherman Oaks, Encino, and other adjacent Communities of Interest, would have had a 62 percent
Valley-majority population, and could have elected its own Valley-based councilmember in 2011.
We ask for this opportunity in 2021 redistricting – a single over-the-hill shared Valley district and an
equitable population balance for the Valley. The 2011 Commission restored Sherman Oaks into a single
council district (CD4) which greatly strengthened our community. We ask the 2021 Commission to
reconnect us with our adjacent Communities of Interest. We know this is simply the right and fair thing to
do, even though it sadly means Sherman Oaks must again change districts.
SOHA also urges the Commission to publicly release Valley versus total city population data as soon
as it is available. As 2020 census data won’t be available until at least mid-August 2021, no one will know
the Valley’s portion of the city’s population until then. The Valley’s population share increased slightly in
the 2010 census and will change again. Once 2020 census data is available, we offer a simple tool to quickly
determine the Valley’s fair share of districts. We call this the 2021 Valley Magic Number because it
accurately predicts the overall fate of Sherman Oaks and the Valley during 2021 redistricting. The Magic
Number quickly tells the public the number of full Valley districts and the Valley portion of a single overthe-hill shared district. It will give the public critical knowledge to help them during outreach.

The attached SOHA Detailed Review and Recommendations for 2021 City Council Redistricting
provides further information and rationale for our recommended goals. We will be glad to answer any
questions about our 2021 redistricting recommendations. We may submit further comments and
recommendations as the redistricting process progresses and census data become available.
Thank you for your consideration.
Respectfully,

Bob Anderson
Board Member and Chair, Redistricting Committee
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
BobHillsideOrdinance@gmail.com
(213) 364-7470
Attached: SOHA Detailed Review and Recommendations for 2021 City Council Redistricting (update)
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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cc: Councilmember Nithya Raman (CD4), Najeeba Syeed (CD4 Chief of Staff), Andrea Conant
(CD4 Deputy Chief of Staff & District Director), Councilmember Paul Koretz (CD5), Joan Pelico
(CD5 Chief of Staff), David Hersch (CD5 Deputy Chief of Staff), Councilmember Paul Krekorian
(CD2), Karo Torossian (CD2 Chief of Staff), Jeffrey Hartsough (President, Sherman Oaks
Neighborhood Council), Tammy Scher (Chair, Sherman Oaks Chamber of Commerce), Leslie Elkan
(President, Village at Sherman Oaks Business Improvement District)

Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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SOHA Detailed Review and Recommendations for 2021 City Council Redistricting (update)
The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association recommends the City Council Redistricting Commission
adopt two critical goals to ensure Sherman Oaks and the Valley receive their fair share in 2021 redistricting.
• Single Shared Valley District Goal – The Valley and Westside must share only one single compact
council district and that district must be fully contiguous in the Valley and include the entire Sherman
Oaks community. The actual outcome of this goal depends on the Valley’s share of the overall city’s
population. Either all of Sherman Oaks would join Encino and other Valley communities in a single
over-the-hill CD5 or all of Sherman Oaks would join CD2 in the Valley. Sherman Oaks must not be
split with one part in an over-the-hill district and the other part in a Valley district.
• Fair Population Balance Goal – The average population of all full Valley districts must be equal to the
average population of all 15 council districts. This ensures a fair balance between the Valley and the
rest of the city. If the average district populations between the Valley and rest of the city cannot be
equal, then the average Valley full-district population should be lower to offset the imbalance in 2011.
These goals are consistent with the city’s foundational redistricting elements that specify districts must:
(1) be as equal in population as practicable; (2) be drawn in conformance with state and federal law;
(3) keep neighborhoods and Communities of Interest intact to the extent feasible; (4) utilize natural
boundaries or street lines to the extent feasible; and (5) be geographically compact to the extent feasible.
What Happened in 2011 Redistricting?
SOHA reviewed 2011 redistricting to better
understand what could and should happen in
2021. In 2011, SOHA requested that Sherman
Oaks be entirely in a single district, and this
mostly happened. Unfortunately, we also
became an appendage to Council District 4.
Some call CD4 the most convoluted and
gerrymandered district in the city’s history. As
shown in Map 1, the district extends from
Sherman Oaks to Griffith Park, Silver Lake,
and Hancock Park. CD4 included most of
Sherman Oaks including POSO, Part of
Sherman Oaks, added by council action in July
2009 (Council File 08-2758). However, CD4
did not include the sliver of Sherman Oaks west
of the 405.

Map 1. Council District 4 Is the Most Gerrymandered in LA

Sherman Oaks was gerrymandered into CD4 with a tiny “isthmus” connection between our community and
the Westside. Toluca Lake was connected to CD4 with another isthmus. Isthmus connections create a
perception of contiguity where it doesn’t really exist. Sherman Oaks was also not contiguous with Toluca
Lake in CD4. Worse yet, we were disconnected on all four sides from our adjacent natural Communities of
Interest. An example is the adjacent Bel Air-Beverly Crest community where Sherman Oaks shares a strong
Community of Interest concerning Metro’s Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project and traffic. CD4 also failed
the geographically compact redistricting requirement. CD4 is not the appropriate home for Sherman Oaks.
Valley Should Have Had One Single Shared District in 2011 Redistricting
In 2011, Sherman Oaks should have become part of a single contiguous Valley district shared over the hill
with the Westside. SOHA understands that redistricting the council district boundaries is horribly complex
and akin to a geographically, politically, and mathematically constrained jigsaw puzzle. LA’s council
districts had become significantly unbalanced in the decade between 2001 redistricting and 2011. Some
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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districts gained as much as 8 percent in population, while others lost at much as 5 percent. At the same time,
the total city population increased only 2.7 percent – not huge growth over a decade. But these imbalances
slightly increased the proportion of population in the Valley. This increase was enough to allow a single
Valley district shared over the hill with the Westside. Unfortunately, this did not happen.
Map 2 shows the Valley’s council districts from
2011 redistricting. The Valley has seven
council districts. Five are full districts entirely
within the Valley boundary (CD2, CD3, CD6,
CD7, and CD12). Two are shared districts that
cross over the hill (CD4 and CD5). Sherman
Oaks and Toluca Lake are in CD4 (purple on
map). Encino is in CD5 (yellow on map).
The red, pink, and green lines show the Valley
boundary. Mostly the boundary is red and fixed.
A district cannot cross the red boundary
because it is adjacent to a different city or
county or blocked by uninhabited mountains.
The pink semi-fixed boundary is on the south
side of CD2 along Mulholland Drive. CD2 has
historically been a Valley council district that
has not crossed over the hill. The boundary Map 2. Fixed Valley Boundary Is Sherman Oaks’ Vulnerability
tends to act like a red fixed boundary.
The green open boundary runs along Mulholland Drive on Sherman Oaks’ south edge, with another small
section south of Toluca Lake. Sherman Oaks’ entire southern boundary is green and open. For two decades,
Sherman Oaks or a major part of it has been in a district that crosses over the hill. This is why we feel so
vulnerable and concerned during 2021 redistricting.
Sherman Oaks and Valley Deserved Better Solution in 2011 Redistricting
In 2011, the Valley should have had only one single shared district extending over the Sepulveda Pass to
the Westside, instead of two smaller shared districts that both crossed over the Pass (CD4 and CD5). In
addition, CD4 had two separate geographic locations
in the Valley – Sherman Oaks and Toluca Lake – that
were not contiguous within the Valley. All this
diminished each district’s balance of power in the
City Council. It also disconnected natural and
adjacent Communities of Interest.
Map 3 illustrates what could have happened in 2011
redistricting. Sherman Oaks and Encino could have
been merged into a single shared district, necessarily
CD5 due to geographic constraints. This Shared CD5
would have had a 46 percent Valley population. If
Toluca Lake had also desired to merge into CD2, the
Shared CD5 population would have been about
126,000 residents – a 51 percent Valley majority.
This Shared CD5 is a better solution, but not the
ultimate Fairly Shared CD5 solution described later.

Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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SOHA’s First Proposed Goal – Single Shared District
Our first proposed goal ensures that Valley has only a single shared district that is itself contiguous within
the Valley, preventing a non-contiguous split as occurred with Sherman Oaks and Toluca Lake in 2011. It
further ensures that the entire Sherman Oaks community is in one single council district, as we are in our
Congressional, CA Senate, CA Assembly, and County Supervisorial districts.
• Single Shared Valley District Goal – The Valley and Westside must share only one single compact
council district and that district must be fully contiguous in the Valley and include the entire Sherman
Oaks community. The actual outcome of this goal depends on the Valley’s share of the overall city’s
population. Either all of Sherman Oaks would join Encino and other Valley communities in a single
over-the-hill CD5 or all of Sherman Oaks would join CD2 in the Valley. Sherman Oaks must not be
split with one part in an over-the-hill district and the other part in a Valley district.
This goal fairly and equitably fulfills both the physical compactness and contiguity redistricting
requirements. It also maintains connections with natural and adjacent Communities of Interest. Most
importantly, it eliminates any taint of any actual or perceived district gerrymandering as occurred in 2011.
We plan to make the goal more specific once census population data is available.
Valley Over-the-Hill Shared Districts Also Shortchanged in 2011 Redistricting
In 2011 redistricting, district populations were maintained within a 5 percent deviation (largest to smallest).
This deviation is fair if used properly to maintain Communities of Interest, but unfair if it creates detrimental
unintended consequences. That happened in 2011 redistricting and the Valley’s shared districts CD4 and
CD5 together lost about 28,000 residents that they deserved.
It’s easy to determine how many districts the Valley deserved in 2011. The Valley population was 1,419,833
and the overall city population was 3,792,711 (Final City Council Adopted Data, March 16, 2012).

In 2011, the Valley deserved 5.62 council districts of the city’s 15 total districts. The “5” means the Valley
deserved 5 full districts. The “.62” means the Valley deserved an additional 62 percent of a district, which
was split between CD4 and CD5. Sherman Oaks had 28 percent population in CD4. Toluca Lake had
another 5 percent in CD4. Encino had 18 percent in CD5. But
Table 1. Valley’s Five Huge Full Districts
these three add to only 51 percent, not the Valley’s deserved
Squeezed Valley’s Two Shared Districts
62 percent. CD4 and CD5 together were shortchanged by
11 percent of a district – about 28,000 residents.
Table 1 illustrates how this happened. The table lists district
populations in 2011 redistricting from most populous to least
populous district (Final City Council Adopted Data, March 16,
2012). The portion of each district’s population in the Valley
is also listed. The seven Valley districts shown in bold are
noted as either full or shared districts.
In 2011, the five full Valley districts were all above average
population (above the red line). The average population of
these districts was 2.3 percent above that of all 15 districts.
This doesn’t sound like much, but 2.3 percent of five districts
is 28,000 residents – the same number of residents that CD4
and CD5 together lost. The Valley’s five full districts squeezed
out the Valley’s two shared districts. That was not fair and
needs to be corrected in 2021.
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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The Valley’s five full districts should have had the same average population as all 15 districts citywide. It
is not difficult to do. The 2001 redistricting Commission accomplished it. The 2001 average population of
all five full Valley districts was only 0.08 percent less than the citywide average.
Sherman Oaks and Valley Should Have Had Ultimate Solution in 2011 Redistricting
In 2011 redistricting, in addition to the Valley having
only one single shared district over the hill, that
single shared district should have had about 28,000
more Valley residents in it. This would have
happened if Valley district populations had been
fairly and properly balanced with the rest of the city.
Map 4 illustrates what this type of ultimate solution
might have looked like in 2011. We already
explained how Sherman Oaks and Encino should
have merged into one single shared district called
Shared CD5. Toluca Lake could also have naturally
merged into CD2. We recommended our first
proposed goal to accomplish these actions.
We now further improve Shared CD5 by fairly
balancing the Valley’s full district populations to
Map 4. Sherman Oaks Should Have Had This
what they should have been. This is the ultimate
Ultimate Redistricting Solution in 2011
solution that should have occurred in 2011
redistricting. The result is Fairly Shared CD5 with an additional 28,000 residents. Fairly Shared CD5 would
have grown a bit into adjacent communities, such as Lake Balboa, Van Nuys, and/or Studio City, to
accommodate the added population. The district would have become one single, compact, and contiguous
shared district with a Valley population of about 154,000 residents – a 62 percent Valley-majority
population. Fairly Shared CD5 is the district that the Valley should have had in 2011.
SOHA’s Second Proposed Goal – Fair Population Balance
Our second proposed goal ensures that Valley district populations are fairly balanced against the rest of the
city to eliminate a possible unbalanced situation as occurred in 2011. The goal is not difficult, and the 2011
Commission was able to accomplish it.
• Fair Population Balance Goal – The average population of all full Valley districts must be equal to the
average population of all 15 council districts. This ensures a fair balance between the Valley and the
rest of the city. If the average district populations between the Valley and rest of the city cannot be
equal, then the average Valley full-district population should be lower to offset the imbalance in 2011.
This goal gives the Valley a fair share of population in its districts and fulfills the redistricting population
equality requirement. Since the goal applies only to the overall average population of all full Valley districts,
it does not constrain the 2021 Commission’s ability to adjust individual Valley district populations within
the Commission’s selected population deviation (2001 Commission selected 10 percent deviation while
2011 Commission selected 5 percent). This goal leads to a stronger and well-deserved Valley position in
the city council. It even gives the Valley a fair chance to elect another Valley-based councilmember.
SOHA recommends that the Commission adopt both of our proposed goals – the Single Shared Valley
District Goal and Fair Population Balance Goal – and incorporate them into 2021 redistricting.

Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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What Could Happen in 2021 Redistricting
As in 2011 redistricting, public outreach in 2021 redistricting has begun months before 2020 census data is
available. This gives communities the opportunity to communicate their desires and concerns to the
Commission as initial redistricting maps are being drawn. It also heightens the importance of communities
understanding what happened in 2011 redistricting, predicting what could happen in 2021, and conveying
what should happen to ensure fairness and equality. These are challenges for the Commission and public.
We offer a tool to help predict the overall fate of Sherman Oaks and the Valley. We call this the 2021 Valley
Magic Number and it’s simply the number of districts that the Valley deserves based on population.

The 2011 Valley Magic Number in 2011 was 5.62 districts. The 2001 Valley Magic Number was between
5.2 and 5.3 districts. SOHA feels the 2021 Valley Magic Number should be between 5.20 and 6.00 districts,
unless some very drastic populations imbalances occur in the 2020 census.
SOHA urges the Commission to provide the 2021 Valley Magic Number, or the data needed to calculate
it, as soon as 2020 census data is available. The number provides insights to the Commission and the public.
It will be invaluable in understanding the district split between the Valley and rest of the city.
For example, if the 2021 Valley Magic Number is 5.62 as it was in 2011 and
both of SOHA’s proposed critical goals are adopted, the Valley would have
the single shared CD5 district that it deserved in 2011. Pictorial 1 depicts the
Valley, rest of the city, and Shared CD5 as simple blocks and shows how they
interact. With a 2021 Valley Magic Number of 5.62, the Valley would have
five full districts and Shared CD5 would have a 62 percent Valley majority,
as shown by the orange block.
The 2021 Valley Magic Number could very possibly be higher or lower than
5.62, depending on census results. We won’t know until census data is Pictorial 1. If Magic Number
available in mid-August 2021.
Same 5.62 Districts as 2011
If the 2021 Magic Number is as low as 5.20, as depicted in Pictorial 2, the
Valley would still have five full districts, but the Shared CD5 district would
only have 20 percent Valley population. This would probably accommodate
the entire Encino community (which was 18 percent in 2011) but would not
also accommodate the entire Sherman Oaks community (28 percent in 2011).
Sherman Oaks would have to merge into a Valley district, such as CD2.
The Magic Number would have to be at least 5.45 for Shared CD5 to
completely accommodate both Sherman Oaks and Encino. There is a good
chance it could be that high. If the Magic Number is 5.51 or higher, the Valley
has a majority population in Shared CD5.

Pictorial 2. If Magic Number
Is Lower at 5.20 Districts

If the Valley Magic Number is 6.00, the Valley would have six full districts
and no shared district over the hill, as depicted in Pictorial 3. This is not
probable, but a somewhat lower Magic Number is. If the 2021 Magic Number
is 5.85, Shared CD5 would have an 85 percent Valley majority. At 5.85, the
Commission could actually give the Valley six full districts within deviation.
Thank You!
For further information, please contact SOHA’s Bob Anderson at
BobHillsideOrdinance@gmail.com or by phone at (213) 364-7470.
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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Bob Anderson, Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association. SOHA submitted our
recommendations letter on July 29th with
maps and details. We hope you have read it.
Sherman Oaks is a united 76,000-person
Community of Interest in the southern San
Fernando Valley. SOHA has been a strong
voice in Sherman Oaks since 1964.
At earlier CD4 and CD5 hearings, we
recommended that Sherman Oaks be kept
whole, including the area called POSO (Part
of Sherman Oaks), in a single Valleymajority over-the-Pass district that is
contiguous in the Valley.
The recent Redistricting Partners reports
show this can happen. It should have
happened in 2011, but didn’t, as
documented in the Appendix G Minority
Report from the 2011 Redistricting Report. It
must happen now. The Valley deserves its
fair share this time around.
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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From the report’s data, we estimate that the
Valley fully deserves about 5.67 districts in
2021 redistricting (a little higher than in
2011). This means five districts fully in the
Valley and, in line with our recommendation,
one single contiguous over-the-Pass district
with a 67 percent Valley majority. This is
most likely CD5, which should include
Sherman Oaks, Encino, and other adjacent
communities.
Our estimate of 5.67 districts is close, but
not exact. We ask the Commission to have
Redistricting Partners determine the total
population for the San Fernando Valley
portion of the city and publish this on the
Commission’s website within one week.
This will allow the public to draw maps that
give the Valley its fair share on the Council.
Thank you for all you do.
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Current LA City Council Districts from 2011 Redistricting
The current CD4 and CD5 Council Districts have convoluted and gerrymandered boundaries that isolate
Sherman Oaks and Encino from their adjacent Communities of Interest, as shown in the 2011 map below.
Both CD4 and CD5 suffer because the 2011 Redistricting Commission chose to have two over-the-Pass
districts instead of a single district that is fully contiguous in the Valley. This reduced the Valley’s political
clout on the City Council. In addition, the 2011 Commission finagled Valley district boundaries to deprive
the Valley of about 28,000 residents in CD4 and CD5. If the 2011 Commission had fairly balanced the
Valley population of a single over-the-Pass district, that district would have had a 62-percent Valley
majority in 2011 that could have supported a Valley-based councilmember.

Valley Deserves 5.67 Districts in 2021 Redistricting
The recently released 2020 Census data now supports 5.67 districts for the Valley. This means the Valley
deserves five districts fully in the Valley (the same as it now has) plus 67 percent of a district shared overthe-Pass with the Westside. This over-the-Pass district should be fully contiguous in the Valley.
This is based on a total Los Angeles City 2020 Census population of 3,898,725 and a good estimate of
1,474,515 for the Valley portion of the City’s population. The Valley’s fair share of the 15 Council
Districts is 5.67 districts based on these populations. We have asked the Redistricting Commission to
provide exact data on the Valley population and post it on their website.
The maps on the following pages provide two possible ways to redistrict CD5 and provide the Valley its
fair share. These are good starting points for further discussion.

Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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SOHA Possibility 1 for Redistricted CD5
Using the 2021 LA City Council Redistricting Commission’s “Districtr” mapping software, SOHA
prepared one preliminary arrangement of a single contiguous over-the-Pass 67 percent Valley-majority
Council District 5, as shown below.

The CD5 arrangement includes the entire Neighborhood Councils for Sherman Oaks, Encino, and Lake
Balboa. It includes POSO (Part of Sherman Oaks) which was added to the Sherman Oaks Community by
City Council action in July 2009 (Council File 08-2758). It also includes a small portion of Van Nuys to
fairly balance the population of the district in the Valley to achieve the 67 percent Valley majority required
by Census data. The Valley portion of this redistricted CD5 Possibility 1 is fully contiguous in the Valley
and connects adjacent Communities of Interest. The Greater Toluca Lake NC has been moved from CD4
to CD2 in the Valley (as it is not contiguous with CD5).
To illustrate the complete district, we added three full NCs for Bel Air-Beverly Crest, Westwood, and North
Westwood. The actual arrangement of the Westside sections of CD5 would be based on Westside resident
public input.
The total population of this possible district is 258,486. This is slightly below the ideal average district
population of 259,916 but could be easily adjusted by adding population in the Valley and/or Westside.
The map above can be found at: https://districtr.org/plan/38486.
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SOHA Possibility 2 for Redistricted CD5
Using the 2021 LA City Council Redistricting Commission’s “Districtr” mapping software, SOHA
prepared a second possible arrangement of a single contiguous over-the-Pass 67 percent Valley-majority
Council District 5, as shown below.

This CD5 arrangement includes the entire Neighborhood Councils for Sherman Oaks, Encino, and Tarzana.
It includes POSO (Part of Sherman Oaks) which was added to the Sherman Oaks Community by City
Council action in July 2009 (Council File 08-2758). It also includes small portions of Van Nuys and Studio
City to fairly balance the population of the district in the Valley to achieve the 67 percent Valley majority
required by Census data. These portions are slightly larger for this Possibility 2 because the population of
Tarzana is slightly less than that of Lake Balboa. The Valley portion of this redistricted CD5 Possibility 2
is fully contiguous in the Valley and connects adjacent Communities of Interest. The Greater Toluca Lake
NC has been moved from CD4 to CD2 in the Valley (as it is not contiguous with CD5).
To illustrate the complete district, we added three full NCs for Bel Air-Beverly Crest, Westwood, and North
Westwood. The actual arrangement of the Westside sections of CD5 would be based on Westside resident
public input.
The total population of this possible district is 257,447. This is slightly below the ideal average district
population of 259,916 but could be easily adjusted by adding population in the Valley and/or Westside.
The map above can be found at: https://districtr.org/plan/38479.
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August 30, 2021
Los Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Subject: Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association Redistricting Recommendation for New CD5
Dear Commissioners,
Sherman Oaks is a united 76,000-person Community of Interest located on the southern border of the San
Fernando Valley at the Sepulveda Pass. The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA) has been a
powerful voice in the community since 1964. We want the entire Sherman Oaks community to be part of a
much revised single, Valley-contiguous, over-the-Pass Council District 5 (see map below) which has a fair
and balanced two-thirds Valley-majority population. This New CD5 map and its supporting details are
available on the Commission’s mapping software at https://districtr.org/COI/40623.
We worked with the Sherman Oaks
Neighborhood Council, Sherman
Oaks
Business
Improvement
District, Sherman Oaks Chamber of
Commerce, and communities of
Encino, Tarzana, and Bel AirBeverly Crest as we developed our
map. New CD5 includes the
complete unsplit Neighborhood
Councils of Sherman Oaks, Encino,
Tarzana,
Bel Air-Beverly Crest,
North Westwood, and Westwood,
plus add-on areas in the Valley
critical to balance population.
This letter provides our detailed
recommendations and explanations
for this significant New CD5
redistricting. The Valley did not get
its fair share in 2011 redistricting
and deserves it this time around.
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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Two Inequitable Valley Over-the-Pass Districts in 2011 Redistricting
Sherman Oaks and Encino are the most vulnerable Valley communities during City Council redistricting
because they are located where districts historically cross over the Sepulveda Pass to the Westside.
In 2011 redistricting, the Sherman Oaks
and Encino Neighborhood Councils
(NCs) were kept whole but joined to
gerrymandered Westside districts through
tiny sliver or “isthmus” connections.
Sherman Oaks and Encino were unfairly
isolated and disconnected from their
adjacent Communities of Interest – on all
four sides of both communities. CD4 also
included Greater Toluca Lake, so the
district was not even contiguous within
the Valley. None of this was acceptable in
2011 and it must not happen again.
If properly redistricted by the 2011
Commission, the Valley would have had
a single, contiguous, over-the-Pass CD5
with a 62 percent Valley majority. Such a
district could have elected its own Valleybased councilmember. But this didn’t happen, as documented in the Appendix G Minority Report from the
2011 Redistricting Commission Final Report. Instead, the Valley unfairly got two over-the-Pass districts
and neither had a Valley majority. The 2011 Commission also disenfranchised about 28,000 Valley
residents by unfairly increasing all full Valley district populations about 2.5 percent higher than the citywide
average. The Valley got a double short end of the stick in 2011.
SOHA Redistricting Recommendations
SOHA’s two recommendations eliminate the inequities suffered by Sherman Oaks during 2011 redistricting
and give the Valley an equitable fair share of council districts.
SOHA Recommendation 1. Single Contiguous Over-the-Pass Valley District – The Valley and Westside
must share only one single council district that is fully contiguous and compact in the Valley. The district
should primarily comprise complete Neighborhood Councils and communities to the maximum extent
practicable. This ensures that Valley Communities of Interest are not isolated and that the Valley gets its
fair share of representation on the City Council.
SOHA Recommendation 2. Fairly Balanced Valley District Populations – The average population of
the five full Valley districts (CD2, CD3, CD6, CD7, and CD12) must be as close as practicable to the
average population of all 15 council districts citywide. This ensures a fair balance of population between
the Valley and the rest of the city. It also continues to allow the Commission to adjust the populations of
individual council districts to correct imbalances, such as those due to census undercounts in the northeast
Valley or East Los Angeles.
Our recommendations are consistent with the city’s foundational redistricting elements as described in the
2011 Redistricting Commission Final Report: (1) be as equal in population as practicable; (2) be drawn in
conformance with state and federal law; (3) keep neighborhoods and Communities of Interest (COIs) intact
to the extent feasible; (4) utilize natural boundaries or street lines to the extent feasible; and (5) be
geographically compact and contiguous to the extent feasible.
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Recommendation 1 fairly and equitably fulfills both the Commission’s physical compactness and contiguity
redistricting requirements. It keeps Communities of Interest whole and ensures connectivity with their
natural and adjacent COIs. It also eliminates any taint of actual or perceived gerrymandering from 2011.
Recommendation 2 gives the Valley an equitable share of population in its districts and fulfills the
redistricting population equality requirement. It simply ensures that the Valley gets treated the same as the
rest of the city. Since the recommendation applies only to the overall average population of all full Valley
districts, it does not constrain the 2021 Commission’s ability to adjust individual Valley district populations
within the Commission’s ten-percent deviation allowance.
New CD5 Resulting from SOHA Recommendations
The results of our two recommendations are significant. They create a very different New Council District 5
than that from 2011 redistricting – a better, more appropriate district – as shown in our recommended New
CD5 map (see page 1). New CD5 includes the complete unsplit NCs of Sherman Oaks, Encino, Tarzana,
Bel Air-Beverly Crest, North Westwood, and Westwood, plus critical add-on areas in the Valley for correct
population balancing. New CD5 is fully contiguous in the Valley. Its three major Valley communities share
many interests and concerns, including the Ventura Boulevard commercial zone, hillsides, traffic
congestion, fire protection, transportation, and transit. Sherman Oaks and Bel Air-Beverly Crest also share
transit interests, especially for the Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project.
In New CD5, the Sherman Oaks community is whole and correctly includes POSO, Part of Sherman Oaks,
bounded by the 405 freeway (west), Oxnard Street (north), Hazeltine Avenue (east), and Burbank Boulevard
(south). POSO was officially added to the Sherman Oaks community by City Council action in July 2009
(Council File 08-2758). The Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council does not include POSO but should. The
current CD5 Chief of Staff resides in POSO.
Because New CD5 is contiguous within the Valley, Toluca Lake necessarily moves from CD4 to CD2, its
natural and adjacent Community of Interest.
2020 legacy Census data lets this all happen. The 2020 City of Los Angeles total population is 3,898,725.
Using Census data, SOHA estimated the 2020 Valley population at 1,476,502 and feels this is very close.
We have asked the Commission and its contractor, Redistricting Partners, to provide and publish an official
Valley population estimate. Based on these two populations, the Valley comprises about 38 percent of the
city’s population and deserves this same fair proportion of council districts, as illustrated below.

This math demonstrates that the Valley should ideally have 5.68 Council Districts. This means the five full
districts it already has (CD2, CD3, CD6, CD7, CD12) plus 68 percent of an additional single district. This
district is New CD5 which has the ideal 68 percent Valley-majority population. With this majority, New
CD5 could elect a Valley-based councilmember. That would be appropriate and wonderful.
Our recommended New CD5 map (page 1) shows population
by community. We included Van Nuys and Studio City “addon” areas to achieve 68 percent Valley population. The
Westside has 32 percent. The total district population is
259,984, very close to the ideal district population of 259,916.
We did a population-weighted calculation by community to
determine Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP) statistics
for New CD5 (table at right). The statistics are consistent with
those from current CD4 and current CD5.
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
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Westside Decides the Westside for New CD5
On the Westside, our New CD5 map shows only examples of how the district might be configured. SOHA
feels the Westside configuration is a Westside decision. However, the three NCs that we included – Bel
Air-Beverly Crest, North Westwood, and Westwood – do make good sense geographically and are complete
districts with no splitting required. We were able to rejoin the Bel Air-Beverly Crest NC which had been
split between CD4 and CD5 in 2011. The total Westside population of these three NCs is also a perfect
match to make the total district population ideal.
We considered an alternate configuration for the Westside portion of New CD5. This included the complete
Brentwood NC, which makes excellent geographic sense. Brentwood would extend from Encino in a wide
swath on the west side of the 405 freeway. However, we did not choose this configuration because the
Brentwood NC population was not a good match. We would have had to eliminate the North Westwood
NC and split the Westwood NC, which we didn’t think appropriate. But the Commission may want to
consider this option.
New CD5 Is Fair and a Good Fit
All in all, SOHA thinks our recommended New CD5 map offers the Valley its fair share and fulfills the
Commission’s redistricting mission very well. We are very excited about our recommended map and the
opportunity to again join or neighboring communities in a single compact and contiguous district.
It’s a busy time for redistricting and new information is becoming available almost daily. SOHA may update
its recommendation if further important information and/or community input become available.
Thank you for your consideration and the opportunity to submit our recommended New CD5 map. We are
all working together for a better city.
Respectfully,

Bob Anderson
Board Member and Chair, Redistricting Committee
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
BobHillsideOrdinance@gmail.com
(213) 364-7470
cc: Commissioner Alexandra Suh (CD4 appointee), Commissioner Rocky Delgadillo (CD5 appointee),
Rafael Gonzalez (Commission Director of Community Outreach and Engagement), Councilmember
Nithya Raman (CD4), Najeeba Syeed (CD4 Chief of Staff), Andrea Conant (CD4 Deputy Chief of Staff
and District Director), Councilmember Paul Koretz (CD5), Joan Pelico (CD5 Chief of Staff),
David Hersch (CD5 Deputy Chief of Staff), Councilmember Paul Krekorian (CD2), Karo Torossian
(CD2 Chief of Staff), Councilmember Bob Blumenfield (CD3), Lisa Hansen (CD3 Chief of Staff),
Council President Nury Martinez (CD6), Ackley Padilla (CD6 Chief of Staff), Jeffrey Hartsough
(President, Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council), Tammy Scher (Chair, Sherman Oaks Chamber of
Commerce), Leslie Elkan (President, Village at Sherman Oaks Business Improvement District),
Jodie Francisco (Redistricting Committee Chair, Encino Neighborhood Council), Eliot Cohen
(President, Homeowners of Encino), Dave Garfinkle (Land Use Chair, Tarzana Neighborhood
Council), Travis Longcore (Redistricting Task Force, Bel Air-Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council),
Shawn Bayliss (Executive Director, Bel Air Association), Stuart Waldman (Valley Industry and
Commerce Association)
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September 15, 2021
Los Angeles City Council 2021 Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Subject: SOHA Redistricting Recommendation for Cahuenga Pass Alternative
Reference: SOHA Redistricting Recommendation for New CD5, August 30, 2021
Dear Commissioners,
The Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association (SOHA) submitted its initial recommendation for a New CD5
in the referenced letter. Based on information learned at the Ad Hoc Regional Groups Commission Meeting
on September 13th, we submit an additional alternative recommendation for a district that crosses the hills
through the Cahuenga Pass rather than the Sepulveda Pass (see map below). Our recommended Cahuenga
Pass Alternative District has a fair and balanced two-thirds Valley-majority population. Its map is available
on the Commission’s mapping software at https://districtr.org/COI/47165.
SOHA’s Cahuenga Pass
Alternative
District
includes the complete
intact
Neighborhood
Councils of Sherman
Oaks, Encino, Studio
City,
Toluca
Lake,
Hollywood Hills West,
Hollywood United, and
Central Hollywood. This
letter provides details
about our recommended
alternative district.
We hope the Commission
will seriously consider our
alternative district.
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Keeps All Neighborhood Councils and Communities Whole and Intact
The Commission has emphasized the importance of keeping communities intact and we concur. Our
recommended Cahuenga Pass Alternative District comprises seven Neighborhood Councils and each of
these is whole and intact. We were especially keen on accomplishing this because several of the illustrative
maps in the Commission’s Region 3 Ad Hoc Group Memo and Region 4 Ad Hoc Group Memo did not
keep Sherman Oaks whole and intact. This frankly surprised and even scared us. It almost seemed like the
parties drawing the maps were more interested in having all fifteen district populations as close as possible,
without any consideration of keeping communities and NCs intact.
For example, many of the Memos’ illustrative maps placed the southern two-thirds of Sherman Oaks in a
different district than the northern one-third. Most of the maps also did not include POSO, Part of Sherman
Oaks, in the Sherman Oaks community. POSO is bounded by the 405 freeway (west), Oxnard Street (north),
Hazeltine Avenue (east), and Burbank Boulevard (south). It was officially added to the Sherman Oaks
community by City Council action in July 2009 (Council File 08-2758). The 2011 Redistricting
Commission Final Report noted a “de facto policy decision to maintain and respect communities and
neighborhoods that had been identified by the Los Angeles City Community Renaming Policy” and
specifically mentioned Sherman Oaks. The Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council does not include POSO
but should. POSO is an integral part of the Sherman Oaks Community of Interest, and SOHA wants to
retain it in our council district. All our recommended district maps include POSO within Sherman Oaks.
District Population Slightly Below Ideal But Well Within Required Deviation
The total population of our recommended Cahuenga Pass Alternative District is 254,156. This is 2.2 percent
below the ideal district population of 259,915. It is well within the 10 percent deviation between the smallest
to largest district, which translates to a population range of about 247,000 to 273,000 per district. Deviation
is an important tool that the Commission can use to keep NCs and communities intact, and that is what we
have done with our recommended alternative district.
Connects Media and Entertainment Communities Over the Pass
SOHA’s recommended Cahuenga Pass Alternative District fulfills a Region 4 Ad Hoc Group Memo
Guiding Principle to keep the neighborhoods comprising the “Media and Entertainment” communities
together. Our district connects Studio City and Toluca Lake in the Valley with three Hollywood NCs. It is
possible to add the complete North Hollywood NC (population 49,800) to our alternative district by
swapping it for Encino (population 46,900). This retains the district’s balanced Valley majority population
and total district population.
It is also possible to add the complete Valley Village NC to the district, but this would require removing
the Central Hollywood NC to maintain the necessary total district population. The Valley Village addition
would increase the Valley majority in the district to about 80 percent, which is above the ideal balance but
achievable within district population deviation limits should the Commission desire.
District Fulfills SOHA Redistricting Recommendations
SOHA made two overarching recommendations to the Commission, and we are pleased to see these
addressed in the Ad Hoc Regional Group Memos. First, we recommended that there be only a single
compact contiguous over-the-Pass district connecting the Valley to the rest of the city. Our alternative
district fulfills this recommendation using the Cahuenga Pass. Second, we recommended a fair balance of
population between the Valley and the rest of the city. Our alternative district fulfills this recommendation
by having a 68 percent Valley majority population. This is consistent with the Valley’s portion of the
citywide population as further explained in our referenced letter.
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Hollywood Decides the Hollywood Side
On the Hollywood side of the Cahuenga Pass, our recommended alternative district includes only examples
of how the district might be configured. The total Hollywood side population of its three NCs is a perfect
match to achieve a compact and contiguous district with the necessary total district population. As long as
the 68 percent Valley majority population of our recommended alternative district is maintained, the
Hollywood side can be reconfigured as necessary.
Is Cahuenga Pass Alternative District New CD5 or Possibly New CD4?
SOHA’s recommended Cahuenga Pass Alternative District would become a new Valley-majority district
different from the current five full Valley districts (CD2, CD3, CD6, CD7, and CD12). Councilmember
Krekorian’s current CD2 would have to move north of Studio City. We believe that Councilmember
Krekorian lives in the Studio City hillsides. This means that he would no longer reside in CD2, but the City
Charter allows him to retain his office through the completion of his term in 2024 when he is termed out.
Our Cahuenga Pass Alternative District includes Encino, which is currently in CD5 (Councilmember
Koretz). It would make sense to name our district New CD5. We believe Councilmember Koretz lives on
the Westside. This means that he would no longer reside in New CD5 but would retain his office through
the completion of his term in 2022 when he is termed out.
Our Cahuenga Pass Alternative District also includes Sherman Oaks, Toluca Lake, and three Hollywood
NCs, which are currently in CD4 (Councilmember Raman). Thus, it would alternately make sense to name
our district New CD4. We believe Councilmember Raman lives in Silver Lake. This means that she would
no longer reside in New CD4 but would retain her office through the completion of her term in 2024. She
is not termed out in 2024 and would have to relocate her residence to recompete for her CD4 office. We
hope the Commission can shed some light on whether our alternative district would be CD5 or CD4.
SOHA Cahuenga Pass Alternative Is Fair and Excellent District
SOHA’s recommended Cahuenga Pass Alternative District offers the Valley its fair share and fulfills the
Commission’s redistricting mission very well. Thank you for your consideration and the opportunity to
submit our additional recommendation.
Respectfully,

Bob Anderson
Board Member and Chair, Redistricting Committee
Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association
BobHillsideOrdinance@gmail.com
(213) 364-7470
cc: Commissioner Alexandra Suh (CD4 appointee), Commissioner Rocky Delgadillo (CD5 appointee), Rafael Gonzalez
(Commission Director of Community Outreach and Engagement), Councilmember Nithya Raman (CD4),
Najeeba Syeed (CD4 Chief of Staff), Andrea Conant (CD4 Deputy Chief of Staff and District Director),
Councilmember Paul Koretz (CD5), Joan Pelico (CD5 Chief of Staff), David Hersch (CD5 Deputy Chief of Staff),
Councilmember Paul Krekorian (CD2), Karo Torossian (CD2 Chief of Staff), Barry Johnson (Studio City Residents
Association, Councilmember Bob Blumenfield (CD3), Lisa Hansen (CD3 Chief of Staff), Council President
Nury Martinez (CD6), Ackley Padilla (CD6 Chief of Staff), Jeffrey Hartsough (President, Sherman Oaks
Neighborhood Council), Tammy Scher (Chair, Sherman Oaks Chamber of Commerce), Leslie Elkan (President,
Village at Sherman Oaks Business Improvement District), Ann O’Connor (POSO, Part of Sherman Oaks),
Jodie Francisco (Redistricting Committee Chair, Encino Neighborhood Council), Eliot Cohen (President,
Homeowners of Encino), David Garfinkle (Land Use Chair, Tarzana Neighborhood Council), Travis Longcore
(Redistricting Task Force, Bel Air-Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council), Shawn Bayliss (Executive Director, Bel Air
Association), Stuart Waldman (Valley Industry and Commerce Association)
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3 of 3

September 17, 2021
Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Commissioners,
The South Park neighborhood consists of 52-blocks in the southwest corner of
Downtown Los Angeles and includes significant real estate and community anchors
such as the Staples Center, L.A. LIVE, Los Angeles Convention Center and the
California Hospital Medical Center. Not only does the neighborhood play host to
millions of visitors, convention- and event-goers; it is also home to more than
12,000 Angelenos, making it the residential hub within the broader downtown
community, as well as the fastest-growing residential population in the City of Los
Angeles. The neighborhood has seen the majority of the ground-up development in
DTLA over the past 15 years, and most of those projects are residential buildings.
Currently, there are nine projects under construction (six residential buildings
totaling 2,352 units and three hotels totaling 475 keys). In the pipeline, there are
40 projects: 23 residential buildings totaling 8,486 units; 15 hotels totaling 6,886
keys; and one office building bringing in an additional 80,000 sf. Clearly the growth
we’ve seen since the STAPLES Center put South Park on the map in 1999 shows no
indication of slowing down.
Established in 2005, the South Park Business Improvement District (SPBID) is a
nonprofit organization providing maintenance, security, community-building, and
economic development programs for residents, property owners, visitors and
businesses in the area. Our mission is to maintain a clean, safe and vibrant
neighborhood for all. In addition to programming, the BID achieves these goals by
consistently taking a holistic view of the neighborhood – What do residents need by
way of retail? Can workers walk safely from train stations to their place of
employment? – as well as understanding how the neighborhood fits into the
broader context of downtown, and working with partners from both the public and
private sector to align initiatives and achieve common goals.
While there are certainly landmarks and characteristics that make South Park
unique, most of the challenges our neighborhood faces are felt by our neighbors in
Downtown to a similar degree: Fashion District, Historic Core, Bunker Hill, Financial
District, Jewelry District, Arts District, Little Tokyo, Industrial District, and
Chinatown. Collectively, Downtown is the economic generator for the Greater Los
Angeles Region. More than 16% of all overnight visitors in LA County happen in
Downtown. Downtown accounts for only 1% of the City’s land but contains more
than 30% of new apartments over the last decade and 18% of jobs. For these

reasons – and many more – it is imperative that the Commission designate Downtown as a Community
of Interest, and consider that this area be represented by a single councilperson, as opposed to the
current makeup of three representatives at the local government level: CD1, CD9, and CD14.
The redistricting process lays out a complex set of legal requirements that guide the drawing of new city
council districts. The concept of preserving communities of interest is a guiding principle in this process.
Communities of interest are defined as identifiable, shared interests that exist in one geographic area.
Common interests can include housing and economic patterns and transportation preferences.
DTLA has transformed into a vibrant, urban community with a growing voting bloc in the last two
decades. We expect to grow even more as our city leaders significantly expand capacity for new housing
and development through the proposed DTLA 2040 Community Plan (DTLA 2040), a critical document
that will guide DTLA’s future. According to the plan, DTLA is defined by its:
•
•
•

•

Growing residential population – Home to approximately 80,000 residents and is expected to
grow to well over 200,000 residents in the next two decades.
Rich mobility options – As the region’s transit hub, 40% of all Metro Rapid Bus Lines serve DTLA
in addition to the many fixed rail stations.
Historical assets – A historic community home to 190 Historic Cultural Monuments, and 4
Designated Historic Districts including Little Tokyo, Theater District, Chinatown and Olvera
Street.
Center for economic activity - DTLA represents 1% of the city’s land but 18% of its jobs.i

People move to DTLA to live an urban lifestyle that provides housing close to work, walkable streets,
reduced reliance on cars and proximity to our world-renowned historical assets, cultural institutions,
museums, sports stadiums and restaurants. DTLA’s growing residential population, strong connection
to transit and high concentration of jobs make it a uniquely urban community distinctly different from
other neighborhoods in the city.
Effective Political Representation
DTLA must be treated like the important community that it is, and our growing voter bloc deserves to
choose our political representative. Our coalition has a shared set of priorities including welcoming
sustainable, multi-modal transportation and valuing dense, vertical housing options. We also face
challenges such as helping the significant number of individuals living on our streets, and while we know
that our entire city is impacted by homelessness, our failed policy of containment in DTLA requires a
tailored approach.
This year’s redistricting process determines new council district boundaries that will directly impact
DTLA’s ability to elect representatives that will share our priorities. We believe a DTLA representative
that fully understands our needs will lead to a comprehensive policy vision and clear leadership.
South Park business improvement District
1150-B South Hope St, Los Angeles, CA 90015
www.southpark.la

Downtown’s stakeholders share common interests and concerns that are different from other
neighborhoods in the city. Our neighborhoods must remain a united community of interest that can
rely on one elected councilperson to deliver tailored policies and solutions. Given that the majority of
DTLA is currently represented by Council District 14, we propose including those neighborhoods that are
in DTLA but not represented by CD14 into the district.
There are also practical and legal reasons to keep DTLA as a community of interest with political
representation within one council district, including:
•
•

•

•

DTLA has a contiguous population that shares common social and economic preferences for
urban living.
The Fair Maps Act (AB 849) directs cities and counties to keep neighborhoods unified based on
contiguity and the geographic integrity of any local neighborhood or local community of
interest.
Much of DTLA is currently represented by one council district (CD 14) with boundaries that
adhere to key redistricting criteria including compactness, political boundaries and existing
geographic boundaries like freeways and the LA River.
DTLA is expected to provide 20% of the city’s future housing growth. This responsibility requires
accountable leadership.

We appreciate your willingness to serve on the Redistricting Commission, and hope as you deliberate
the new boundaries, you are driven by the spirit of the City Charter while promoting population
equality, physical compactness, fair demographic representation and contiguity.
Sincerely,
Ellen Riotto
Executive Director
South Park Business Improvement District
CC: City Attorney Mike Feuer
City Controller Ron Galperin
Los Angeles City Council
Mayor Eric Garcetti

i

US Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies, LEHD
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September 12, 2021
Dear Commissioners:
The Village At Sherman Oaks Business Improvement District (BID) was created
over two decades ago in 1999. Funded by the commercial property owners near
the intersection of Ventura and Van Nuys Boulevards, the BID has consistently
been lauded for being a high-quality pedestrian-friendly destination in the Valley.
Over the last ten years, the BID board has noticed significant differences in
services given to the Westside. The representation of the Valley residents in the
over-the-Pass district, CD4, for the last decade has been poor because a majority
of the population of CD4 lives on the Westside, dwarfing the number of
constituents living in Sherman Oaks.
Sherman Oaks, Encino, and Tarzana share many of the same quality of life issues
and are all subject to the Ventura Cahuenga Specific Plan. These Communities will
be significantly affected by the Sepulveda Pass transit corridor project and the
persistent expansion of VNY. A representative Council District is needed to make
sure the San Fernando Valley residents in Sherman Oaks, Encino, and Tarzana get
their fair share of services. The BID requests the Redistricting Commission adopt
the excellent plan the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association has recommended.
Our BID has a good relationship with our Councilmember. Our desire to join CD5
has nothing to do with our Councilmember. But we feel being in a majority-valley
council district would be the most beneficial for us in the long run.
Sincerely, Leslie Elkan
President
14528 Ventura Blvd., Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
818-326-0273

University Relations

Samuel Garrison
Senior Vice President

September 29, 2021
Honorable Commissioners
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: USC and Exposition Park - Redistricting Commission
Dear Commissioners:
Thank you for your commitment to the City of Los Angeles’ redistricting process to
ensure fair and inclusive representation. USC strongly supports the Commission’s
mission and principles, which include keeping neighborhoods and communities
intact, utilizing natural boundaries or street lines, and being geographically
compact.
Based on those principles, the University strongly encourages the Commission to
ensure that the entirety of USC’s University Park Campus and Exposition Park (Expo
Park) are kept together in a single City Council District. This is consistent with
decades of previous redistricting efforts that recognized the close relationship
between USC and Expo Park that dates to back the late 1800s
USC has long viewed our campus and Expo Park as extensions of each other, as
evidenced by our strong, close collaboration with all park partners including USC’s
stewardship of the Los Angeles Memorial Coliseum. We are part of the same
community and have longstanding, recognized boundaries and street lines. By
staying together, USC and Expo Park will be able to continue our shared missions to
serve the neighboring community and all of Los Angeles.
Sincerely,

Samuel Garrison
Senior Vice President
USC University Relations

University of Southern California
1150 S. Olive Street, Suite 1350, Los Angeles, California 90015 • Tel: 213 740 6614

SAN FERNANDO VALLEY REDISTRICTING COALITION
Dear Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission,
Bounded by the Santa Susana Mountains to the north and west, Mulholland Drive to the south,
and the San Gabriel Mountains to the east, the Valley is a distinct geographic area that cannot
simply be piecemealed into majority Westside and downtown Los Angeles districts. We support
the creation of districts that maximize the connection that our elected officials have with the San
Fernando Valley.
The San Fernando Valley Redistricting Coalition is a coalition of Neighborhood Councils,
Residents Associations, Business Groups and Chambers of Commerce.
The San Fernando Valley Redistricting Coalition supports the following principles for the City of
Los Angeles 2021 Redistricting Process:
1. Our community is best served by a redistricting that maximized the number of districts
that are either wholly within the Valley or in which the Valley is the most influential voter
bloc.
2. To ensure full and adequate representation for the San Fernando Valley, we support
Valley-only Council districts, with the exception of one Council district.
3. If it is necessary to merge one Valley seat with areas outside of the Valley, the
preference is to have a minimum of 50% of that district within the San Fernando Valley.
4. Our goals for redistricting are non-partisan and are only to be shaped by the interest of
maximizing representation and advancing goals of Valley businesses and residents.
5. All legally recognized communities should be kept together as part of compact and
contiguous districts which shall recognize geographic features and natural boundaries.
6. If a legally recognized community must be divided, it would be best to divide that
community along Neighborhood Council boundaries instead of geographic boundaries
like roads and rivers.
7. If a community must be divided it should be placed in no more than two districts.
8. Communities impacted by specific uses, such the Van Nuys Airport impacted
communities of Van Nuys and Lake Balboa or the Sepulveda Basin impacted community
of Lake Balboa, should be in the same districts.
Thank you for your consideration. We look forward to your support for plans that respect the
distinctive communities of the San Fernando Valley.

Sincerely,
A project of the Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA) and the VICA Foundation.

Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA)
San Fernando Valley Chamber of Commerce
United Chambers of Commerce
Valley Economic Alliance
Studio City Residents Association
Lake Balboa Neighborhood Council
(Full list of coalition partners pending)

September 29, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021
Los Angeles City Hall
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles CA 90012
Dear Commissioners,
The Valley Village Residents Association (VVRA) would like to convey our support for Draft Map K2,
District A.
We believe that this map best groups us with neighbors who we rely on as strong community partners.
VVRA has worked with our neighbors to improve the quality of life and to advocate for the causes that are
unique to our corner of the Valley. This work includes the Orange Line, Burbank Airport, community
beautification projects and homeless outreach, to name a few. Additionally, VVRA and NCVV have been
working tirelessly on the LA City Planning Community Plan Update. This update is premised not just on the
community itself but also the community’s relationship to its neighbors. We share open space, shopping,
transportation and so many other important resources – for this reasons we endorse Draft Map K2, District A.
Best,

Beth Fulton
President

________________________________________________________________
October 19, 2021

Mr. Fred Ali, Chairperson and Honorable Commission Members
Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
SENT VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Honorable Commission Members,
On behalf of Warner Center Association, I strongly urge the Redistricting
Commission to adopt a district map that retains the entire Woodland Hills
community and the entirety of Warner Center, as reflected in our October 4, 2021
letter and attachments, within City Council District 3. It is our understanding that
alternative plans have been proposed showing Woodland Hills and/or Warner
Center being bifurcated into two Council Districts; we strongly object to any such
proposals.
I appreciate the Commission’s consideration of both this letter and our letter of
October 4, 2021.
Please feel free to contact our Executive Director, Brad Rosenheim at Brad@raainc.com or by phone at (818) 716-2689 if you would like to discuss this matter
further.
Sincerely,

David Allison, Chairman
WARNER CENTER ASSOCIATION

Westwood Gardens Civic Association
Since 1948

P.O. Box 642001 Los Angeles, Ca. 90064
westwoodgardens@gmail.com

October 4, 2021
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
ATTN: Fred Ali, Chair
ATTN: Frank Cardenas, Executive Director
I am writing on behalf of Westwood Gardens Civic Association, Inc., a long standing
homeowner’s association within City Council District 5, and the Westside Neighborhood
Council. We are comprised of over 600 single family homes, with boundaries of National Blvd.,
Pico Blvd., Overland Ave., and Midvale Ave. on the west. We wish to remain within Council
District 5, and not be moved into Council District 10.
We urge you to oppose Map L because it ignores historical boundaries, divides the
Neighborhood Council into 3 districts and splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners’
associations. And it will also dilute our input and voice on local city issues.
We urge you to SUPPORT MAP K2.5 because it keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely
within a single City Council District 5, respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’
associations and continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities both north and
south of Pico Blvd. We support K2.5 because it applies logical boundaries and respects the
“Voting Rights Act’ that protects people of color and all people from political gerrymandering.
We urge the Commission to select only Map K2.5 for public consideration.
Respectfully submitted,

Marilyn Tusher, President
Westwood Gardens Civic Association, Inc.

September 29, 2021
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
ATTN: Fred Ali, Chair
ATTN: Frank Cardenas, Executive Director
I am writing on behalf of Westwood Gardens Civic Association, Inc., a long standing
homeowner’s association within City Council District 5, and the Westside Neighborhood
Council. We are comprised of over 600 single family homes, with boundaries of National Blvd.,
Pico Blvd., Overland Ave., and Midvale Ave. on the west. We wish to remain within Council
District 5, and not be moved into Council District 10.
We urge you to oppose Map L because it ignores historical boundaries, divides the
Neighborhood Council into 3 districts and splits up longstanding and prominent homeowners’
associations. And it will also dilute our input and voice on local city issues.
We urge you to SUPPORT MAP K2 because it keeps our Neighborhood Council entirely within
a single City Council District 5, respects boundaries of prominent homeowners’ associations and
continues the historical relationship of the Westside communities both north and south of Pico
Blvd. We support K2 because it applies logical boundaries and respects the “Voting Rights Act’
that protects people of color and all people from political gerrymandering.
We urge the Commission to select only Map K2 for public consideration.
Respectfully submitted,
Marilyn Tusher, President
Westwood Gardens Civic Association, Inc.

Wilshire Park
Association

Wilshire Park
Association
5482 Wilshire Blvd.
#218
Los Angeles, CA
90036

September 16,
2021

Dear
Commissioners,
We are writing today regarding our neighborhood Wilshire Park, whose historic homes
we have worked very hard for decades to preserve. Our Community of Interest is bounded by
Crenshaw Boulevard on the west, Wilshire Boulevard on the North, South Wilton Place on
the east, and Olympic Boulevard on the south. Our community of interest is designated
by City signage at major intersections.
Wilshire Park neighbors regularly meet as a community concerning neighborhood
issues. Our Wilshire Park Association is a 501(c)(3) educational non-profit corporation
and is comprised of residents that meet regularly and engage in local community benefit
projects. Wilshire Park and it neighbors also worked very hard to form the Wilshire Park
Historic Preservation Overly District (HPOZ), established in 2008, which is actively
governed by the City and the HPOZ Board, in order to preserve our historic character.

The northern half of Wilshire Park, from 8th Street North to Wilshire Boulevard is located
in the Park Mile Specific Plan (1979), which is a shared community of interest for our
residents. The Park Mile board governs land use and architectural design. Also, all of
Wilshire Park is and has for 100 years been located within the area of Los Angeles known
as Greater Wilshire. Wilshire Park along with 14 other similar neighborhoods have been
working together for decades. All of us elected in 2000 to jointly form the Greater Wilshire
Neighborhood Council (GWNC), which was certified by the City of Los Angeles in 2003.
We were shocked and disappointed to learn in the last two weeks, for the first time, of a
plan to abduct portions of our 100 year-old historic neighborhood, including the Wilshire
Park HPOZ and portions of the Park Mile Specific Plan, to remove us from our home
within the GWNC and Council District 4, and to add us to an inappropriately expanded
Koreatown City Council district. To our terrible surprise, this scheme has apparently been
in the works for almost a year. We also have just now learned that the City Council
Redistricting Commission contracted with the KYCC for its outreach to Communities of
Interest.
There was ZERO OUTREACH done by KYCC to the Wilshire Park Association or its
residents, nor was any done to the GWNC. We have been completely blindsided.
We agree with the stated position of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council and the
stakeholders in its neighborhood Communities of Interest to stay unified, to keep its
communities whole and intact in one Council District. We further emphatically state that
we share no Community of Interest with our Koreatown neighbors.
We were even more surprised to hear that the Redistricting Commission Ad Hoc
Committee recommended changing the City Council maps at the September 13th
redistricting hearing, from the current City Council Boundary Map to the Koreatown
Task Force Redistricting Map, which shows our neighborhood, Wilshire Park, (and other
communities of the GWNC) within the Koreatown boundaries.
This action is COMPLETELY against City Council File 09-0606, which established
the boundaries of Koreatown along the current Western Avenue border when
Koreatown was officially named in 2010.
This action also defies the long-established community of interest boundaries of the GWNC and
Wilshire Center Koreatown.
Why is redefining Koreatown's boundaries even an issue? They have been defined. When the

GWNC understood the magnitude of the deception that is being practiced by the KYCC
and the Koreatown Task Force, the GWNC asked the leaders of the Koreatown Task

Force to attend a special GWNC meeting. We in Wilshire Park were also in attendance. At
that special meeting, the Task Force president and its lawyer admitted the following things
on the record:
• The Task Force did no outreach to the GWNC or its
neighborhoods.
• The Task Force did not outreach to the Wilshire Center
Koreatown NC.
• The Task Force did not claim any ethnic Community of Interest with any
GWNC neighborhoods, including Wilshire Park.
• In fact, they conceded that there is no shared Korean ethnicity within Koreatown,
and stated that the predominant ethnicity is Latino.

• They could not identify any landmark as a basis for claiming a Koreatown
community of interest in our neighborhoods.
• Instead, their entire claim to our geography was based on what their lawyer identified
as "conversations" with unnamed persons.
We respectfully request that the Commissioners do not take into account the unverified

change.org petition and the false actions of the Koreatown Task Force on Redistricting.
We also ask that you investigate and admonish the KYCC, who facilitated this deception.
Finally, we ask that you listen to the true stakeholders of Wilshire Park, its HPOZ and the
Wilshire Park Association, who are so unfairly being threatened by a secret plan of
expansion that lacks any facts or basis.
Thank you for your attention to this. I refer you to our submitted map for additional
information. Please come out and visit our historic neighborhood and see for yourself.

Wilshire Park
Association

Peter C.
White/irke
President, Wilshire Park
Association

“Protecting the Integrity of our Community”

W.H.H.O.
Woodland Hills Homeowners Organization
Mailing: P.O. Box 6368, Woodland Hills, CA 91365
4128 Morro Dr, Woodland Hills, CA 91364
www.whho.com
______________________________________________________________
October 9, 2021
EXECUTIVE
DIRECTORS
John M. Walker
President
Dennis DiBiase
Vice President
Martin Lipkin
Vice President
Silvia Anthony
Murley
Treasurer
Nancy Porter
Secretary
DIRECTORS
AT LARGE
Ari Coine
Armen
Hovanessian
Shelly Schwartz
Aaron Williams
Bobbie
Wasserman
Founder Emeritus
Shirley Blessing
Pat Patton
In Memoriam
Founders
Gordon Murley
Herb Madsen

SENT VIA EMAIL ONLY
Email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
RE:

WHHO SUPPORT OF STAKEHOLDER MAP 57666

Dear Commissioners:
The Woodland Hills Homeowners Organization and all of our members in Woodland
Hills, Warner Center and throughout the West Valley first want to thank you for the time
and dedication you have spent thus far drawing new district lines. It is an important civic
duty and as volunteers spending countless hours in meetings and drawing maps, we want
you to know we appreciate all your efforts.
However, we are vehemently opposed to the currently favored draft map K 2.5, which is
currently the only Draft map being considered at this time. Unless K 2.5 is amended to
fix the Valley, we cannot support it in its current form. Map K 2.5 drastically alters the
fabric of the West San Fernando Valley, and while there are some positives they do not
outweigh the negatives.
Proper redistricting does not break up neighborhoods and communities of interest.
Unfortunately, that’s what map K 2.5 does to the current CD3.
Here are just some of the factors that make map K 2.5 unworkable:
• CD 3 loses Canoga Park, Winnetka, and Reseda keeping Tarzana.
• CD 3 becomes 16.6 miles wide.
• Warner Center is in 2 Districts and effects 3 Districts.
• Warner Center alone will gain 10,000 to 20,000 in population in the next 10
years when this CD3 deviation is already almost +12,000 which dilutes CD 3
votes.

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

75-80% of Ventura Boulevard is in one district affecting the membership of the Plan Review
Board.
NCs along Ventura Boulevard have different goals that are split east and west by the 405
Freeway.
Woodland Hills and Valley Glen/Valley Village have little common economic interests.
East Valley communities will draw district attention away from Warner Center and the West
Valley.
The new district (4 or 2) will have minimal interest in Warner Center.
CD 12 will have minimal interest in Warner Center.
Map splits too many NCs.
Would make CD 3 spread out and would not serve all citizens well.

While Map K 2.5 has been supported by the commissioner chosen to represent CD 3, we disagree and
strongly feel Map K 2.5 does not adequately protect the best interests of the current CD 3 (Woodland
Hills, Tarzana, Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda).
There is a map we do support - Stakeholder Map 57666 and we urge you to please take a look at it.
Stakeholder Map 57666 was also just unanimously approved by the Woodland Hills-Warner Center
Neighborhood Council’s Issues & Policies (WHIP) committee on Oct. 7th and is being brought forward
for a full board approval on Wednesday Oct. 13th.
Stakeholder Map 57666 has many positives including:
• CD 3 would keep Canoga Park and Tarzana, lose Winnetka and Reseda and re-gain West Hills,
which was formerly part of CD 3.
• Warner Center affects 2 Districts as now but differently.
• All NCs are whole with exception of part of Sepulveda basin important to Encino with no
population/voters.
• Ventura Boulevard only in 2 Council Districts, with control weighted more equally.
• CD 3 is slightly under ideal population, but growth of senior living and large apartment
complexes in Warner Center will add 10-20,000 population over next decade.
• Mulholland development and Specific Plan under 4 Council Districts.
• All Districts are relatively compact making it easier for a district to serve all citizens well.
• Mid-Valley District focused on the needs of Latinx populations.
• Mid-Valley District has a negative population deviation to accommodate ADU growth in the
West Valley where it is most feasible due to terrain limitations of CD 3 and CD12.
• CD 12 has almost the ideal population with Porter Ranch expected to continue to grow in
population
• CD 12 is close to current area except it loses West Hills and gains North Hills East.
• CD 7 remains much like it is now.
• This map minimizes the territory of Valley Districts outside of the Valley and still includes a
small entertainment District.
WHHO SUPPORT OF STAKEHOLDER MAP 57666
Formal Comments
Woodland Hills Homeowner’s Organization
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•
•

Hillside areas are focused in fewer districts than currently so development issues get more
attention.
The CD 3 contains the most important parts of the Orange Line that will support Warner Center
economy.

Stakeholder Map 57666

For all these reasons, the Woodland Hills Homeowners Organization (WHHO) rejects Map K 2.5 in its
current form and supports Stakeholder Map 57666 as it reflects how the West Valley should be
configured to best serve citizens.
We thank you for your consideration and we encourage you to adopt the Stakeholder Map 57666 for
District 3.
Respectfully submitted,

JOHN M. WALKER, Esq.
Present, W.H.H.O.
Woodland Hills Homeowners Organization.
WHHO SUPPORT OF STAKEHLDER MAP 57666
Formal Comments
Woodland Hills Homeowner’s Organization
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ECC:
Executive Director | Frank Cardenas | Email: frank.cardenas@lacity.org
Deputy Director |Arianna Bankler-Jukes | Email: arianna.jukes@lacity.org
Associate Director of Community Outreach and Engagement | Robert Battles | Email:
robert.battles@lacity.org
Program Assistant | Layla Hamedi| Email: layla.hamedi@lacity.org
Commissioner Emails
fred.ali@lacity.org
David.Hyun@lacity.org
sonja.diaz@lacity.org
richard.polanco@lacity.org
denis.cagna@lacity.org
richard.katz@lacity.org
alexandra.suh@lacity.org
rocky.delgadillo@lacity.org
valerie.shaw@lacity.org
miguel.martinez@lacity.org
edward.anderson@lacity.org
michele.prichard@lacity.org
natalie.freidberg@lacity.org
richard.katz@lacity.org
nam.le@lacity.org
elissa.d.barrett@lacity.org
maria.brenes@lacity.org
charisse.bremond@lacity.org
carlos.moreno@lacity.org
rachel.torres@lacity.org
wendy.mitchell@lacity.org
Tammy.Membreno@lacity.org
LA City Councilman, Bob Blumenfield,
bob.blumenfield@lacity.org
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West of Westwood
Homeowners Association
October 4, 2021

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
ATTN:
ATTN:

Fred Ali, Chair
Frank Cardenas, Executive Director

This letter is respectfully submitted by the West of Westwood Homeowners Association
(WOWHOA), supplementing previous letters expressing support for the positions
submitted to the LACCRC by the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) 1.
The WOWHOA enthusiastically endorses the WNC’s most recent letter to the LACCRC –
dated October 4, 2021 – that stated the WNC support for proposed Map K2.5 as adopted
by the LACCRC on September 30.
The importance of assigning to one single Council district the communities represented by
seven HOAs within the WNC area is of fundamental importance. We appreciate that Map
K2.5 achieves this objective, which was also implemented in the 2001 and 2011
redistricting that corrected the significant negative decisions made in the 1991 City Council
redistricting.
We also appreciate that, with respect to the area of concern to the WNC and the
WOWHOA, Map K2.5 affirms the LACCRC’s adherence to its previously-adopted criteria
and parameters for the redistricting process in 2021.
Sincerely,
Terri Tippit
Terri Tippit, President
Attachment (WOWHOA Boundaries)

West of Westwood Homeowners Association • P.O. Box 64496 • Los Angeles, CA , 90064
email:wowhoa@ca.rr.com website: www.wowhoa.org Phone: 310.475.2126

1

http://wncla.org

West of Westwood HOA Boundaries / Sections
WESTERN
SECTION

CENTRAL
SECTION

EASTERN
SECTION


VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
October 14, 2021
City Council Redistricting Commission City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
Dear Commissioners,
The Atwater Village Neighborhood Council supports Map K 2.5 Council District 13.
One update, that we would recommend: Take the North West Border to I5
Atwater Village Neighborhood Council boundary includes both sides of the river; our future council
district should do so too, using I5 as the border up to the 134 fwy.
Why: Atwater residents are confused by the existing district line that shifts at the
Glendale-Hyperion Bridge from CD13 into CD4 as you head north along the LA River. This small
shift, making I5 the council district border, would simplify river issues for residents of Atwater Village
by having one city contact for east and west bank problems along our 4-mile river border. (This
small change doesn’t include population; therefore, it would be procedural for the benefit of current
and future residents of Atwater Village.)
We believe Map K2.5 version of Council District 13 supports your mission and core values:
To strengthen the governance of the City of Los Angeles by empowering its communities to have
their diverse needs served through fair and inclusive representation.
Atwater Village has a shared interest with other Riverfront Communities such as Elysian Valley and
Glassell Park. We are all physically connected by the river, the bike path, bridges, parks and future
pedestrian/multi-use paths, furthermore we are all impacted by LA River policy at the City, County,
State and Federal levels.
We also recommend that the final approved district map keeps the current borders of Atwater
Village in one district.

Shared interests:
Atwater Village and Elysian Valley are probably the 2 most alike neighborhoods in North East Los
Angeles:
● Both communities are surrounded by infrastructure with limited access through and across.
● Both communities have residential homes and businesses on the riverfront.
● We deal with the multi-jurisdictional issues in and along the LA River beyond the city: county,
state, and federal entities.
● We have potential flood issues and future impacts rising from climate change.
● We have a shared history of events, community participation, and policy interests as river
communities.

●
●

Both communities are adjacent to I5 and per CalEnviroScreen are pollution burdened
communities with many scores above 75%.
We share the quality of life issues that only impact riverfront communities such as ours.

We hope you will consider moving the Council District 13 border to the I5 as noted above, which
would positively impact our residents.
We appreciate your efforts to keep Atwater Village whole and connected to communities of common
interest.
Sincerely,
Atwater Village Neighborhood Council

Appendix L.5:

Community Impact
Statements

September 14, 2021

VIA EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, California 90012
Re:

Bel Air-Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council Input on Redistricting

Dear Chair Ali and Commissioners:
Bel Air-Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council (BABCNC) was established in 2002 and has for
nearly 20 years served as the venue for coordination and cooperation across the community of
interest that it serves. The BABCNC represents the hillside communities stretching from Laurel
Canyon to Sepulveda Boulevard, and from Sunset Boulevard to Mulholland Drive. The
BABCNC is currently represented by two City Council districts.
Our Redistricting Task Force has reviewed the census data and used the Districtr mapping tool to
explore the possibilities for representing our neighborhood council area while achieving the
legally mandated goals of the redistricting process. From this experience we have the following
recommendations:
First, the 405 Freeway should represent a hard boundary for the western edge of Council District
5, all the way through the Sepulveda Pass to the southern extent. This natural break separates
OFFICERS
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communities of interest, their orientation toward commercial districts and other important
community features.
Second, our draft maps include two or more districts that extend from the San Fernando Valley
through to the Westside because of the similarity of interests shared among hillside residents on
either side of Mulholland Drive and extending down to the foothills on either side. We have
mapped several alternatives that do this and it is feasible.
Third, our extensive discussions stimulated by the Districtr tool resulted in a consensus that the
connection of the western portion of the BABCNC territory to the areas to the south (including
Westwood, Century City, Beverlywood, Cheviot Hills) is more important to keep communities
of interest together (including the concentration of similar religious institutions and associated
populations) than it is for Laurel Canyon and North of Sunset neighborhoods to be kept in the
same Council District as this western portion of BABCNC. Should BABCNC continue to be
represented by two Council Districts, then Coldwater Canyon, Bowmont Drive, Hazen Drive,
and Briarcrest Drive should be kept with the western portion of the territory (CD 5). This line is
also used by the police department to separate its service areas.
We have developed sample maps that illustrate these principles. The two sub-communities
within the BABCNC territory include Bel Air and Beverly Glen through Coldwater Canyon, as
follows:

https://districtr.org/COI/47000
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And then North of Sunset and Laurel Canyon:

https://districtr.org/COI/47001
These two parts of the BABCNC territory, if represented by two City Council districts in the
redistricting, would join with similar communities contiguous with them. In this example, the
BABCNC territory is represented by CD 4 in the east and CD 5 in the west, both of which
include the similar hillside areas on the north and south slopes of the mountains.

https://districtr.org/plan/47002

3

Although we prepared a map for the entire city as a demonstration that this configuration is
possible, we focus our recommendation on CD 4 and CD 5 and how the BABCNC territory
could be integrated into those districts in a manner that keeps together our communities of
interest.
This letter was approved by a 15-0 vote of the Bel Air-Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council at a
special meeting, publicly noticed pursuant to the Brown Act, on September 14, 2021, with a
quorum of 15 Board members present and voting.
Sincerely,

Travis Longcore, Ph.D., President
Bel Air-Beverly Crest Neighborhood Council
tlongcore@babcnc.org
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CHATSWORTH NEIGHBORHOOD
COUNCIL
P.O. Box 3395, Chatsworth, CA 91313-3395
Voice: (818) 464-3511 Fax: (818) 464-3585
http://chatsworthcouncil.org
Jeff Hammond, President - Andre van der Valk, Vice President –
Vicki Briskman Treasurer Jill Mather Secretary
Dorothy Allison, Georgia Altmayer, Kamesh Aysola, Shekhar Chikhalikar, Mark Cox, Frank Geraty,
Rob Glucksman, Daniel Huffman, Marianne King, Jeff Mackie, Marina Mackie, Nick Montano
Carey Tri, Linda van der Valk, Jim Van Gundy, Summer Walters, Geoffrey Williams

TO: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021 and Councilmember John Lee CD12
EMAIL: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org, Councilmember.Lee@lacity.org
FROM: Chatsworth Neighborhood Council
DATE: 10/8/2021
SUBJECT: FOR Redistricting Draft Map K-2.5
This is to inform you on October 6, 2021, the Chatsworth Neighborhood Council voted unanimously
(17 votes) to support the most recent redistricting map, Draft Map K-2.5.
Our main concerns were that the Chatsworth Neighborhood Council Boundary remains intact, that
we remain in one Council District, specifically CD12, and that the entire Chatsworth Nature
Preserve also remains in Council District 12.
We have followed the redistricting process since July 2021 and have paid close attention to all of
the revisions. Map K-2.5 fits well within the communities we have historically shared common
interests with as well as maintains the natural boundaries we highly value.
We thank the LACCRC for their hard work during this process,
Sincerely,
Jeff Hammond
CNC President

EAGLE ROCK
NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL

CITY OF
LOS ANGELES

Executive Committee
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September 7, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Commissioners,
We declare that on September 7, 2021, a Brown Act noticed public meeting was held by the Eagle Rock
Neighborhood Council (ERNC) at which a quorum was present. The ERNC unanimously passed a
motion to submit a letter to the Los Angeles Redistricting commission stressing the following core
requests:
●
●
●

Keep Eagle Rock whole and in a single Council District
Keep Eagle Rock together with its allied, neighboring communities of Highland Park,
Garvanza, El Serano, and Boyle Heights in a single district as they have been for decades
Keep Eagle Rock within a Council District 14 whose boundaries correspond to the existing
community edges of NELA--the hills, the freeways, the Arroyo, and the LA River

Eagle Rock is a unique community in that its borders are set on three sides by city limits, being bordered
by Pasadena on the East, and Glendale on the North and West. Eagle Rock established itself as its own
city in 1911 and remained an independent city for over a decade until it was annexed by the City of Los
Angeles in 1923. Eagle Rock continues to be a cohesive, clearly defined community with active civic
groups, a thriving business district, and a strong sense of identity. Our community’s geographic
understanding of itself is founded on its bounding by the ridgelines to the North, South, and East, and the
freeways to the North and West which are the logical edges of any District.
Like many neighborhoods in Los Angeles, Eagle Rock is centered along our major Boulevards--Colorado,
Eagle Rock, and Figueroa and it is incumbent that both sides remain in the same district and all
gerrymandered splits (such as what was done to Highland Park along York Boulevard be excluded from
any consideration.
For years our community and its organizations like The Eagle Rock Association (TERA) and the Eagle
Rock Neighborhood Council (ERNC) have successfully lobbied for important initiatives to help our

community such as the Colorado Boulevard Specific Plan, the “Take Back the Boulevard” improvements
for Colorado Blvd, and the “Rock the Boulevard” improvements for Eagle Rock Blvd. These initiatives
would not have succeeded if they had been piecemealed amongst different Districts, different
Councilmembers, and different staffs.
Eagle Rock and Highland Park are not just connected by a shared border. We share a sense of
community and connection through Occidental College, through efforts to improve Figueroa, and through
the York Blvd corridor. Eagle Rock and Highland Park have been part of Council District 14 since council
districts were first drawn almost 100 years ago in 1925. As the population Los Angeles has grown over
the decades, the communities of El Sereno, Garvanza, and Boyle Heights, have been added. These
communities form the central core of Council District 14 and should remain together in the Council
District. We fully support Highland Park’s request (echoed in the Region 2 ad hoc committee report) to
use this redistricting as an opportunity to undo the unjust division of their community and moving out from
that, we believe that all of Northeast LA is stronger if the council boundaries reflect our communities’ own
understood geography and the limits correspond to the existing topography, freeways, and city-limits
instead arbitrary gerrymanders.
Please acknowledge its receipt via email to: executive@ernc.la. Thank you.
Respectfully,

Richard M. Loew
President, Eagle Rock Neighborhood Council
cc: Office of Councilmember Kevin de León
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AUGUST 25, 2021
VIA EMAIL
LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION 2021
ATTN: REDISTRICTING.LACITY@LACITY.ORG

Community of Interest

Keep the EPNC under one Council District in the Redistricting Process
The Echo Park Neighborhood Council (EPNC) is requesting that the 2021
Redistricting Commission of the City of Los Angeles include the entire EPNC
boundary map (below) under one and only one City Council District.
Rationale:
● Presently, the EPNC is composed of representatives from our entire
community living in two separate council districts. This division creates
challenges of misrepresentation.
● Our community is as rich as our world community, comprised of diverse
cultures, languages, ages, abilities, belief systems, ethnicities, economies,
religions, gender identities, sexual preferences, family structures, talents and
solutions, etc. We pride in protecting the rights of our community members.
● EPNC ‘s members face diverse challenges as our homes are situated on
hillsides, next to freeways, busy highways, and over uncapped oil wells drilled
for 100 years.
● The EPNC Board has diverse committees that invest in public safety, street
cleanliness, decreasing tenant displacement, etc. As well as provide grants to
nonproﬁts whose volunteers work with our un-housed residents and the
improvement of our green environment.
● As noted in the link below, the Neighborhood of Echo Park demographics are:
42.9% Hispanic; 29.6% White; 3.1% Black; 2.1% Asian; 2.3% mixed; and 1.0% Other.
https://statisticalatlas.com/neighborhood/California/Los-Angeles/Echo-Park/Race-an
d-Ethnicity

RESOLUTION
On August 24, 2021, the EPNC Board of Governors held a Brown Act noticed-meeting
at 7pm through zoom. With a quorum of 16 board members present and a vote
count of 9 yeas, 0 nays, and 7 abstentions, the Board voted in favor of the motion to
include the entire EPNC Map (below) under one City Council District.
Respectfully,
Echo Park Neighborhood Council
____________________________________________________
Nick Marcone
Secretary, Echo Park Neighborhood Council

City of Los Angeles
State of California

Empowerment Congress Southwest Area
Neighborhood Development Council
Mark Ridley-Thomas Constituent Service Center
8475 S. Vermont Ave., Room #207
Los Angeles, CA 90044
www.southwestnc.org

October 12, 2021
From: Empowerment Congress Southwest Area Neighborhood Development Council
(ECSWANDC)
Re: CIS – Position on the Redistricting Plan for Council District 8
Council File #: 20-0668
The Empowerment Congress Southwest Area Neighborhood Development Council (ECSWANDC)
opposes any redistricting plans that would not include the return of the economic base of Council
District 8 that was removed in the previous redistricting process. This includes the northern portion of
the Baldwin Hills Mall, USC, and Exposition Park.
The 8th district has historically been a core of Los Angeles’ Black community. Removing these vital
assets from CD8 during the last redistricting thereby resulted in a systemic economic disadvantage to
our South LA community -- a community already economically fragile. We ask that the assets
mentioned above be restored to CD8 in order to improve equity and economic parity within our South
Los Angeles CD8.
Notably, returning Baldwin Hills Mall, USC, and Exposition Park to CD8 would still leave the 9th District
with significant assets, such as the L.A. Convention Center, Staples Center, and L.A. Live – all strong
economic assets generating a significant tax base for CD9. These areas are population neutral, and
the boundaries of CD8 would merely need to move to Figueroa St. (to the Eastern edge of Exposition
Park and USC) and to Jefferson Blvd. (the North edge of USC).
Put simply, like other City Council Districts of Los Angeles, CD8 deserves to have a sound tax
base and citywide relevance, both of which were severely undermined after removing these economic
driving assets from CD8. Can we count on you to rectify this unfair disadvantage and improve equity
and economic parity in CD8?
This statement has been voted on and unanimously approved by the Empowerment Congress
Southwest Area Neighborhood Development Council (ECSWANDC).
Élice Hennessee
Empowerment Congress Southwest Area Neighborhood Development Council
(ECSWANDC)

Residential Representative (Area 5)
Chair, Planning, Land Use Management and Beautification (PLUMB) Committee

September 29, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission
Los Angeles City Council
City Hall
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
RE: Council File No. 20-0668 – Redistricting Process
Honorable Members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
Empowerment Congress West Area Neighborhood Development Council (ECWA) appreciates your
work on redistricting and your efforts towards inclusion. We were pleased to hear that one primary
goal of the Commissioners was to maintain neighborhood councils in a single council district.
Leimert Park and Crenshaw Manor are two demographically similar neighborhoods that should be
kept together. They should not be split between council districts. As a culturally sensitive
neighborhood council, we implore you to keep our neighborhoods intact under the representatives
we voted to represent us—Councilmember Mark Ridley-Thomas from CD10 and Councilmember
Marqueece Harris-Dawson from CD8.
Historically, African Americans have been and continue to be disenfranchised. We request that you
continue the effort to right this wrong by keeping our neighborhoods united, because we have
common interest and shared cultural needs. ECWA supports the request of our stakeholders,
including our Block Clubs and HOAs, that our district remains as it was mapped during the last
redistricting process in 2011.
Thank you for your consideration.
In Solidarity,
Empowerment Congress West Area NDC (ECWA)

3701 Stocker St., Suite 208, Los Angeles, CA 90008

Encino Neighborhood Council
Resolution #2 Concerning Los Angeles City Council Redistricting CF 20-0668
October 21, 2021
The Sepulveda Basin
The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission has proposed
(Map K 2.5 Amendment #4) that Encino be divided between Los Angeles City Council Districts
3 and “4 or 2” along the 101 Ventura Freeway. This will place several of our residential
communities, including over 10,000 residents, as well as the entire Sepulveda Basin Flood
Control and Recreation Area in Council District “4 or 2”. The Encino area south of the
101Ventura Freeway has been assigned to City Council District 3.
According to official maps from the City of Los Angeles, Encino is bounded by Victory
Boulevard on the North, Lindley Avenue on the West, the 405 Freeway on the East and
Mulholland on the South.
There has been much very vocal and contentious talk that the entire Sepulveda Basin “asset”
should be “given” to District “4 or 2” as a matter of equity. It should be noted that District “4 or
2”, as now drawn includes many “assets” including the large Reseda Park, Pierce College,
Northridge Hospital, the Van Nuys Airport, industries including Budweiser, and more.
While the Encino NC boundaries clearly include most of the 2,150 acre Sepulveda Basin, it
acknowledges a large portion is a “shared facility” with the Lake Balboa Neighborhood Council
(see attached maps and descriptions). It should be noted that all of the Lake Balboa residential
community is separated from the Sepulveda Basin by Victory Boulevard. and the Orange Line
Busway. The Encino residential community in several areas is separated by only a property
line. The park is literally in the backyard of these homes. For the past 20 years most of the
Sepulveda Basin has been in a different Los Angeles City Council District than the Encino
residential community. The Encino community has been greatly impacted by illegal activity and
fires in the Sepulveda Basin, and has been very vocal in support of enforcement, clean ups and
conservation efforts in the Sepulveda Basin, and ought to have these adjacent areas
represented by its City Council District.
To address this issue of public safety and preservation of Sepulveda Basin resources,
and in the spirit of compromise, the Encino Neighborhood Council proposes an
alternative that the Sepulveda Basin be divided among CD 3 and CD “4 or 2” as follows:
The northern boundary of the CD 3 area will be Victory Boulevard from Lindley Avenue to
Balboa Boulevard and from Woodley Avenue to the 405 Freeway. For the section
between Balboa Boulevardand Woodley Avenue, the CD 3 northern boundary will be the
Los Angeles River from Balboa Boulevard. east to Burbank Boulevard, extending east on
Burbank Blvd. to Woodley Avenue.

Said division will result in CD “4 or 2” receiving Beilenson Park, which includes the Lake Balboa
and the Bull Creek Ecosystem Restoration Wildlife Area as well as the Woodley Lakes Golf
Course, two of the LA28 Olympic venues (one will be permanent), the Apollo Model Airplane
Field, and one of the armories.
CD 3 will receive the remaining Wildlife area, Woodley Park, the Cricket Fields, the Archery
field, the Encino/Balboa golf courses, sports complexes, one temporary LA28 venue and the
Tillman Water Reclamation Plant which includes the Japanese Garden, and two armories.
This sharing of the numerous public facilities within the 2,150 acre Sepulveda Basin
between two different City Council Districts may best serve the public interest with more
attention and financial resources being collectively provided than those available from a
single Council District.
Motion passed 15 yes/1 no/1 abstention

ENCINO AND LAKE BALBOA BOUNDARY DESCRIPTIONS
From Bylaws of Encino Neighborhood Council:
Boundary Description - The boundaries abut the boundaries of adjacent Neighborhood Councils (except
for the publicly owned lands of the Sepulveda Basin, which is shared with the Lake Balboa Neighborhood
Council) and include those areas of the City within the following lines of demarcation:
A. North: Victory Boulevard;
B. East: 405 Freeway;
C. South: Mulholland Drive; and
D. West: Lindley Avenue to its terminus, then extends southwest (around the terminus of Lake Encino
Drive), then southwest following the 91356/91316 zip code boundary (where the Avenida Orienta fire
road meets Mulholland Drive)

From the Lake Balboa Neighborhood Council Bylaws:
Boundary Description - The boundaries abut the boundaries of adjacent
Neighborhood Councils and include those areas of the City within the following lines of

demarcation:
1. North – Saticoy Street from White Oak Avenue to Louise Avenue;
Roscoe Boulevard from Louise to US Freeway 405;
2. East – San Diego Freeway also known as US Freeway 405;
3. South – Victory Boulevard; and
4. West – White Oak Avenue from Victory Boulevard to Saticoy Street;
Louise Avenue from Saticoy Street to Roscoe Boulevard.
The boundaries of the Council are set forth on the Map of the Lake Balboa
Neighborhood Council boundaries, attached as Attachment A.
The area known as the Sepulveda Dam Basin shall be a shared area. This area borders
several other Neighborhood Council Districts and includes significant areas designated for
public use. Some of these areas of public use include the Sepulveda Basin Wildlife Reserve,
Sepulveda Dam SCCA Velodrome, Sepulveda Basin Recreational Area, Sepulveda Dam
Model Airdrome Fields, Lake Balboa, Anthony C. Beilenson Park, Hjelte Sports Center,
Pedlow Skateboard Park, as well as the Encino Golf Course

Contact Information
Neighborhood Council: Encino Neighborhood Council
Name: Glenn Bailey
Phone Number: 818-514-5355
Email: GlennBaileyENC@yahoo.com
The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(14) Nay(2) Abstain(4) Ineligible(0)
Recusal(0)
Date of NC Board Action: 09/22/2021
Type of NC Board Action: For
Impact Information
Date: 09/23/2021
Update to a Previous Input: No
Directed To: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Council File Number:
Agenda Date: 09/27/2021
Item Number: 1
Summary: The Encino Neighborhood Council and Community, being defined
geographically as Mulholland Drive on the South, Victory Boulevard to the North, the
405 San Diego Freeway to the East, and Lindley Avenue to the West, kindly requests
that the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission take the following into
account for redistricting: When given the choice between Redistricting Partners plans
(maps) B2 and C2, the Encino Neighborhood Council clearly prefers Map Concept C2
for Encino as indicated by the above vote count.

Encino Neighborhood Council supplemental Community Impact Statement in favor of Map K 2.5
Amendment 1, as modified to include the Sepulveda Basin in the same proposed Los Angeles City
Council District as the rest of Encino
A Community Impact Statement (CIS) was filed on September 23, 2021 stating that the Encino
Neighborhood Council (ENC) and Community, being defined geographically as Mulholland Drive on the
South, Victory Boulevard to the North, the 405 San Diego Freeway to the East, and Lindley Avenue to the
West, kindly requests that the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission take the following into
account for redistricting: When given the choice between Redistricting Partners plans (maps) B2 and C2,
the Encino Neighborhood Council clearly prefers Map Concept (Plan) C2 for Encino.
We note that there was discussion of the various options among the ENC board members at the
meeting. Two members voted against the C option, stating that they preferred to be in an East-leaning
district, and four voted to abstain, feeling they did not have sufficient information, and the motion was
approved by a majority of 14 members.
Subsequent to the release of Maps A through D, Maps designated E through L were released by the
LACCRC, including “Corrected K” and K-2. Map Plans J and K, with respect to Encino, incorporate the
same boundaries and general geographic placement as Map Plan C2. Map Plans I, J, and K all incorporate
some modifications to communities other than Encino, which are not addressed by the ENC.
The ENC filed a supplement to its original CIS to make clear the connection between the originally
preferred plan, C2, and its successors J, K, and in part “K Corrected” and K2 (both “corrected K” and K2
separated the Sepulveda Basin from Encino, thus dividing its Neighborhood Council territory). The
supplement reiterated the preference of the ENC for Plan C2, and that Encino’s boundaries are defined
geographically as Mulholland Drive on the South, Victory Boulevard to the North, the 405 San Diego
Freeway to the East, and Lindley Avenue to the West. The supplement further noted that the Sepulveda
Basin is clearly included in Encino NC’s area and ought to be included in the same Council District as the
rest of Encino. Kindly refer to the included Encino Neighborhood Council certified map.
At the LACCRC meeting on October 13, 2021, the LACCRC made a change to Map K 2.5 (Amendment 1)
placing the Sepulveda Basin in the same proposed City Council District (3) as Encino, and thus
incorporating exactly the same boundaries and general geographic placement as Map Plan C2 with
respect to Encino. It was noted that this change was the result of significant amounts of public comment
requesting that the Sepulveda Basin be included in the same district as Encino and we thank the
Commission for doing so.
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A Community Impact Statement (CIS) was filed on September 23, 2021 stating that the Encino
Neighborhood Council (ENC) and Community, being defined geographically as Mulholland Drive on the
South, Victory Boulevard to the North, the 405 San Diego Freeway to the East, and Lindley Avenue to the
West, kindly requests that the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission take the following into
account for redistricting: When given the choice between Redistricting Partners plans (maps) B2 and C2,
the Encino Neighborhood Council clearly prefers Map Concept (Plan) C2 for Encino.
We note that there was discussion of the various options among the board members at the meeting.
Two members voted against the C option, stating that they preferred to be in an East-leaning district, and
four voted to abstain, feeling they did not have sufficient information, and the motion was approved by
14 members. While redistricting is an unusual (every 10 years) situation, it is incumbent on CIS filers to
track the progress of proceedings and clarify their position as facts being examined change (for example
map reference numbers).
This supplement to the original CIS is being filed to make clear the connection between the originally
preferred plan, C2, and its successors J, K, and in part “K Corrected” and K2 (both “corrected K” and K2
separate the Sepulveda Basin from Encino). The preference of the Encino Neighborhood Council is still
for Plan C2, and that Encino’s boundaries are defined geographically as Mulholland Drive on the South,
Victory Boulevard to the North, the 405 San Diego Freeway to the East, and Lindley Avenue to the
West. Further, the included map shows clearly that the Sepulveda Basin is part of Encino.
The initial maps considered by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (LACCRC) were A1,
B2, C2, and D1. Subsequently, at its September 21, 2021 meeting, the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission (LACCRC) received four new maps – E, F, G, and H, each of which was spawned
from Map B2, and which left Encino on the far west end of a mostly southeast Valley district. During the
9/21/2021 meeting, objections were raised to the E through H maps and a request was put in to produce
a new Map K which reflects Encino in a southwest San Fernando Valley district containing the entire
Sepulveda Basin, similar to Map C2. In addition a new Map I was produced which resembles Map B2 and
a New Map J which resembles Map C2.
The new Maps I, J, and K released prior to the additional meeting which was held on September 27,
2021. Map Plans J and K, with respect to Encino, incorporate exactly the same boundaries and general
geographic placement as Map Plan C2. Map Plans I, J, and K all incorporate some modifications to
communities other than Encino, which are not addressed by the ENC.
A day or so later the LACCRC posted a new Map, “K Corrected”. Map “K Corrected” does a lot more
than correct another district (as represented by the Greater Wilshire NC), by changing many boundaries
and most significantly removing the Sepulveda Basin from the District the rest of Encino would be in. In
fact, from the explanation, it was a newly created district. It does keep the non-Sepulveda Basin part of
Encino in a Southwest Valley District and in that respect is similar to Map C2. As a result of late
discussions at the September 27, 2021 meeting, yet two more maps were created – K2 and L. K2 was
based on “K Corrected”, leaving Encino in a Southwest Valley District, but without the Sepulveda Basin.
Kindly see the included Encino Neighborhood Council certified map. The Sepulveda Basin is clearly
included in Encino NC’s area and ought to be included in the same council district as the rest of Encino.

Neighborhood Council: Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council
Name: Kevin J Davis
The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(14) Nay(0) Abstain(0) Ineligible(0) Recusal(0)
Date of NC Board Action: 09/29/2021
Type of NC Board Action: Against unless Amended
Impact Information
Summary: On September 29, 2021, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council voted 14
yes 0 no 0 abstain to OPPOSE any redistricting map by the City of Los Angeles which would
remove any part of the neighborhood council from Council District 7. As three of a handful of
communities in the City dedicated to preserving an equestrian lifestyle, it is best to preserve
optimum representation by keeping Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon,
which have so much in common, within a single council district. As one of the few
underdeveloped areas which remain within the City of Los Angeles, we fear that dividing our
representation between council districts will leave our communities vulnerable to
overdevelopment. The recent passage of SB 9 and SB 10 has made this threat even greater.
Recent disastrous wildfires have also demonstrated that these communities have more in
common than their more urbanized neighbors to the south. Under mutual threat, these
communities banded together to confront a common danger. These areas share common
coverage by the area police and fire stations. The 2000 redistricting map divided the
neighborhood council between two City Council districts which resulted in a diluted
representation and a diminished response to the concerns of these communities from City Hall.
Preserving the current level of representation benefits all concerned. The La Tuna Canyon and
Shadow Hills areas are lightly populated, so retaining these areas in CD7 will not push the
council district over the maximum allowed.

Clerk.CIS@lacity.org <Clerk.CIS@lacity.org>

Thu, Oct 28, 2021 at 10:10
AM

Reply-To: president@ftdnc.org
To: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Cc: president@ftdnc.org
Your Community Impact Statement has been successfully submitted to Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission.
If you have questions and/or concerns, please contact the Department of Neighborhood
Empowerment at NCSupport@lacity.org.
******** This is an automated response, please DO NOT reply to this email. ********
Contact Information
Neighborhood Council: Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council
Name: Kevin J Davis
Phone Number: (818) 321-0526
Email: president@ftdnc.org
The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(13) Nay(0) Abstain(0) Ineligible(0) Recusal(0)
Date of NC Board Action: 10/21/2021
Type of NC Board Action: For
Impact Information
Date: 10/28/2021
Update to a Previous Input: Yes
Directed To: Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
Council File Number: 20-0668
Agenda Date:
Item Number:
Summary: On October 21, 2021, the Foothill Trails District Neighborhood Council agreed to support
the tentative redistricting map by the City of Los Angeles Redistricting Commission which would
retain all parts the neighborhood council in Council District 7. As three of a handful of communities in
the City dedicated to preserving an equestrian lifestyle, it is best to preserve optimum representation
by keeping Lake View Terrace, Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon, which have so much in common,
within a single council district. Most of Shadow Hills and La Tuna Canyon is sparsely populated, so
retaining them in CD7 will not push the council district over the maximum population cap. As one of
the few underdeveloped areas which remain within the City of Los Angeles, we fear that dividing our
representation between council districts will leave our communities vulnerable to overdevelopment.
The recent passage of SB 9 and SB 10 has made this threat even greater. Recent disastrous
wildfires have also demonstrated that these communities have more in common than their urbanized
neighbors to the south. Under mutual threat, these communities banded together to confront a
common danger. The 2000 redistricting map divided the neighborhood council between two City
Council districts which resulted in a diluted representation and a diminished response to the concerns
of these communities from City Hall. Preserving the current level of representation benefits all
concerned.

13654 Victory Blvd., #136 Valley Glen, California 91401
www.greatervalleyglencouncil.org

10/14/2021

CIS Re: CF 20-0668
The Greater Valley Glen Neighborhood Council voted unanimously to oppose the configuration of
Greater Valley Glen on Map K 2.5 and asks that the Commission support the GVG placement for City
Council representation as an identified Community and with its natural extensions to its neighboring
Communities of Interest. The GVGC authorizes the following statement to the Redistricting Commission
both in writing and condensed wording for a verbal presentation as attached.
Statement
The proposed map, designed to be solely data driven from the 2020 census ignores the core sense of
Community for Greater Valley Glen, its Neighborhood Council, and the Distinct Community of Valley
Glen as recognized by the City of Los Angeles and State of California. This proposed map violates the City
redistricting ordinance 204(d) ensuring that such redistricting “shall keep neighborhoods and
communities intact”. Greater Valley Glen would be one of the only Communities in the Valley to have its
City Council representation trisected between 3 different Council Districts, disregarding the very
acknowledgment of it being a Distinct Community and disenfranchising thousands of constituents by
leaving them with three different City Councilmembers they may have never had the option to vote for.
This would severely hinder our ability as a Neighborhood Council to adequately represent these
constituents, our Stakeholders, while further complicating Los Angeles City governance of and service to
the Valley.
As an example, the dividing line between proposed District 6 and proposed District 2-or-4 is the Tujunga
Wash, which traverses the center of Greater Valley Glen. It is a US Army Corp of Engineers man-made
Flood Channel. It includes a 2 mile long Greenway, with over $30MM of landscape improvements
completed by the Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority. The community of Valley Glen
worked very hard with this agency on the landscape plans for the Greenway. Within the Greenway and
Flood Control Channel, lies the Great Wall of Los Angeles, the longest Mural in the World.
Valley Glen takes pride in the man-made wonders located in our community. But with these wonders
chopped up into three Council Districts, it becomes significantly more difficult for our community to
simply remember which Council Office to reach out to when there is a maintenance issue along these
improvements. What of all of the countless other needs of our Stakeholders that would be split between
3 different Councilmembers? The fact is that the mapping creates non-compact boundaries for the
Valley Glen community.

13654 Victory Blvd., #136 Valley Glen, California 91401
www.greatervalleyglencouncil.org
In addition, we cooperate with and share both demographic and commercial, residential, educational,
arts, and recreation values with our neighboring communities of North Hollywood and Valley Village
significantly more than we do with Canoga Park or Hollywood Hills. It was with great and collective
effort from our Neighborhood Council and our neighboring Communities of Interest that we drafted and
submitted to Councilmember Krekorian just this year a comprehensive Community Benefit Agreement
regarding homelessness in the area and management of the Tiny Homes Village project in Alexandria
Park. We need representation indicative of our existing community bonds.
It is especially disappointing that this proposed mapping disregards all the effort by the Valley Glen
community to benefit from its diversity. Ethnically, Valley Glen is a “highly diverse” and moderate
income community. Its diversity comes with Latinos at 45%, Whites at 40%, Asians at 5%, AfricanAmericans at 4% and others at 6%. It is also high within the City for the percentage of foreign born
(49%), with Mexico (27%) and Armenia (14%) being the most common foreign places of birth. The effect
of trisecting Valley Glen splits up Latino and Armenian Stakeholders, giving this proposed map an
unintended and unfortunate negative racial impact. The City Council must be inclusive and not divisive.
Based on these issues and to maintain the diversity integrity of the Community of Valley Glen and to
preserve our area’s compact borders, we ask that you consider our recommendation on your proposed
map as follows:
On the west, the boundary runs along Hazeltine Avenue from Burbank Boulevard to Vanowen Street. At
Vanowen Street, the boundary runs east to Woodman Avenue, then north to Sherman Way. At Sherman
Way, the boundary runs east to the Tujunga Wash, then south along the Tujunga Wash to Vanowen
Street. At Vanowen Street, the boundary runs east to Hollywood Freeway. The boundary then runs
south along the Hollywood Freeway (170) to Burbank Blvd. At Burbank Boulevard, the boundary runs
west to Hazeltine Avenue.
.
Since addition of this area over-populates the District by 10,000 to 15,000 people, please consider
elimination of the Shadow Hills and nearby areas that meander southwest of Shadow Hills in the
proposed Council District 2 or 4 area. This meandering consists of portions Sun Valley. The addition of
Shadow Hills and this portion of Sun Valley to the Council District 6 would constitute an even exchange
in population and would also make Council District 6 mapping appear more compact

September 13, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
By email to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council Additional Statement on City
Council Redistricting
Dear Commissioners,
Previously, we shared the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council’s official position
on City Council Redistricting as below, original July 25th letter attached.
The GWNC’s preferred option is to be unified in one Council District…
We can live with the status quo of the current Council District
boundaries. The GWNC is completely opposed, however, to any further
splitting of our area—or worse, the introduction of additional Council
Districts to our map.
Greater Wilshire includes 15 geographic areas, each with a geographic
representative director’s seat (all are currently filled), in the area north from W.
Olympic Blvd.; east from La Brea Ave.; south from Willoughby Ave. (from La Brea
Ave. to Wilcox Ave.) and south from Melrose Ave. (from Wilcox Ave. to Western
Ave.); and west from Western Ave., excluding Western Ave. addresses and the area
between W. 6th St. and W. 7th St. east of S. Wilton Pl.
(https://lacity.quickbase.com/up/bj3apxsp3/g/rbs/ebv/va/NC%20%20Greater%20Wilshire%20V4.pdf.)
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After testimony challenging established neighborhood boundaries was heard at
multiple LACCRC hearings, the GWNC voted this September 8th, by a vote of 13 to 1,
with 3 abstaining, in support of the following statement:
We support a single council district for Koreatown; however, the
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council strongly opposes the proposed
western Koreatown boundary that expands west from Western Ave.
into the 100-year historic neighborhoods and Community of Interest of
the GWNC.
Scarcely a decade ago, the City Council took action (see
https://clkrep.lacity.org/onlinedocs/2009/09-0606_ca_08-20-10.pdf) to name the
Koreatown community and set its western boundary as Western Ave. According to
Council File 09-0606, the original application submitted on February 10, 2009 listed
boundaries of the Koreatown community to be west of Western, but “members of
the community were opposed to the community naming request…” and “…after
extensive discussions, a compromise was reached…”
Neighborhoods forming the GWNC’s eastern border, from south to north, are
Country Club Park, Wilshire Park, Windsor Square, Western-Wilton, RidgewoodWilton/St. Andrews Square, and Oakwood/Maplewood/St. Andrews.
It is notable that Nextdoor.com, a popular, crowdsourced, neighborhood-based
social network whose success is measured by its ability to define Communities of
Interest (and which is arguably the most influential neighborhood naming site
around) has near-perfect parity with the GWNC, defining those same neighborhoods
as Country Club Heights, Wilshire Park, Windsor Square, Western-Wilton East, St.
Andrew’s Square, and East Hollywood Wilton. Only the last neighborhood on the
list breaks with GWNC naming. At the same time, Nextdoor has 14 neighborhoods
named Koreatown in Los Angeles, all of them from Western Ave. to the east.
As another example, the GWNC has hosted the Los Angeles Homeless Service
Authority’s annual Homeless Count since at least 2016, and our map reflects the
GWNC area, all the way to Western Ave. I personally have walked and driven those
neighborhoods at the 2017 and 2020 counts.
Despite the pandemic, one group did perform an unofficial homeless count in 2021:
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“In June, volunteers in the Koreatown area conducted a point-in-time count of
Koreatown's unhoused population. With the LA Homeless Services Authority's
(LAHSA) annual count cancelled in 2021, this effort sought to fill the gap in our
knowledge about the problem of homelessness.”
(https://tocla.notion.site/Koreatown-Homelessness-Count-Report872aa76c33214ac5b0317b3f34070508).
As one can see from this group’s results, the “Koreatown” they surveyed extended
only to Western Ave. where they stopped, presumably because that’s where
Koreatown officially ends.
Clearly, it’s not the charge of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
to redefine accepted neighborhood boundaries, and I’m sorry for your being
dragged into an old (and settled) matter.
The Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council remains a Community of Interest, with
all its board director seats filled, with diversity on its board and among its members
irrespective of language or culture. Our agendas include translation in Korean and
Spanish; we offer interpretation services for those who request it, and we work hard
to address stakeholder issues through our six standing committees—Land Use,
Transportation, Sustainability, Resilience, Outreach, and yes, Quality of Life.
Again, many thanks for your consideration.

Conrad Starr
GWNC President
president@greaterwilshire.org
+1 (323) 539-4962
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July 25, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
By email to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council Statement on City Council
Redistricting
Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for your outreach around City Council redistricting. We appreciate the
time and effort required to create an opportunity for stakeholders and communities
of interest to share their input prior to the redrawing of District boundaries.
We respectfully ask the Commission to consider the following GWNC position, which
was approved at our July 14, 2021 General Board Meeting by a vote of 12 in favor,
with one opposed and 3 abstaining.
The GWNC’s preferred option is to be unified in one Council District. At
the same time, we can live with the status quo of the current Council
District boundaries. The GWNC has worked well with CD4 and CD5 for the
past decade.
The GWNC is completely opposed, however, to any further splitting of
our area—or worse, the introduction of additional Council Districts to
our map.
Our geographic area (map link below) extends north from W. Olympic Blvd.; east
from La Brea Ave.; south from Willoughby Ave. (from La Brea Ave. to Wilcox Ave.)
and south from Melrose Ave. (from Wilcox Ave. to Western Ave.); and west from
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Western Ave., excluding Western Ave. addresses and the area between W. 6th St. and
W. 7th St. east of S. Wilton Pl.
(https://lacity.quickbase.com/up/bj3apxsp3/g/rbs/ebv/va/NC%20%20Greater%20Wilshire%20V4.pdf.)
The GWNC is home to approximately 50,000 residents, with an additional daytime
population of around 30,000. We have longstanding neighborhood and
homeowners’ associations. Our residents use the same schools, restaurants, grocery
stores, houses of worship, shops, and transportation facilities; and have similar
work opportunities.
Long-time local newspapers, the Larchmont Chronicle and Beverly Press, joined for
the past decade by the online Larchmont Buzz, serve this specific community of
interest.
Thank you for considering the GWNC position. We are at your disposal should you
have any questions.

Conrad Starr
GWNC President
president@greaterwilshire.org
+1 (323) 539-4962
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Honorable City Council
c/o Office of the City Clerk
Los Angeles City Hall
200 North Spring Street, Room 395
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Council File 20-0668

The Hermon Neighborhood Council requests that the following Community Impact Statement be attached/added to
Council File 20-0668 - Redistricting Process / 2020 Decennial United States Census Data.
Community Impact Statement for Council File 20-0668 - Redistricting Process / 2020 Decennial United
States Census Data

As the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (Commission) carries on its work of
independently drawing proposed City Council boundaries based on new census data for the City, it is
critical that residents provide feedback on plans that could adversely impact neighborhood solidity and
identity. For the first time during this redistricting process, the Commission has proposed potentially
dividing the Hermon neighborhood between two Council Districts. Map K2.5 (Amended) keeps the
majority of Hermon within Council District 14, but a small, critical portion of the Neighborhood (that
contains two iconic Hermon landmarks) adjacent to Debs Park has been moved, without apparent
reason, to Council District 1.
More specifically, half of the iconic “Monterey Pass” (5300 block of Monterey Road) that features
prominently in the Hermon Neighborhood Council logo and the “Hermon Car Wall” (Los Angeles City
Historical Monument #944) would be carved out from the vast majority of the Hermon neighborhood
and its residents. The change affects less than 20 houses, so there is no recognizable significance to the
change in terms of population balancing between the districts.

The Hermon Neighborhood Council opposes the current division of Hermon Neighborhood as indicated
in Map K2.5 (Amended) and urges the Commission to update their proposed maps to keep Hermon
unified. The Hermon Neighborhood Council also urges the City Council to reject any proposals from the
Commission that would divide one of the smallest neighborhoods in Los Angeles.

Thank you,
Hermon Neighborhood Council

Approved by the Hermon Neighborhood Council at October 14, 2021 Meeting

CIS voted on October 14, 2021
Yes: 6, No: 0, Abstain: 1

October 7, 2021
Dear City of Los Angeles Redistricting Commissioners:
On October 5, 2021, a Brown Act noticed public meeting was held by the Historic Highland Park Neighborhood
Council (HHPNC) at which a quorum was present. The HHPNC passed a motion to submit a Community Impact
Statement to the Los Angeles Redistricting commission stressing the following core requests:
Keep the CD 1 and CD 14 boundaries in Highland Park the same. Keep the Highland Park neighborhood that is
currently within Council District 14 in Council District 14. If you change CD 1, do not take from CD 14 in Highland
Park to make up for the lost population. Overwhelmingly, in comments and community of interest statements,
Highland Park residents in CD 14 requested to remain in CD 14. They also requested that Highland Park be placed in
a single Council District (CD). Since this request has been ignored, at least honor their other request to keep the
Highland Park residents of CD 14 in CD 14.
Keep the CD 14 portion of Highland Park together with its allied, neighboring communities of Eagle Rock, El Sereno,
and Boyle Heights as they have been for decades. Do not change these boundaries.
Do not divide our major streets and boulevards in half. This is unfair to our businesses and residents. It will dilute
their influence.
Keep both sides of York Blvd. from Avenue 49 to the South Pasadena boundary in CD 14.
Keep both sides of Figueroa from our border with Eagle Rock down to York Blvd. in CD 14. Figueroa’s southwest
portion below York Blvd to South Avenue 60 is currently in CD 14. It should remain in CD 14. CD 14 is currently
working on a new ADA ramp at Arroyo Seco park and on improving the sidewalk down to the Tiny Homes village at
the park. We need the continuity of having Council member de Leon and his staff continue their work on these
projects.
Keep our businesses on York Blvd. that are currently in CD 14 in CD 14.
Keep the Highland Park Senior Center in CD 14.
Keep the Tiny Homes project at Arroyo Seco Park in CD 14. Council Member Kevin de Leon initiated this project.
We need Council Member de Leon’s leadership to make sure this project is a success for both our unhoused

residents and for the community that live adjacent to this project. Our community members in CD 14 helped paint
these homes.
Our community of Highland Park has faced many difficulties. Our community is the 31st densest community out of
265 in Los Angeles County. Our community has been heavily impacted by gentrification. Many of our community
members are essential workers, and we lost 108 residents to COVID 19. Our residents are having trouble paying for
their ever-rising rents. We have a large homegrown unhoused population. We have senior citizens who are living
out of their cars. We are losing tree canopy at an alarming rate and are fearful our communities will become heat
islands. Our community has worked hard to address these problems and have worked closely with our two Council
Members. We have projects that we have been working on including the Tiny Homes Project in Arroyo Seco Park
and fighting the eviction of low-income residents on Avenue 50. We ask that you allow us to continue our work on
these issues with our current Council Members. Changing our boundaries will mean that many of our residents will
be represented by a council member that they did not have the opportunity to vote for. Don’t change our
boundaries within Highland Park.
We object to the way Map K 2.5 treats our majority Latinx community of Highland Park. It appears that our
community is being used to balance out the requests of wealthier communities to make the population numbers
work without any regard to the political impacts it will have on our community members. We ask that you listen to
the statements our Highland Park residents made at the public hearings and in written statements. Map K2.5
separates out a mere 24.9 percent of our Highland Park population into CD 14 diluting that communities influence
with their Council Member. This quarter of Highland Park is a majority Latinx community that is being used to snake
CD 14 down from Eagle Rock to Hermon, El Sereno, Boyle Heights and into DTLA.
The HHPNC makes up a community of interest that deserves representation that does not relegate a part of our
community to an inferior status. In your redistricting efforts you should not reduce communities within a council
district into an area so small as to render their political influence with their Council Member as inconsequential
especially when it is a majority community of color.
The Board voted in favor of the motion on 10/7/21.
Thank you,

Duncan Gregory
Historic Highland Park Neighborhood Council President

October 20, 2021
City Clerk
200 N. Spring Street, Room 395
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: CF 20-0668, Redistricting Map K2.5 Amendment 4
Dear City Clerk and Commissioners,
The Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council (HHWNC) is one of the original certified neighborhood councils in the City of Los
Angeles.
At tonight’s meeting of the HHWNC’s Board, October 20, 2021, during a Brown Act virtual Zoom meeting, both HHWNC’s Board
and stakeholders’ made many comments and thoroughly discussed the Commission’s map K2.5 Amendment #4, and therefore pros
and cons, as well as the motion below.
The majority of the boundaries of the Redistricting Map, K2.5, Amendment 4 are acceptable to the Hollywood Hills West
Neighborhood Council, with the exception of the boundary between CD 4 and CD 13 as it affects Area 7 in HHWNC (see attached
map). What could be agreed by the Board is the conservation of Sunset Square Historic Preservation Overlay Zone as one unit. This
portion travels south from Hollywood Boulevard to Sunset Boulevard. Sunset Square Historic Preservation Overlay Zone contains
parcels on the west side of Fairfax. Amendment 4 divorces these parcels from those on the east side of Fairfax of the HPOZ. The
amendment effectively separates this Community of Interest already established by the City. The motion requests that they be put
back together.
Motion: The Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council Board supports Map K2.5, Amendment 4 with the request for
the Redistricting Commission of the City of Los Angeles to extend the boundary of CD 13 West to incorporate all of Sunset
Square Historic Preservation Overlay Zone as established and visually mapped by the City of Los Angeles Ordinance
184726, passed on February 2, 2017, thereby preserving the Historic District and unifying its Council Person
representation.
The motion passed, 18 yes to 2 no.
On behalf of HHWNC, the above information is respectfully submitted.
Very truly yours,

Anastasia Mann, President
Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council
att:

Los Angeles City Ordinance 184726
HHWNC Boundary Map, approved November 20, 2020

cc:

Mr. Fred Ali, Chair, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021
Frank Cardenas, Executive Director, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021
Arianna Bankler-Jukes, Deputy Director, Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021
Nithya Raman, Council person, CD 4, City of Los Angeles
Mashael Majid, Planning Director, CD 4, City of Los Angeles
Jorges Plasencia, Field Deputy, CD 4, City of Los Angeles
Rachel Fox, Field Supervisor, CD 4, City of Los Angeles
Mehmet Barker, Field Deputy CD 4,
Mitch O’Farrell, Council person, CD 13, City of Los Angeles
Craig Bull0ck, Planning Director, CD 13, City of Los Angeles
Daniel Halden, CD 13, City of Los Angeles
Hannah Cho, Field Deputy, CD 13, City of Los Angeles
7095 Hollywood Blvd, Box 1004 Los Angeles, CA 90028-8911

David Hyun, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Sonja Diaz, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Richard Polanco, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Denis Cagna, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Richard Katz, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Rocky Delgadillo, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Valerie Shaw, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Susan Minato, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Edward Anderson, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Michele Prichard, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Nam Le, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Elissa D Barrett, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Maria Brenes, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Charisse Bremond, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Natalie Freidberg, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Carlos Moreno, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Rachel Torres, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Wendy Mitchell, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021
Tammy Membreno, Commissioner, Redistrict LA 2021

7095 Hollywood Blvd, Box 1004 Los Angeles, CA 90028-8911

ORDINANCE NO._______ 16472G
An ordinance establishing the Sunset Square Historic Preservation Overlay Zone pursuant
to the provisions of Section 12.20.3 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code (the Code) and amending
Section 12.04 of the Code by amending the zoning map,
THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1. Pursuant to Section 12.20.3 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code, the Sunset Square
Historic Preservation Overlay Zone is hereby established for the properties located within the
shaded borders of the zoning map depicted below.
Section 2. The Zoning Map referenced in Section 12.04 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is
hereby amended by changing the zone for the properties located within the shaded borders of
the zoning map depicted below to R1-1-HPOZ and R3-1XL-HPOZ.
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Section 3. The City Clerk shall certify to the passage of this ordinance and have it published in
accordance with Council policy, either in a daily newspaper circulated in the City of Los Angeles or by
posting for ten days in three public places in the City of Los Angeles: one copy on the bulletin board
located at the Main Street entrance to the Los Angeles City Hall; one copy on the bulletin board located
at the Main Street entrance to the Los Angeles City Hall East; and one copy on the bulletin board located
at the Temple Street entrance to the Los Angeles County Hall of Records.
I hereby certify that this ordinance was passed by the Council of the City of Los Angeles, at its
meeting of

JAM $ l

2017

Pursuant to Sec. 559 of the City Charter,

I approve this ordinance on behalf of the
City Planning Commission and
recommend that it be adopted
December 2, 2016
See attached report

fEP

ncent P. Bertoni, AICP
Director of Planning

CPC-2016-1139-HPOZ

DECLARATION OF POSTING ORDINANCE
I, JUAN VERANO, state as follows:

I am, and was at all times hereinafter mentioned, a

resident of the State of California, over the age of eighteen years, and a Deputy City Clerk of the City
of Los Angeles, California.

Ordinance No.184726 - Establishing the proposed Sunset Square Historic Preservation
Overlay Zone - CPC-2016-1139-HPOZ - a copy of which is hereto attached, was finally adopted by
the Los Angeles City Council on January 31, 2017, and under the direction of said City Council and
the City Clerk, pursuant to Section 251 of the Charter of the City of Los Angeles and Ordinance No.
172959, on February 6, 2017 I posted a true copy of said ordinance at each of the three public
places located in the City of Los Angeles, California, as follows: 1) one copy on the bulletin board
located at the Main Street entrance to the Los Angeles City Hall; 2) one copy on the bulletin board
located at the Main Street entrance to the Los Angeles City Hall East; 3) one copy on the bulletin
board located at the Temple Street entrance to the Los Angeles County Hall of Records.
Copies of said ordinance were posted conspicuously beginning on February 6, 2017 and will
be continuously posted for ten or more days.
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.
Signed this 6th day of February 2017 at Los Ar

Juan V

Ordinance Effective Date: March 18, 2017

Council File No. 16-0217
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Neighborhood Council: Hollywood United Neighborhood Council
Name: Jim Van Dusen
The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(9) Nay(1) Abstain(3) Ineligible(0) Recusal(0)
Date of NC Board Action: 10/11/2021
Type of NC Board Action: For if Amended
Impact Information
Date: 10/13/2021
Summary: Los Feliz Hills from Los Feliz Blvd north to Mt Lee, The Oaks, and Griffith Park which
are all historically attached since their creation as neighborhoods, should stay with Beachwood
Canyon, Lake Hollywood Estates, The Dell, and Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council as
they are hillside residential communities surrounding Griffith Park from end to end with similar
high fire severity zones, narrow streets, increasing incidence of property crime and arson,
equestrian, biking, and hiking trails, the Lake Hollywood Reservoir and Toyon tanks for water
supply, high impact use from tourism (Observatory, Zoo, Autry, Bowl, Ford and the Sign), and
share corridors for ingress and egress. These communities have worked side by side for over
50 years and have solved their common problems cooperatively with each other and with the
leadership of CD4. The world famous Hollywood Sign is situated in Griffith Park on Mt. Lee,
surrounded by the neighborhoods of Hollywoodland, Beachwood Canyon, Lake Hollywood
Estates, Los Feliz and The Oaks. By separating Griffith Park, The Oaks and Los Feliz from its
neighbors out of CD4 you are taking this landmark from its origin of Hollywoodland.
Hollywoodland HOA, HUNC, The Oaks HOA and Lake Hollywood Estates HOA have spent
countless hours and dollars on security, cleanups, and trail head restorations to preserve this
iconic landmark as well as the Griffith, Bronson and Lake Hollywood Parks which serve our
stake holders and millions of tourists from around the world. Please restore the southern
boundary of this district back to Franklin Avenue, east up to Western, then Los Feliz Blvd to its
eastern boundary for the Hollywood Hills. We hope the Commission can see the value of
keeping the Hollywood hillside residential areas surrounding Griffith Park intact so that we can
continue working together to "love and enjoy LA" as the previous beloved CD4 Councilmember
LaBonge always reminded us to do, especially when it came to Griffith Park.

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Lincoln Heights
Neighborhood Council

SARA CLENDENING
PRESIDENT

of the

VINCENT "CHENTE" MONTALVO
TREASURER

LINCOLNHEIGHTSNC.ORG
3516 N. BROADWAY
LOS ANGELES, CA 90031

BEN WADSWORTH
VICE PRESIDENT

City of Los Angeles

FERNANDA SANCHEZ
SECRETARY

90031

CERTIFIED COUNCIL
2002

October 27, 202
DECLARACIÓN DE IMPACTO EN LA COMUNIDAD
CF 20-0668
La Junta aprueba esta declaración de impacto en la comunidad Sí(16), No(x),abstenerse (x) el 27 de octubre 202

Comisión de Redistribución de Distritos del Ayuntamiento de Los Ángele
City Hall- 200 North Spring St
Los Ángeles, CA 9001
Históricamente, la redistribución de distritos ha afectado negativamente a
las comunidades de color al dividirlas y destruir la infraestructura de
una comunidad construida que se ha establecido durante generaciones.Es
Lincoln Heights deseo de mantenerse entera.
El alcance realizado fue insuficiente para los miembros de la comunidad de
Lincoln Heights y otras comunidades, ya que somos de clase trabajadora que
tenemos horas de clase trabajadora
Existe un registro histórico y un cronograma de lo que hace la
redistribución de distritos cuando los funcionarios designados por la
ciudad no toman en consideración a los residentes de la clase trabajadora.
El hecho de que personas no electas estén decidiendo cómo dividir a las
comunidades pobres es más un ejemplo de injusticia para todas las personas
de la ciudad de Los Ángeles. En una democracia no nombramos; elegimosresponsabilizar a los funcionarios cuando sus decisiones tengan efectos
negativos en los residentes de la ciudad de Los Ángeles
Nuestras siguientes recomendaciones
1. La comisión estará integrada por funcionarios electos y no designados
2. Los mapas de redistribución de distritos se realizarán 3 años antes del
momento de la redistribución. Esto es para que el público y los
funcionarios puedan comprender claramente los mapas
3. También se realizará un estudio 3 años antes de la redistribución de
distritos cuando se creen los mapas para estudiar la causa y los efectos
de todos los aspectos de los nuevos mapas. Estos estudios se realizarán
con agencias municipales, estatales, federales y del condado y no con
organizaciones sin fines de lucro de terceros
Atentamente
Sara Clendening, presidenta
del Consejo Vecinal de Lincoln Heights
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Los Angeles Redistricting Commissio
City Hall- 200 North Spring St
Los Angeles, CA 9001
Historically, redistricting has affected communities of color negatively by
dividing them and destroying the infrastructure of a built community that has
been established for generations. It is Lincoln Heights desire to be kept whole
The outreach done was insufficient for the community members of Lincoln Heights
and other communities as we are working class that have working class hours.
There is a historical record and time line of what redistricting does when city
appointed officials do not take into consideration the working class residents.
The fact that non elected people are deciding how to cut up poor communities is
more of an example of injustice to all people of the City of Los Angeles. In a
Democracy we don’t appoint; we elect- to hold officials accountable when their
decisions have negative effects on the residents of the City of Los Angeles
Our following recommendations
1. The commission shall be made up of elected officials and not appointed
2. Redistricting maps shall be made 3 years before the time to redistrict. This
is so the public and officials can get a clear understanding of the maps.
3. There shall be also be a study done 3 years before the redistricting when the
maps are being created to study the cause and effects to all aspects of the new
maps. These studies shall be conducted with city, state, federal and county
agencies and not with third party non-profits.

Sincerely,

Sara Clendening, President
Lincoln Heights Neighborhood Council
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EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

October 12, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring St., Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: Map K2.5/CF 20-0668 – Redistricting Process / 2020 Decennial United States Census Data
Dear Commissioners,
The Los Feliz Neighborhood Council appreciates the opportunity to submit feedback from
stakeholders and communities of interest on the redistricting process. We value the Commission’s
time and commitment to equity, population representation, and keeping neighborhood council
boundaries intact.
At the October 12 LFNC Governing Board Special Meeting, the board unanimously moved to
oppose unless amended map K2.5 and to outline the following concerns and core requests from
the LFNC and its stakeholders:
• The LFNC must be unified under one Council District. Under map K2.5, a portion of Los
Feliz containing the Rowena Reservoir, extending down Riverside Dr. and into Silver Lake,
has been inexplicably carved out and placed into an adjacent district (Attachments 1, 2).
This decision creates a noncontiguous, outlier portion of residential Los Feliz and would
only limit our NC’s and constituent’s ability to advocate for the needs of their community.
We formally request that this outlier portion remain in the same district as the rest of Los
Feliz.
• Griffith Park must remain in the same Council District as Los Feliz. Los Feliz has served
as a steward for Griffith Park in the same council district for close to 40 years. The Los
Feliz Neighborhood Council was originally called the Greater Griffith Park Neighborhood
Council for good purpose:
1) Landmarks within the park, specifically the Greek Theater and Griffith
Observatory, serve as cultural keystones in our community and among our
residents;
2) The park’s four primary entries and egresses and shuttle routes are in Los Feliz.
Our ability to provide input on transportation and mobility issues affecting our
residential community must not be diminished;
3) There are equity concerns in separating Griffith Park from the rest of the Los
Feliz community. Los Feliz has zero publicly accessible green spaces outside
the park. With the majority of Los Feliz’s low and middle-income households
relegated to a district apart from the park, essential voices of advocacy would be

lost. The LFNC has worked diligently to increase equity and access to public
green space and recreational amenities in our community and we would like
this work to continue as seamlessly as possible under one councilmember;
4) Griffith Park has no residential population. There is no quantitative reason to
draw it into one district or another. Therefore, it should be drawn into a district
with the community of interest that is most associated with it. That community
is, unquestionably, Los Feliz. We formally request that Los Feliz and Griffith Park
remain within one council district.
We appreciate the Commission’s consideration of these requests and look forward to seeing a swift
resolution for a more unified Los Feliz.
Respectfully,

Jon Deutsch, President
Los Feliz Neighborhood Council

By:
Misty LeGrande
Vice President of Communications/District D Representative

Please see attachment on page 3

Attachment 1: Los Feliz Neighborhood Council boundary map

Attachment 2: Los Feliz Neighborhood Council boundary showing missing portions of LFNC
boundary in red from K2.5 map
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PASSED 28-0-0 ON OCTOBER 12, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Will Hackner
Second Vice Chair

Sent via email to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org

Melissa Algaze
Secretary

Re: Mid City West Neighborhood Council Statement on City Council
Redistricting

Ben Kram
Treasurer

Dear Commissioners,

Thomas Bailey
Cindy Bitterman
Shem Bitterman
Lyndsey Bonomolo
Lauren Borchard
Lindsey Chase
Isack Fadlon
Adam Gerber
Amy Goldenberg
Sara Griebe
Andrea Guttag
Taylor Holland
Nasim Kablan
Dale Kendall
Tyler Lambert-Perkins
Christian La Mont
Lynda La Rose
Maria Malbas
David Mann
Daniel Schoorl
Thao Tran
J. Keith van Straaten
Valerie Washburn
Ryan Weisert
Andrew Werner
Don Whitehead
Xander Wikstrom

Thank you for all your hard work through the redistricting process. We
have been following the process closely. Mid City West’s borders are
Beverly Hills to the West, La Brea to the East, West Hollywood to the
North, and San Vicente / Olympic to the South.
We recently became aware of
Draft Map “K2.5” which has
Council District 13 going from
Atwater Village to the Beverly
Hills border. Unfortunately, this
map continues west past La
Brea, putting Mid City West
Neighborhood Council into a
third council district north of
Melrose. Not only does this
visually make no sense, but it
needlessly bisects Mid City West
at our northern end, dividing
the Orthodox Jewish
community, and also putting
opposite sides of the Melrose Business Improvement District into two
council districts. We strongly oppose map K2.5 / District 13 its
current form, and ask that you stop District 13 at La Brea and
incorporate the area West of La Brea into District 5.

5101 Santa Monica Blvd., Ste. 8 PMB # 268 Los Angeles, CA 90029 | 323.285.3540 | www.midcitywest.org

5101 Santa Monica Blvd., Ste. 8 PMB #268
Los Angeles, California 90029
Telephone (323) 285-3540
www.midcitywest.org

We do support the District 5 map in K2.5 if this includes Mid City
West West of La Brea and North of Melrose to the West Hollywood
border.
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We are also supportive of Map L given Mid City West is kept in a
single council district.

Thank you for considering the MCWNC position. We are happy to engage
in further discussion and/or answer any questions.
Sincerely,

Michael Schneider
Vice Chair
Mid City West Neighborhood Council
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PASSED 22-0-0-0 ON OCTOBER 15, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Will Hackner
Second Vice Chair

Sent via email to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org

Melissa Algaze
Secretary

Re: Mid City West Neighborhood Council Statement on City Council
Redistricting

Ben Kram
Treasurer

Dear Commissioners,

Thomas Bailey
Cindy Bitterman
Shem Bitterman
Lyndsey Bonomolo
Lauren Borchard
Lindsey Chase
Isack Fadlon
Adam Gerber
Amy Goldenberg
Sara Griebe
Andrea Guttag
Taylor Holland
Nasim Kablan
Dale Kendall
Tyler Lambert-Perkins
Christian La Mont
Lynda La Rose
Maria Malbas
David Mann
Daniel Schoorl
Thao Tran
J. Keith van Straaten
Valerie Washburn
Ryan Weisert
Andrew Werner
Don Whitehead
Xander Wikstrom

Thank you for all your hard work through the redistricting process. We
have been following the process closely. Mid City West’s borders are
Beverly Hills to the West, La Brea to the East, West Hollywood to the
North, and San Vicente / Olympic to the South.
After reading our Community Impact Statement on October 13 and
seeing Chair Ali’s memo, we were hopeful the commission would address
our concerns. We were dismayed when the Commission spent over 20
minutes agonizing over ~1,500 residents' wishes in Franklin Canyon to
be in CD5, and then dismissing our wishes by the time you discussed
Melrose.
Mid City West doesn’t just wish for Melrose to be “unified” so both sides
of the street are in the same council district. We want to remain in CD5.
We have never been in CD13 in 22 years and we have very little in
common with the needs of Atwater Village and other places in CD13. CD5
(and CD4) have been our home and we do not wish to have a third
council office to speak with.
We understand that you are saying CD5 is “over populated” and you are
trying to balance everything. However, this is a choice you are making.
Franklin Canyon’s 1,500 residents desires - despite them being a wealthy
community in the hills - should not take precedence over keeping
Melrose’s 7,000 residents (north of Melrose) unified in CD5. Neither

5101 Santa Monica Blvd., Ste. 8 PMB # 268 Los Angeles, CA 90029 | 323.285.3540 | www.midcitywest.org

5101 Santa Monica Blvd., Ste. 8 PMB #268
Los Angeles, California 90029
Telephone (323) 285-3540
www.midcitywest.org

should the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council’s desire to be unified in
a single council district.
Lastly, we are very concerned that your decision to extend CD13 further
south into Mid City West to Rosewood not only makes this even worse but
also puts in jeopardy the Mid City West Neighborhood Greenway - which
is going to be installed along Rosewood Ave. We have spent years getting
CD5 support, winning a multi million dollar grant, and new signals and
other things to calm traffic and make Rosewood more friendly to people
on bikes and scooters that are scheduled to go into the ground. If
Rosewood is now a CD5/CD13 border, we will need to start community
outreach over and also possibly have the project killed completely by a
potentially unsupportive and unknown Councilmember to our area.
To conclude:
- Keep ALL of Mid City West at our northern border in CD5. You made the
problem worse by moving CD13 south.
- Mid City West’s needs aren’t below Franklin Canyons’ or Greater
Wilshire’s, yet you seem to keep going through great pains to please
them to our detriment.
- Rebalance CD5 elsewhere outside of Mid City West or just accept that
CD5 will be a bit “overpopulated” and that’s a small price we need to pay
to keep everyone happy.
Thank you for considering the MCWNC position. We are happy to engage
in further discussion and/or answer any questions.
Sincerely,

Michael Schneider
Vice Chair
Mid City West Neighborhood Council
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PASSED WITH 24 YEA’S, 1 NAY’S, 2 ABSTENTIONS AT OUR
SEPTEMBER 14, 2021 BOARD MEETING
September 15, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Sent via email to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: Mid City West Neighborhood Council Statement on City Council
Redistricting
Dear Commissioners,
We appreciate the opportunity to share input prior to the redrawing of
District boundaries.
Mid City West is a
unique part of Los
Angeles. We share a
border with three
other Neighborhood
Councils as well as
the cities of West
Hollywood and
Beverly Hills. Inside
our borders are
iconic places like
LACMA, Fairfax,
Melrose, Carthay,
The Grove,
Cedars-Sinai, and
Pan Pacific Park.
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Having discussed redistricting, we ask that you consider the following:
1 - We ask that Mid City West be placed in a single council
district. Mid City West is currently divided up between Council Districts
4 and 5, which can complicate our efforts in the community - especially
when it comes to transportation. For example, the prior Councilmember
in District 4 blocked our efforts to extend our Neighborhood Greenway
further south, and vetoed a bike lane we had supported, while District 5
supported the Neighborhood Greenway. To the average citizen who
doesn’t memorize council borders, this presents a challenge, and they
frequently have no idea why certain road treatments start or stop.
Being in a single council district would allow us to more efficiently work
with a single office on our priorities.
2 - We strongly object to Mid City West being divided any
further. While we prefer to be in a single council district, we certainly
don’t want to exacerbate our situation by adding even more council
offices. If you are unable to grant us our request to be in a single
council district, then we ask that you ensure we are divided into no
more than two council districts.
Thank you for considering the MCWNC position. We are happy to
engage in further discussion and/or answer any questions.
Sincerely,

Michael Schneider
Vice Chair
Mid City West Neighborhood Council
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Neighborhood Council of Westchester Playa
8726 South Sepulveda Boulevard, PMB 191A Los Angeles, CA 90045
213.473.7023 ph • 310.301.3564 fx
email: inquiries@ncwpdr.org • www.ncwpdr.org

October 20, 2021
L. A. City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 285
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: Inclusion of Ladera in CD11
Dear Chairman Ali and Commission Members,
Yours is a critical job that can have a profound impact on the people and communities that are shuttled
from one City Council District to another, so it is vital that you work to make sure communities that
have forged a bond economically, socially and otherwise remain intact.
It is with this focus that I am writing on behalf of the Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa
(NCWP) asking you respectfully to retain the Ladera area in Council District 11, where it truly
belongs.
This area, known as Residential District 11, plays an important and significant role in our community.
Our Neighborhood Council represents the stakeholders who live, work, and play in the Westchester,
Playa del Rey and Playa Vista communities and is vehemently opposed to the transfer of this area into
Council District 8 as has been proposed.
We urge the 2021 Redistricting Commission to keep Residential District 11, the area named
Ladera/Triangle, within boundaries in Council District 11. The boundary of this starts with an ‘L’
shape on the north between 62nd and 63rd Streets, extending from three blocks west of La Cienega
Blvd. to La Brea, and south on La Cienega into the Triangle area south of Centinela Ave. to east of the
405 Fwy. The area has become an integral part of our community and has strong ties to the
Westchester/Playa community.
Residents in this area share common interests with the rest of Westchester. Their children play Little
League in Westchester, and many go to school in CD11. They share shopping and business centers,
churches, police and fire stations, property values, and income levels. They also share common
community concerns such as airport noise and traffic. Area residents are engaged in a variety of
community organizations ranging from service clubs to the Ballona Creek Art Project. It is clear that
these residents are inextricably intertwined with CD11 in a community sense.
This area is also connected to CD11 geographically. In fact, Ladera was the City’s original “Gateway
to LAX,” connecting the city to its airport between unincorporated LA County and Inglewood in the
1940s. This deep and historic connection to LAX continues to bind the Ladera area to its Westchester
neighbors, as all of these residents continue to share an interest in airport politics, impacts of airport
modernization and area traffic patterns.
Furthermore, many of this area’s residents either currently work or have retired from the airport. They
share concerns about airport noise and travelers parking in their neighborhoods. They share concerns
about airport traffic and how the construction of the airport’s new landside improvements will impact
the community. The main thoroughfare for the new LAX Consolidated Rent-A-Car (ConRAC) facility
runs through Ladera and into Westchester. It only makes sense to allow these residents to remain a
part of CD11 so that their concerns can be heard by the same Councilmember who represents the
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airport itself. Relocating them outside CD11 will disenfranchise an entire community whose
livelihood and day-to-day quality of life are tied to LAX. It is critical that these residents have a seat at
the table and can be assured that their voice will be heard by the airport and CD11 on these important
matters.
The Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa and the tens of thousands of Angelenos it represents
are unified in our desire to keep Ladera and the triangle area in Westchester where residents have
forged strong bonds within the community and have finally gained a real voice in city government
through representation on the Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa.
Please do not continue to use this area as a political football, being tossed from district to district, and
allow it to remain where residents have finally connected with the Council District that represents
them and have woven their way into the fabric of the community.
For the past 30 years, City Redistricting Commissions has shuffled this neighborhood from Council
District to Council District. It was formerly in CD10 and then moved to CD8 and moved again to
CD11. Previous Commissions did not recognize that Ladera is a diverse community of 309 households
with common interests to the westside of Los Angeles
In the last round of Redistricting in 2011, Ladera finally moved to CD11 where the community has
flourished. Westchester welcomed Ladera and even dedicated a seat on the Neighborhood Council to
the area. Ladera residents have become key players in Westchester/Playa politics and community
issues. In fact, for the first time, Ladera residents, though the Neighborhood Council, were
empowered, supported and joined forces with their neighbors to resolve numerous decades-old
problems with city services and public safety.
The connection to Westchester/Playa has also attracted new business to the area. The former rundown
commercial center was revitalized and new businesses including Amazon Fresh, Spectrum, and
Marshall’s have moved in to serve area residents. These stores identify and brand themselves as
Westchester locations. Perhaps more telling, these new businesses based their investment decisions on
criteria such as household incomes and educations levels of residents in the area – demographic
characteristics that more closely resemble CD11 than CD8. It is a
betrayal of the City’s commitment to these businesses and area residents to move this community into
South Los Angeles CD8.
The Ladera/Triangle area is finally where it belongs, and it would be a shame to uproot these residents
once again, tearing apart a community that is tied together socially, economically, and culturally.
If Redistricting Map K2.5 is adopted without restoring this community to CD11, the Neighborhood
Council of Westchester/Playa will lose a District Director seat and will no longer represent
stakeholders who should be able to provide their input on important airport modernization projects that
will impact their daily lives. Equally important is the fact that the Ladera/Triangle area is part of the
Westchester – Playa del Rey (WPDR) Community Plan, and planning, land-use and city services
decisions have been and continue to be made predicated on the fact that this area is an integral part of
CD11.
As part of Westchester, this long forgotten neighborhood has received roadway improvements and
even had its streets repaved for the first time in 30 years. LADWP conducted an inspection and
repaired power poles for the first time in 10 years, resolving frequent power outages. Stop signs were
installed at dangerous intersections where there had been multiple accidents. Trash is now picked up
regularly. Most importantly, when one Ladera neighbor died because the paramedics went to the
wrong street (as a result of a 35-year-old street sign missing letters), the NCWP got the city to create
custom street signs for the neighborhood with the city seal so no first responders would ever make that
mistake again.
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It is not a stretch to say that lives have been saved, social bonds have been forged and neighbors have
become inextricably tied to each other as the result of this area being included in CD11. The residents
of this area are unanimous in their desire to remain a part of CD11 and continue to be linked to
Westchester.
Please do not rip this area apart as previous Redistricting Commissions have done. Please consider the
important social, geographic, and political ties that have been cemented over the past decade. Please
keep the Ladera/Triangle area in CD11. Thank you for your consideration of this vitally important
issue.
Sincerely,

Paula Gerez,
President
Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa
Cc: Councilman Mike Bonin

October 14, 2021
TO: Members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
FROM: NoHo Neighborhood Council
SUBJECT: City of Los Angeles Draft Plan K 2.5
The NoHo Neighborhood Council opposes Map K 2.5 as drafted.
NoHo is a community of renters (according to data on EmpowerLA, 74% of the units in NoHo
NC’s service area are renter occupied) and we face particular challenges around housing
instability because of this. K 2.5 ignores this fact and shoehorns our NC into an alliance with
other NCs such as Foothill Trails (23% renter occupied) and Bel Air-Beverly Crest (16% owner
occupied). It raises the question of whether a councilmember will be able to adequately and
properly represent any of their constituents with such wildly varying interests. NoHo deserves to
be connected to communities of interest, not sandwiched between districts of homeowners whose
interests do not align with ours.
NoHo Neighborhood Council also recognizes what appears to be a deliberate attempt to divide
the largely Armenian communities within Council District 2 into different council districts.
These communities are represented by the City’s first Armenian-American ever elected to public
office, Councilmember Paul Krekorian. Splitting them up would dilute the collective political
power of this minority group and ultimately, silence their voices at City Hall.
Further, we recognize our neighbors in the Reseda Neighborhood Council and their concerns
about disenfranchisement. NoHo will get to vote in 2024; in contrast, large swaths of Reseda
have been shifted from an even numbered district into an odd numbered district; with the change
to move municipal elections to coincide with federal elections and now the shift to a new
Councilmember whose term will not expire until 2024, this means large swaths of their
constituents will go for seven full years with no opportunity to vote for a new councilmember.
This is not only fatally flawed but also undemocratic at its core. Reseda and the entire city
deserve better than this.
1

Next, NoHo NC agrees with the concerns of many stakeholders and neighbors who have lifted
their voices to ask whether this map was designed to specifically attack Nithya Raman and
invalidate the outcome of the 2020 election. It is no secret that Ms. Raman’s ascent to the
council was surprising and has shaken many people at City Hall. The carving up of her power
base and decision to shunt her either a) into an East Valley district that is mostly new and
unfamiliar to her or b) into a West Valley district that is wholly outside her electoral base is rank
politics at its worst. Once again, we view this as deeply undemocratic. We all see what the
Commission is choosing to do, so let’s call it what it is: the Commission has chosen to protect
other incumbents while steamrolling the most progressive voice on the council. This kind of
partisan gerrymandering has no place in Los Angeles or in the state of California.
Moreover, we raise broad concerns about process. Many commissioners have appeared to be
confused about the content of certain motions. Ex parte communications over hot mics have been
documented by Twitter users. To address the procedural concerns, we support Commissioner
Goldberg’s call for a special meeting to address the deficiencies of Map K 2.5 before it is
submitted to the City Council.
In total, the map as drawn will disempower NoHo by potentially forcing us to create new
relationships with a councilmember who has been explicitly cut off by the commission from her
electoral base, pushing us into a new district that does not reflect the shared interests of our
community, and dividing the significant Armenian American community of the San Fernando
Valley. The map will disenfranchise our neighbors by breaking up existing electoral coalitions in
CD4 and by forcing current residents in CD3 to wait three more years before they can vote in a
Municipal Election.
NoHo NC is under no illusions that our statement matters to the commission or to the
Councilmembers who appointed them. We expect that K 2.5 will become the new City Council
map, but we will not stand idly by while the City Council and their appointees disempower us
and our neighbors, and we will remember who stood in favor of this Faustian map that preserves
existing power bases for Councilmembers while gutting representation for our community.
2
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Thryeris Mason
President

October 8, 2021

Julianne Burg
Vice President
Samantha Burg
Secretary
Julie Burg
Treasurer
Marco Flores
Area 1
Representative

Honorable Commissioners
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Suite 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Joel Vaca
Area 1
Representative

Re: Community Impact Statement on Los Angeles City Council Redistricting, CF20-2668

David Greenman
Area 2
Representative

Dear Commissioners:

Mehul Patel
Area 2
Representative
Jean Frost
Area 3
Representative
Nicolas Creighton
Area 3
Representative
Jim Childs
At Large
Representative
Cindy Gaete
At Large
Representative
Jon Tieuel
At Large
Representative
Vacant
USC Interest
Representative
Vacant
Business Interest
Representative

Thank you for volunteering for this difficult and meticulous endeavor of creating our city council districts for the
next decade.
The Empowerment Congress North Area Neighborhood Development Council serves the neighborhoods of
Adams/Normandie, Exposition Park, parts of Jefferson Park, King Estates, University Park, University Park
North and University Park West.
Our General Board Meeting occurred on Thursday, October 7, 2021, and this matter was listed as item VII (g).
From that we submit the following remarks with respect to map K2.5:
1) There was a motion to leave our neighborhood council in three city council districts. With a vote of 4
yays, 7 nays, and 2 abstentions the motion was not passed. Do not leave us divided by three. Afford
us the same consideration you have to other neighborhood councils and place us into one, or two,
city council districts.
2) There was a motion to return the Staples Center and LA Live assets to Council District 9. With a
vote of 11 yays, 0 nays, and 1 abstention, the motion passed. These assets are part of South Park
and as currently placed, are disconnected from the remainder of the South Park community. We
submit that uniting the South Park community under Council District 9, and returning these assets to
that district, will improve the economic base of an underserved community and that doing so would
be aligned with your criteria of not splitting neighborhoods into multiple council districts.
3) There was a motion to return USC’s University Park Campus and Exposition Park assets to Council
District 8. With a vote of 7 yays, 3 nays, and 1 abstention the motion passed. We challenge you to
explore the reasons why these assets were removed from the district 10 years ago. If those reasons

www.NANDC.org

are incompatible your present values, then a correction is in order. Council District 8 has long been
underdeveloped and underserved and now is the time to redirect its trajectory towards the
intersection of economic parity and hope by returning these important cultural and economic assets,
the heart and soul of our neighborhood council community, to its fold. Doing so would also afford our
neighborhood council increased leverage in addressing the rampant student housing development,
and the resultant displacement, which have become prevalent in our community.
As you move forward, we hope that you recognize that the impact of your decisions will be felt long after
Council boundaries are redrawn 10 years from now. We are confident that you will deliver a recommendation
to City Council that is just and equitable. Thank you for your consideration.
With Purpose~
Ms. Thryeris Mason, President
Empowerment Congress North Area Neighborhood Development Council
cc: Councilmember Marqueece Harris-Dawson
Councilmember Curren Price
Samuel Garrison, USC Civic Engagement

PO Box 18769
Los Angeles, CA 90018
board@nandc.org | www.NANDC.org

Your Community Impact Statement has been successfully submitted to City Council and
Committees.
If you have questions and/or concerns, please contact the Department of Neighborhood
Empowerment at NCSupport@lacity.org.
This is an automated response, please do not reply to this email.
Contact Information
Neighborhood Council: Park Mesa Heights
Name: MaryAnn MacDougall
Phone Number:
Email: macdougallpmhcc@gmail.com
The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(8) Nay(0) Abstain(0) Ineligible(0) Recusal(0)
Date of NC Board Action: 09/29/2021
Type of NC Board Action: Against unless Amended
Impact Information
Date: 09/29/2021
Update to a Previous Input: No
Directed To: City Council and Committees
Council File Number: 20-0668
Agenda Date: 09/30/2021
Item Number:
Summary:

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CALIFORNIA

PARK MESA HEIGHTS
COMMUNITY
COUNCIL

September 29, 2021
From:
Park Mesa Heights Community Council
Re:
CIS – Position on the Redistricting Plan for Council District 8
Council File #: 20-0668

The Park Mesa Heights Community Council opposes any redistricting plans that would not
include the return of the economic base of Council District 8 that was removed in the previous
redistricting process. This includes the northern portion of the Baldwin Hills Mall, USC, and
Exposition Park.
This statement has been voted on and approved by the Park Mesa Heights Community Council.
Park Mesa Heights Community Council
KimMarie Johnson-Roussell
President
323 321 9441

DRAFT
Council File 20-0668
Redistricting Process / 2020 Decennial United States Census Data
The Reseda Neighborhood Council opposes map K2.5 final. Map K2.5 final places Reseda
into district 4 or 2, when we were previously part of districts 3 and 12. The refusal of the
commission to designate which district Reseda would be in hampered the efforts of the
commissioners to advocate for our district and our neighborhood Map K2.5 final
disenfranchises the majority of residents who currently reside in Council District 3. 100% of the
residents of the new 4-2 district will have an entirely new councilmember who we did not elect
and for the majority of us, it pushes our opportunity to vote back until 2024, which means we
could go nearly 2 terms without a vote on a councilmember. It is unbelievable that the
commission could avow the complete disenfranchisement of our diverse and lower income
community as an acceptable cost.
Map K2.5 separates our neighborhood from our traditional communities of interest in the West
Valley and stratifies our neighborhood along poverty lines. Had it not been for the tremendous
amount of public participation by our neighbors, we are certain that our new district would have
been left with no representation for significant local public assets. Working class neighborhoods
deserve representation just as much as our wealthier counterparts.
We wholeheartedly agree with the call by the Los Angeles Times Editorial Board that a truly
independent redistricting commission is necessary. Political self interest superseded the needs
of our communities throughout this process. In addition, the City Council must mandate a
process in which all line drawing is public. Map K2.5 originated in a private ad hoc committee
that did not allow public participation. This is anathema to the idea of participatory democracy.
Perhaps had the process been public, these commissioners would not have been so willing to
engage in our complete and total disenfranchisement.
While we oppose this map for the reasons delineated above, should this map remain in place, it
is vital that the new 4-2 district retain a representative voice in Warner Center, Pierce College,
and the Sepulveda Basin. These assets are crucial to the success of our newly drawn district
and representation is crucial as any development of these assets will have a direct and
substantial impact on our communities.
The Reseda Neighborhood Council also wishes to acknowledge and thank our neighbors from
the Encino Neighborhood Council who supported our goal of obtaining a representative voice in
Warner Center. We want to lift their efforts to keep their neighborhood whole and in one district.
We also agree that a sharing of the Sepulveda Basin, roughly along the Los Angeles River,
between districts 4-2 and 3 makes sense. It would give both communities who have a vested
interest in the stewardship of the Sepulveda Basin representation and a voice in the operations
of this important community asset.

Reseda Neighborhood Council
DJ FRANK
PRESIDENT
Vacant
VICE-PRESIDENT
JAMIE YORK
SECRETARY
ANGELA SABORIO
TREASURER
MICHELLE GALLAGHER
PARLIAMENTARIAN
VICTOR SABORIO
SERGEANT-AT ARMS

THOMAS BOOTH
SHARON BREWER
KARLA ESCOBAR
REEMA HAQUE
JENNIFER HUNT GUDERNATCH
MAYA HWANG
GUILLERMO MORALESVITOLA
ANAT INDIG-PEDDICORD
JOE PHILLIPS
MARIA SKELTON
MAYA WHITECLOUD

The Reseda Neighborhood Council would first like to recognize and thank the leadership of the
North Hollywood Neighborhood Council, the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council, the Woodland
Hills Warner Center Neighborhood Council, and the Greater Valley Glen Council who have
joined us in opposing map K2.5. We cannot, however, express our thanks to the Redistricting
Commission.
The Reseda Neighborhood Council cannot express strongly enough how blatantly this
commission, like good little puppets, is kowtowing to special interest groups and entitled
communities at the expense of disadvantaged and marginalized communities. We condemn in
the strongest possible terms the actions and lack of actions taken at the October 13th, 2021
meeting of the Redistricting Commission. The blatant classism and racism on display in this
meeting would shock even the most cynical conscience.
Failure to value community rooted knowledge
We condemn that, despite numerous requests from stakeholders pointing out how the current
map K2.5 disenfranchises the vast majority of current CD3 residents, and, even more
importantly, the most powerless and ignored stakeholders of CD3, no change or even effort to
change was made to appropriately assign Council District 3 to the northerly district, and CD 2/4
to the southerly district. This in spite of the fact that this would be the only morally correct thing
to do by dint of what this Commission states are its guiding lights. We condemn that this
commission repeatedly fails to post critical Community Impact Statements submissions on their
website, which further evidences the commission’s failure to engage and inform the community.
Failure to center equity, compassion, respect, and dignity of communities in
decision-making
We condemn that, despite the clear point made by residents from all over the city how important
it is that a Council District needs to have public assets to be successful, this Commission, for no

valid redistricting reason other than political favoritism, like a Robin Hood in Reverse, taking
from the poor and giving to the rich, stripped away one of the only assets the new northerly
district has, the Sepulveda Basin and associated facilities, and puts it into the southerly district
which is already Asset Rich with Warner Center, Pierce College and Ventura Boulevard, Encino
Reservoir and the Sherman Oaks Galleria. What motivation could there be for this unwarranted
racially and class motivated supremacist land grab, spearheaded by Commissioners Katz,
Cardenas, and Ali, other than to placate the representatives of the wealthy and entitled at the
expense of working class communities? What’s to stop the commission from ripping away the
only other asset the district would have, the Van Nuys Airport?
Failure to ensure the data utilized captures Los Angeles’ communities of interest
The density of the proposed 2 or 4 council district cannot be overlooked. The newly proposed
Council District 3 contains neighborhoods with densities all below 7,000 people per square mile
ranging from 3,700-6,700 people per square mile, whereas the new 2/4 district only has density
above 7500 people per square mile, ranging from 7,750 - 12,240 people per square mile and
yet the less densely populated district was awarded the Sepulveda Basin park. To be clear both
Lake Balboa and Encino claim the Sepulveda Basin park as being within their neighborhood
council boundaries. It is not solely within the boundaries of Encino. Every single neighborhood
in the 2 or 4 district is considered park deprived. 80% of the Canoga and Winnetka study area
is considered high or very high need for parks and 60% of the Reseda Van Nuys study area is
considered high or very high need for parks. Conversely, the Encino -Tarzana area has a 34%
rating of high or very high need. The Woodland Hills study area has a 23% rating and the
Sherman Oaks study area has a 19% rating of high or very high need. Our new district clearly
has a high need for green space based on our differing densities and yet the commission
redistricted the Sepulveda Basin park, a decision not based on equity or data.
Failure to ensure that voters are equitably represented by someone they elected
We condemn that, no matter how this proposed map shakes out, if the Northerly District is not
assigned as CD3, as it should be, neither of the potential Councilmembers would be
representing a single person that voted for them. In other words, zero percent of the electorate
in this new district would be represented by a councilmember they voted for. By assigning the
Northerly District as CD3 and the Southerly District as CD4 the percentage of residents being
represented by the Council Member they elected is increased dramatically and this is the only
configuration that can be equitably and morally justified.
Failure to respect due process, fairness, and adherence to the Law (Brown Act)
We condemn the illegal Special Treatment this Commission engaged in by allowing every
representative of specific special interest groups in attendance to speak at the beginning of
public comment while the balance of public speakers are relegated to a lottery of every fourth
speaker. By allotting a large swath of public speaking time to every member of these
unagendized special interest groups, significant time was consumed which left numerous
members of the public unable to comment.
Failure to embrace creative and respectful tension to reach just decisions
We condemn the disrespectful, belittling and patronizing manner in which the Chairman, and by
their inaction the rest of the commissioners save Commissioner Cagna, treated Commissioner
Goldberg, the only Commissioner who has the courage to call this Redistricting Commission to
account for the many wrongs they are perpetrating, and who seems to be the only

commissioner dedicated to making sure this process is handled in an intelligent and thoughtful
manner with proper public transparency and input.
To put it bluntly, if this Commission does not immediately correct the two biggest moral crimes
they have committed with this map by designating the northerly new district of Canoga Park,
Winnetka, Reseda and Lake Balboa as CD3, and returning the Sepulveda Basin and Facilities
to that district, we condemn this commission as nothing but charlatans, classists, racists, and
political puppets more interested in pleasing their political benefactors than in representing the
stakeholders of Los Angeles. We also demand the special meeting that Commissioner Jackie
Goldberg requested to review these critical 2 and 4 council districts.
To reiterate the point, the Redistricting Commission has failed to adhere to its own operating
principles including, but not limited to the items addressed in this Community Impact Statement
●
●
●
●
●
●

.

Failure to value community rooted knowledge
Failure to center equity, compassion, respect, and dignity of communities in
decision-making
Failure to ensure the data utilized captures Los Angeles’ communities of interest
Failure to ensure that voters are equitably represented by someone they elected
Failure to respect due process, fairness, and adherence to the Law (Brown Act)
Failure to embrace creative and respectful tension to reach just decisions
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The Reseda Neighborhood Council requests that the Los Angeles Redistricting
Commission place the neighborhood of Reseda in only one council district. At present, Reseda
is divided into two council districts with the majority of our neighborhood in Council District 3 and
a north-northeastern section in Council District 12. Historically, this division between council
districts has not served the stakeholders of Reseda well. Regardless of which council district
Reseda is placed into, we would prefer to not have our community arbitrarily split between
districts. We believe that the split causes a diffusion of responsibility by our Councilmembers,
particularly along the areas where the dividing lines occur. Additionally, Roscoe Boulevard and
Reseda Boulevard are two streets in Reseda that are part of the High Injury Network under
Vision Zero and are where dividing lines occur. Where these streets do not mark the dividing
lines between communities, we believe Reseda would benefit from not having these particularly
dangerous streets divided between Councilmembers.
Please see attached map.
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The Reseda Neighborhood Council has evaluated the maps currently being considered by the
redistricting commission. Maps K2.5 and L, as well as the stakeholder proposed map 57666
present a major concern to the Reseda Neighborhood Council.
Reseda should not be split between council districts, and if it is, the split should not occur
along High Injury Network corridors. Reseda’s population is currently split between two
districts (CD3 & CD12 – 79.9% & 20.1% respectively per the Feb. 22 2012 CCRC final map)
and this has already proven to be an unworkable model. For this reason, Map L is a complete
disaster and absolutely unacceptable as it not only splits Reseda into three districts, it does so
along High Injury Network corridors.
Map K2.5 does keep Reseda whole and within one council district. Nonetheless, Map K2.5 is a
racist, disenfranchising map that strips community assets out of the proposed newly numbered
district 2 or newly numbered district 4. It would create a high poverty, rent burdened district that
lacks green spaces, community education assets, and segregates historical communities of
national cultural interests, racially and economically. Additionally, it would rob said community of
assets and give them to more affluent and advantaged neighboring districts. This does not meet
the equity standards set forth by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission. The
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission states that its core values are; equity,
integrity, transparency, respect, compassion, dignity, data driven, solution oriented, and
interdependence. However this proposed map demonstrates none of those values, in particular
it is lacking in equity and integrity.
Both K2.5 & 57666 maps would move Reseda from an odd numbered to an even numbered
Council District. It is an important thing to consider that in these situations any stakeholder
moved from an odd to an even numbered district will end up not having a vote in who
represents them for seven years, almost two council member terms, essentially
disenfranchising them. It is curious then that the very population that is being overtly

disenfranchised is already disadvantaged and underprivileged whereas the winning populations
which will have more voter power are already advantaged. It is also notable that the proposed
District 3 makes up a minority population of the current District 3. In other municipalities, such
as Long Beach and Sacramento, during redistricting it is customary to have the majority
population kept intact, particularly when the community in question is an established
community of similar interests. We thank Commissioner Cagna for noting this and are curious
why no other commissioners felt this was important. Every effort should therefore be made to
minimize the damage caused by this disenfranchisement when assigning new Council Districts.
In map K2.5 it is clear that the vast majority of the current population of CD3 is being
disenfranchised by being moved into CD2 or CD4. The only equitable solution would be to
reverse the assignment of the Council Districts such that the communities of Canoga Park,
Winnetka, Reseda and Lake Balboa are placed into CD3 and Woodland Hills, Tarzana, Encino,
and Sherman Oaks are placed into either CD2 or CD4. If these changes were made and the
Sepulveda basin park is retained entirely within the same district as Reseda, the Reseda
Council would support this map.
Stakeholder map 57666 presents a trickier situation. While the majority of the current
population of CD3 does remain within the boundaries of the new CD3, again it is important to
note that the population that is being disenfranchised on this map is almost entirely lower
income and communities of color, while almost none of the wealthy and advantaged population
of CD3 is being affected by disenfranchisement. This is an unacceptable development as it is
the way these matters are usually handled, the poor and disadvantaged are expected, once
again, to sacrifice for the benefit of those who are already endowed with advantages. For this
reason, the assignments of the proposed Council Districts should be reversed.
Additionally, the covid-19 pandemic has greatly compressed the timeline between redistricting
and voting. Voters will have a decreased amount of time to evaluate candidates. City Council
candidates will have a decreased amount of time to fundraise if they are originally in an even
numbered district and moved to an odd numbered district. Normally every candidate and the
voters have potentially 18 months between declaration of candidacy and City Council
election. Residents of even numbered districts who are moved to odd numbered districts are
also disenfranchised due to covid-19 delays. Everybody loses on these maps, especially
Reseda.
We deserve a vote and a say on our future neighborhoods. Make no mistake, residents who are
moved from an odd numbered district to an even numbered district have their voices muzzled
electorally; do not be complicit in silencing us.
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COMMUNITY IMPACT STATEMENT
The Board of the Studio City Neighborhood Council (SCNC) OPPOSES the proposed redistricting map, K2.5,
version 4, by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission. Stakeholders deserve to be represented by
the Councilmember they voted for. We urge the commission to recognize the longstanding communal
connections, which include, but are not limited to, shared schools, a shared police division, a shared fire
battalion, and shared social service connections with our existing Council Office on behalf of our unhoused
neighbors. We, therefore, request a map that includes Studio City, North Hollywood, Toluca Lake, Valley Glen,
Valley Village, Cahuenga Pass, and Barham. This map suggested preserves our social and economic diversity.

Randall Fried
President,
Studio City Neighborhood Council
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Neighborhood Council: Sherman Oaks NC
Name: Jeffrey Hartsough
The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(15) Nay(3) Abstain(1) Ineligible(1) Recusal(0)
Date of NC Board Action: 10/11/2021
Type of NC Board Action: For
Impact Information
Date: 10/14/2021
Summary: CF 20-0668 Redistricting Process / 2020 Decennial United States Census Data
Motion: The Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council (SONC) supports the Redistricting
Commission’s study and approval of its Draft Map K-series, such as Draft Map K2 or similar
future iterations.

Courtney Casgraux
Anthony Crump
Dulce Stein
Maebe A. Girl
Albert Andrade

SILVERLAKE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
RESOLUTION REGARDING 2021 CITY REDISTRICTING
October 6th, 2021
WHEREAS, the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021 is in the process of
drawing proposed Los Angeles City Council District boundaries cased on census date that will
allocate constituents proportionately while also accounting for the unique histories, experiences
and interests of communities, such that those interest will have the highest probability of being
served by elected representatives and the City of Los Angeles; and,
WHEREAS, the area that the Silver Lake Neighborhood Council represents is currently split into
two city council districts, namely Council District 4 and Council District 13; and
WHEREAS, the Silver Lake Neighborhood Council believes that the stakeholders of Silver Lake
would be better served by consolidating the entirety of Silver Lake into a single city council
district; and
WHEREAS, the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021 is considering
consolidating Silver Lake in a single city council district;
WHEREAS, the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021 is considering
drawing Silver Lake and Echo Park into separate city council districts;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Silver Lake Neighborhood Council urges the
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission 2021 to unify Silver Lake into a single city
council district;
RESOLVED FURTHER that the Silver Lake Neighborhood Council urges the Los Angeles City
Council Redistricting Commission 2021 to draw Silver Lake and Echo Park into the same city
council district.
Sincerely,
The Silver Lake Neighborhood Council

PRESENTED BY: Jiyoung Carolyn Park
SECONDED BY: Daniel Weidlein
YES:13 | NO:0 | ABSTAIN:0 | ABSENT:2 | INELIGIBLE: 2
ON THIS DATE: October 6th, 2021

Contact Information
Neighborhood Council: United Neighborhoods Neighborhood Council
Name: Laura Meyers
The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(8) Nay(6) Abstain(0) Ineligible(0) Recusal(0)
Date of NC Board Action: 09/02/2021
Type of NC Board Action: For if Amended
Impact Information
Date: 09/30/2021
Update to a Previous Input: Yes
Summary: September 30, 2021 The United Neighborhoods of the Historic Arlington Heights,
West Adams and Jefferson Park Communities Neighborhood Council (UNNC), on Sept. 2,
2021, approved the following Motion/Resolution: “UNNC requests that the Redistricting
Commission keep UNNC in one council district, and that the district be CD10.” UNNC previously
discussed our goal to not divide community of interests. UNNC values our diversity (faith, race,
gender identification, age) and consistently supports a balance between the past, present and
future: we value our historic neighborhoods, our existing communities, and look to a prosperous
future that includes change, growth and new residents. The newest proposed map, “Map L,”
does a great disservice to UNNC and its distinct historic neighborhoods. This proposal literally
divides residential neighborhoods within their neighborhoods, utilizing a residential street,
Gramercy Place, as a dividing line between CD-10 and CD-1. UNNC is deeply troubled with this
configuration. Gramercy Place runs down the center of both Western Heights and Angelus
Vista, and thus would place half of Western Heights and half of Angelus Vista in one district,
and the other two halves into the other. We are OPPOSED to proposed Map L, and any other
iteration that would divide our neighborhoods and this neighborhood council. Neighbors have
spent four decades working together to improve our community resources. Washington Blvd
was filled with abandoned buildings in the early 1980s. Now the Washington Boulevard Corridor
from Normandie to Crenshaw is a lively community-serving hub, with coffee houses,
restaurants, cultural hubs (the Underground Museum; the former Ray Charles Recording
Studio; Amazing Grace Conservatory; and the under-construction Debbie Allen Dance
Academy), and Surfas Culinary District. Map L divides these assets between two council
districts, despite the seamless way they serve these UNNC neighborhoods. Laura Meyers
UNNC President

September 20, 2021
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission
City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email to redistricting.lacity@lacity.org
Re: UNNC Resolution on City Council Redistricting
Dear Commissioners,
The United Neighborhoods of the Historic Arlington Heights, West Adams and Jefferson Park Communities
Neighborhood Council (UNNC), representing 80,000 stakeholders, met in a Brown Act-compliant public
Governing Board meeting on Thursday, September 2, 2021 and approved the following Motion/Resolution:

“UNNC requests that the Redistricting Commission keep UNNC in one council district, and that the
district be CD10.”
UNNC discussed our goal (and desire) to not divide community of interests, of which NCs are a type. UNNC
values our diversity (faith, race, gender identification, age) and consistently supports a balance between the past,
present and future: we value our historic neighborhoods, our existing communities, and look to a prosperous future
that includes change, growth and new residents.
We understand and support the interest in the Koreatown community to be one district, not divided into four
sections as is currently the case. However, we would hope this does not affect UNNC if this change is carried
through; if at all feasible, we would like to keep our footprint – generally speaking, Pico to Exposition, with a
variable eastern border of Normandie north of the freeway and Western/Arlington south of the freeway, west to
Crenshaw – within one council district, which historically has been Council District 10.
Thank you for your consideration.
Laura Meyers
UNNC President
president@unnc.org

Your Community Impact Statement has been successfully submitted to City Council and
Committees.
If you have questions and/or concerns, please contact the Department of Neighborhood
Empowerment at NCSupport@lacity.org.
This is an automated response, please do not reply to this email.
Contact Information
Neighborhood Council: NC Valley Village
Name: Anthony Braswell
Phone Number: 818-624-7461
Email: Anthony.Braswell@cshs.org
The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(12) Nay(0) Abstain(1) Ineligible(0) Recusal(0)
Date of NC Board Action: 10/08/2021
Type of NC Board Action: Against
Impact Information
Date: 10/13/2021
Update to a Previous Input: No
Directed To: City Council and Committees
Council File Number: 20-0668
Agenda Date: 10/13/2021
Item Number:
Summary: Neighborhood Council Valley Village opposed Redistricting Map K-2.5. Our motion is
below: NCVV opposes the configuration of Valley Village on map K2.5. We urge that the
Redistricting Commission place Valley Village in a council district with North Hollywood and other
longstanding adjacent communities of interest such as Studio City and Valley Glen who share issues
important to our stakeholders such as our North Hollywood/Valley Village Community Plan, the
Red and Orange Lines, similar businesses and commerce, core public schools, and the robust
southeast San Fernando Valley Arts Community. All city services for our community (fire, police,
DWP, Library) and services for Valley Village/North Hollywood Park originate in North
Hollywood. We have worked collaboratively with adjacent communities to address quality of life
issues, especially in our response to the unhoused, and with our neighboring communities we
represent an ethnically diverse area within the City of LA. Therefore, for these and many other
sound reasons Valley Village should remain joined with our neighboring communities.

Neighborhood Council: Van Nuys Neighborhood Council
Name: Kathy Schreiner
The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(13) Nay(0) Abstain(0) Ineligible(1) Recusal(0)
Date of NC Board Action: 10/13/2021
Type of NC Board Action: Against
Impact Information
Date: 10/15/2021
Summary: Based on a review of Map K-2.5, the Board of the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council
(VNNC) strongly objects and opposes the division of the VNNC’s geographic area between
Council District N (2 or 4) and Council District M (6) and strongly requests that the boundary of
District M (6) be extended west to the 405 Freeway so that the VNNC territory is covered by a
single City Council District. Our principal concern is that we want the NC territory to be
contained within a single Council District for the reasons stated in the Region 4 Summary of
Principles, i.e. “to coordinate with only one Councilmember in order to ensure adequate access
to social services and support for community projects.” Our community has many serious social
and economic issues that need to be addressed in a comprehensive manner. We cannot see
any rationale for incorporating the western portion of Van Nuys into a Council District that
primarily serves the West Valley communities of Canoga Park, Winnetka, Reseda, and Lake
Balboa. Most of these communities are distinct from Van Nuys, and it appears that issues that
are unique to Van Nuys would receive little attention or focus in such a district. We see no
rationale for splitting the commercial districts of Van Nuys between two Council Districts – with
the Sepulveda Blvd. corridor in one district and the Van Nuys Blvd. corridor in another district. It
is important that unified business and economic strategies be applied to the whole of Van Nuys.
Also, planning for the development that will accompany the new light rail along Van Nuys Blvd.
will require coordinated planning. The awkwardness of trying to place a portion of Van Nuys in
District N is made obvious by the unsightly “bulge” in the eastern end of the map of District N. In
accordance with principles of trying to follow natural boundaries, it is quite clear that the 405
Freeway is a natural boundary between the East Valley and the West Valley.

MOTION: At its meeting on October 23, 2021, the Venice Neighborhood Council, by a vote of
12/0/1/0/0, agrees to submit a Community Impact Statement in favor of City Council File 200668, and requests that the LA City Council keep the boundaries of CD 11 unchanged and that
Venice remain within those boundaries.
We are also submitting the following letter of support:
The Venice Neighborhood Council supports both the inclusion of all of Venice in Council District
11 (“CD11”) and that the current boundaries of the entire CD11 remain unchanged.
Neighborhoods throughout CD11 abut one another, with the exception of unincorporated areas
of Los Angeles County.
Given that one of the guiding principles of the Los Angeles
Redistricting Commission is to ensure that districts remain geographically close and compact,
we believe that CD11’s current boundaries of the Santa Monica Mountains bound by Mulholland
Drive (to the North), the 405 Freeway (to the East), Imperial Highway (to the South), and the
Pacific Ocean (to the West) provide a reasonable and logical district boundary consisting of both
natural and major thoroughfare landmarks which fully satisfies that goal.
Another guiding principle of the Los Angeles Redistricting Commission is for communities of
likeness to remain intact. Bounded by the Santa Monica Mountains to the North and the Pacific
Ocean to the West, the neighborhood makeup of CD11 includes environmentally sensitive
habitats that span the coastal communities of Pacific Palisades, Venice, Playa Del Rey, and
Westchester. Keeping these neighborhoods together allows them to coordinate resources to
protect the environment and wildlife along the coastline (much of which includes endangered
species), and allows a single elected representative to coordinate efforts, monies, and policy
with the Los Angeles County Department of Beaches and Harbors, and the California Coastal
Commission. Breaking up this coastal community would create delayed coordination with
multiple agencies having to respond to coastal issues, coastal emergencies, the protection of
wildlife, coastal access, and the creation of affordable housing within our coastal zone. The
proximity to natural wildlife habitats and the coastline ostensibly makes Venice and other
neighborhoods along the shoreline a community of likeness.
Our proximity to the Pacific Ocean makes Venice a largely unique community in CD11. We are
the number one most-visited tourist destination in Los Angeles County, delivering large influxes
of people during peak tourist season. This temporary increase in population poses unique
challenges in public safety, coastal cleanliness and maintenance. Venice, and other CD11
communities, benefit from a coordinated effort between the Los Angeles Police Department and
the fact that we are all under the jurisdiction of a single Council District office. Other agencies
(Parks and Recreation, Beaches and Harbors, LA Department of Sanitation) also can cut
through red tape by only having to work through a one District office (CD11).
Venice is a relatively diverse community, according to recent census data. Venice has a racial
diversity index of ~ 61 (0 is least diverse, 100 is extremely diverse). Venice-adjacent CD11
neighborhoods share similar diversity indexes (Mar Vista: 76, Del Rey: 83.50, Westchester /

Playa 71, WestLA/Sawtelle: 77). The diversity of CD11 as a whole is 69. We can see the
result in public datasets available for restaurants and food markets that line major transportation
corridors running through these CD11 neighborhoods: Venice Blvd (Venice, Mar Vista, Palms),
Lincoln Blvd (Venice, Playa Del Rey, Westchester), Santa Monica Blvd (West LA), and Sawtelle
Blvd (West LA). Given the density of these restaurants, their proximity to major transportation
corridors, proximity to housing, and proximity to LA Metro lines, it’s clear that the current CD11
neighborhood makeup creates a sizable amount of food industry jobs. The Venice
Neighborhood Council believes that unique challenges for housing affordability and reliable
transportation are best coordinated and solved through a single Council District Office
overseeing the physical intersections of these racially and culturally diverse neighborhoods.
Finally, after looking at the dataset for housing, we see that the largest concentration of
affordable housing developments in CD11 is located within Venice. This means that the rest of
the Venice-adjacent neighborhoods within CD11 are benefiting -- and stand to continually
benefit -- from affordable housing policy and development through a single Council District
office. These affordable housing developments within Venice benefit Venice, as Venice has only
added approximately 1,300 net new housing units from 2010 to 2021, despite a population
growth of approximately 11,000 people. The Venice-adjacent neighborhoods also stand to
benefit from the affordable housing recently built and currently under construction.
In summary, Venice remaining part of CD11 satisfies the need and desire for Council Districts to
adhere to closeness and compactness. Venice’s unique culture, its proximity to the coastline,
and a similar racial diversity index as neighboring communities makes a strong case for these
coastal neighborhoods currently in the CD11 boundaries to remain intact. The acceleration of
affordable housing being built in Venice also provides opportunities for low income people in
Venice, and in Venice-adjacent communities to remain on the Westside in CD11. The Venice
Neighborhood Council asks that the Redistricting Commission define CD11 as: East of the
Pacific Ocean, South of Mulholland Drive, West of the 405 Freeway, and North of Imperial
Highway. We are strongly advocating and endorsing that Venice remains part of CD11.

VOICES NEIGHBORHOOD
COUNCIL
General Board
October 20, 2021
RE: CF 20-0668

Board Members
CHAIRPERSON
Albert J. Farias

To Redistricting Commission:

The Voices Neighborhood Council (NC) is a group of 14 locally elected board members
who live in the South Los Angeles Community. Our boundaries span from Martin Luther
CORRESPONDING SECRETARY King Jr. Blvd. to the North and Gage Ave. to the South and from the 110 Fwy on the
East to Normandie on the West. The area consists of approximately 45,000 Angelinos.
Matthew Crawford
We work closely with local stakeholders and community-based organizations to
RECORDING SECRETARY
advocate for and to bring needed resources to enhance our community. We host a
Vacant
monthly public general board meeting on the second Tuesday of the month at 6:00 pm
TREASURER
with stakeholders to discuss issues and develop solutions. We also have at least two
Steven J. Nieto
active committees, the Beautification, Outreach and Programming committee (BOP) and
PARLIAMENTARIAN
a Planning and Land Use (PLU) committee. We encourage you to visit our website
Sunny Keaton
EDUCATION REPRESENTATIVE voicesnc.org for more information.
VICE-CHAIRPERSON
Jaime Rabb

Vacant
AREA 1 REPRESENTATIVE
Sally Embrey
AREA 2 REPRESENTATIVE
Javonne Sanders
AREA 3 REPRESENTATIVE
Abasi Patton
AREA 4 REPRESENTATIVE
Edward Garren
AT-LARGE REPRESENTATIVE
Parker Rand
COMMUNITY/NONPROFIT
REPRESENTATIVE
Estuardo Mazariegos
HOUSING ADVOCATE
Elizabeth Ebow
YOUTH REPRESENTATIVE
Vacant

The Planning and Land Use Committee meeting held a public meeting on October
15, 2021 at 5:00 pm to discuss the impact of redistricting in CD9. On October 20,
2021, the general board held a special meeting and voted 8-0-0 to SUPPORT keeping
CD9 as is. During our discussion we emphasized the critical need to do the following:
We REJECT the proposed Map K2.5 (Amendment 4) and urge the commission and
LA City Council to:
1) Maintain Exposition Park in CD 9
Exposition Park serves as vital economic development resource for CD 9,
which is the most socioeconomically disadvantaged council district in the
city. According to the 2018 City and Community Health Profile prepared by
the Public Health Department, 39% of CD 9 residents live below 100% of the
federal poverty line (FPL) and 70% live below 200% of the FPL. This is more
than twice the poverty rate of the rest of the county and significantly higher
than the poverty rate in neighboring Council District 8 (as shown in the chart
below).
Percent of Residents Living Below the
Federal Poverty Line (FPL)
Below 100% FPL

100%

39%

70%

29%

Below 200% FPL

55%

17%

38%

0%
Council District 9 Council District 8

LA County

The current Councilmember has been instrumental in ensuring that the
economic and cultural resources located within Exposition Park – including the
Banc of California Stadium, the George Lucas Museum, and the Coliseum provide living wage jobs and include local hiring provisions. Exposition Park
will also host the 2028 Olympics which will provide additional economic
opportunity for residents.
In addition to economic opportunity, Exposition Park provides vital recreational
resources for CD 9. CD 9 has one of the lowest rates of park access in the entire
county. According to the 2018 City and Community Health Profile prepared by
the Public Health Department, there are only 0.33 acres of park space per 1,000
people in CD 9 compared with 0.53 acres in CD 8 and 8.10 acres Countywide.
Exposition Park recently adopted a master plan that calls for the entire southern
periphery of the park to be redeveloped from a parking lot to a communityserving greenspace. Maintaining Exposition Park in CD 9 will ensure that the
needs of the most disenfranchised residents in the city are prioritized in the
redevelopment of the park and the preparations for the 2028 Olympics.
2) Maintain USC in CD 9
The University of Southern California (USC) also provides much needed
economic, educational, and health resources for CD 9. USC is one of the largest
private employers in the County and currently employs over 26,000 people.
USC also provides grants to support community needs as part of its Good
Neighbor Initiative, provides academic resources for local schools through its
Family of Schools programs, conducts a free legal clinic to assist residents with
housing issues, and provides free dental care for children in the area. Although
USC provides critical resources for the community, the lack of University
funded student housing has led to increased housing pressure and displacement
in the surrounding neighborhood. Maintaining USC in CD 9 will allow the
surrounding community to better benefit from the University’s existing
programs and provide consistent leadership to prevent the further displacement
and gentrification of the neighborhood.
3) Keep the Voices Neighborhood Council entirely within CD9
Over the past 8 years, the Voices NC has built invaluable social capital with
CD9 through partnerships on community outreach, and advocating for more
greenspace and social justice equity, and aiding first responders during the
pandemic.

4) Adhere to equitable and balanced power at City Hall as is a key tenet of
the Voting Rights Act
In addition to concerns about Council District 9, we are also deeply concerned
about the redistricting of Council District 2 and 4. The proposed redistricting
map would significantly change these two districts, disenfranchise voters, and
disempower renters citywide. Currently approximately 60% of CD 4 residents
are renters and the newly elected councilmember has proposed a platform to
address housing stability and tenant rights’ issues. The proposed redistricting
map would redraw the district boundaries to include predominantly
homeowners and thereby decrease tenant power in City Council. A decrease
in tenant power will hinder the ability of City Council to strengthen renter
protections and prevent displacement, which will severely impact the 73% of
CD 9 residents who currently rent their homes.
Thank you for your time and consideration. If I can provide you with any
additional information, please feel free to reach me by email
(chair@voicesnc.org) or by phone (626-393-1634).
Sincerely,
Albert J. Farias, PhD, MPH
Chair
chair@voicesnc.org

WESTSIDE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
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July 12, 2021

City of Los Angeles
City Council Redistricting Commission
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
ATTN: Frank Cardenas, Executive Director
The attached letter and materials are respectfully submitted
by the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC), as
authorized by the WNC Board at its meeting of July 8, 2021.
For the information of the Commission, background
information about the WNC is included as an attachment to
this letter.
Sincerely,

Terri M. Tippit
Chair
cc: Board Members, WNC

WESTSIDE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
P.O. Box 64370 Los Angeles CA 90064
www.wncla.org (310) 474-2326

July 12, 2021
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
ATTN:
ATTN:

Fred Ali, Chair
Frank Cardenas, Executive Director

This letter is respectfully submitted by the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) 1,
pursuant to a motion (attached) that was adopted by the WNC at its meeting of July 8,
2021. In addition to this letter, a WNC representative will provide formal public
comment at one or more of the public hearings being scheduled by the City of Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (LACCRC) and listed on the
LACCRC website 2.
The background regarding the boundaries and composition of the Westside
Neighborhood Council is provided in the attachment.
It is acknowledged that this letter is being submitted prior to the release of U.S.
Census data that will provide the statistical data that will inform the larger city-wide
issues to be evaluated by the LACCRC. Nonetheless, this letter is intended to
familiarize the LACCRC with: (1) the request; and (2) suggestions of the WNC as
you begin that evaluation process and, subsequently, develop the proposed new map
boundaries for the city council districts for the next decade. The WNC will, of
course, provide additional thoughts once those proposed boundaries have been
released to the public for comments.
Please also know that, in approving the action for the submittal of this letter, the
WNC was informed by the comprehensive and thoughtful letter dated December 17,
1

http://wncla.org

2

http://redistricting2021.lacity.org/LACCRC/index.html

2020 (and accompanying analysis) submitted to you by the Sherman Oaks
Homeowners Association (SOHA)and posted on your website.3 Since that letter
discussed the proposed redistricting of the current Council District 5, comments from
the WNC about the suggestions in that letter are appropriate.

LACCRC PURPOSE AND CRITERIA
The stated purpose and criteria adopted by the LACCRC and posted on the LACCRC
website are integral to the WNC statements set forth later in this letter. The three (3)
criteria of specific interest to the WNC are highlighted.
LACCRC Core Purpose
To independently draw proposed Los Angeles City Council District boundaries
based on census data that will allocate constituents proportionately while also
accounting for the unique histories, experiences and interests of communities,
such that those interests will have the highest probability of being served by
elected representatives and the City of Los Angeles.
LACCRC Criteria
1.

3

Each district shall be substantially equal in total population to the other
districts.

2.

Districts shall comply with the Federal Voting Rights Act of 1965.

3.

Districts shall be geographically contiguous.

4.

The geographic integrity of neighborhoods and communities of interest
shall be kept intact to the extent feasible.

5.

Districts shall be drawn utilizing natural boundaries and streets and to
encourage geographic compactness to the extent feasible.

6.

Besides the above criteria, districts shall not be drawn for purposes of
favoring or discriminating against an incumbent, political candidate, or
political party.

(https://ens.lacity.org/cla/agendamaterial/claagendamaterial3222146354_12182020.pdf).

WNC REQUEST—PRIORITY
The priority request of the WNC is that the historical practice, i.e., that the
entirety of the WNC neighborhood/business areas (see attachment) are all
located within the same City Council district, be continued for the redistricting
decision to be based on the 2020 census. This request is consistent with criteria
# 3, # 4 and # 5 above.
Referring to the historical maps available on the LACCRC website:
• The redistricting decisions made after the 1970 census and the 1980 census
placed the entirety of the communities that now form the WNC within Council
District 5, with Sepulveda Blvd. as a western boundary.
• The redistricting decision made after the 1990 census divided our
communities.4 A significant portion of our community was removed from
Council District 5. Instead, a small portion was located within Council District
11 (paired with the communities of Westdale, Sawtelle, Brentwood and Pacific
Palisades) and a larger portion was located within Council District 6 (paired
with the Palms, Mar Vista and Westchester communities to the south and
southwest). The Westwood, Rancho Park and Cheviot Hill communities
continued to be part of Council District 5. Those of us who lived in these
communities in the 1990s remember well the periodic frustration faced when
pursuing common interests with three (3) different City Council representatives
and office staffs.
• The redistricting decision made after the 2000 census, concurrent with the
formation of the WNC, once again unified the entire WNC area, all within
CD 5.
• The redistricting decision made after the 2010 census continued the unification
of the entire WNC area, all within CD 5. The current City Council district map
is included with this letter as attachment # 3, with the WNC area outlined in
RED.
The placement of the entire WNC area within the same Council district is not only
consistent with criteria # 3, # 4 and # 5 but also with the decisions made after the
2000 census that recognized the unity of interests served by the single WNC. The
historical fact is that the core sections of the WNC area were established in the
4

See: http://redistricting2021.lacity.org/LACCRC/maps/CD1993.pdf

1920s-1940s period as the anchor to the north – UCLA – began its evolution. Many
of the residents in the WNC area have had direct connections to UCLA (as faculty,
staff and alumni/ae). Due to that common bond, the WNC area is known for having a
cohesive and holistic approach to its common interests -- economic, commercial,
cultural, educational and more. Consequently, placing all of the WNC area in the
same council district would be fully consistent with criteria # 4.

WNC OBSERVATION – OVERALL REDISTRICTING
The WNC acknowledges the enormity of the task assigned to the LACCRC to decide
upon the boundary lines for 15 Council Districts to serve a citywide population of
more than 4.0 million, with an approximate allocation of perhaps 275,000 residents
per council district.
Having reviewed the aforementioned letter of December 17, 2020 to the LACCRC
from the Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association, the WNC agrees fully that the
interests of our neighbors in that region of the City of Los Angeles deserve significant
changes from the redistricting decisions made after the 2010 census that, for the
SOHA, unfortunately mirrored the unkind decisions made for our communities after
the 1990 census, as described above.
The SOHOA letter also suggests a continuation of interests, particularly
transportation-related concerns, between it and the communities immediately south of
the Santa Monica Mountains.
The WNC acknowledges the importance of these transportation-related concerns but
the WNC also believes that the LACCRC should look at the entirety and similarity of
the concerns facing our westside communities, including the communities of West
Los Angeles, Westdale, Sawtelle, Brentwood, Pacific Palisades as well as
Westwood/North Westwood, Holmby Hills and Bel-Air. A single City Council
district being established to serve as an umbrella of these communities may be a more
logical approach, with our neighbors north of the Santa Monica Mountains being
served by a separate council district located completely north of Mulholland Drive.
This sentiment, in our opinion, would fulfill criteria # 4 and # 5 above.
Specifically, the WNC believes that the Santa Monica Mountains and Mulholland
Drive provide a natural northern boundary, consistent with your criteria # 5 above.
The coupling of the entire WNC area with the Westwood/North Westwood areas in
one district would also recognize the historical fact that these areas have evolved
together during the past nine decades.

The southern boundary of the district could be the southern boundary of the WNC
(National Blvd./Santa Monica Freeway) instead of the current southern boundary of
Venice Blvd. (city limit with Culver City).
At the same time, one might debate whether the communities of Westchester, Mar
Vista, and Palms might find more commonality of interest with communities further
east. Certainly, differing views are likely to ensue regarding the specific streets for
boundary lines, particularly once the population statistics and demographic factors
are applied to your efforts.
***************
As noted earlier, this letter is being submitted prior to the availability of U.S. census
data that will be integral to the LACCRC discussions. We look forward to having the
opportunity in the future to provide further comments once that the population and
mapping datasets are publicly available and, further, once proposed boundaries have
been suggested by the LACCRC for the council districts.
Thank you for this opportunity to submit this letter.
Sincerely,

Terri M. Tippit
Chair, Westside Neighborhood Council
cc: Board Members, Westside Neighborhood Council
Attachments (3):
WNC Motion of July 8, 2021
WNC Background/Description
Current Los Angeles City Council District Map / Outline of WNC Area

ATTACHMENT # 1

WESTSIDE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
P.O. Box 64370 Los Angeles CA 90064
www.wncla.org (310) 474-2326

MOTION REGARDING REDISTRICTING
WHEREAS four different public entities are currently engaged in redistricting
efforts following the completion of the 2020 U.S. Census;
WHEREAS the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission is
considering new boundaries for the 15 City Council districts;
WHEREAS the Los Angeles Unified School District Redistricting Commission is
considering new boundaries for the seven (7) districts of the Los Angeles Unified
School system;
WHEREAS the Los Angeles County Citizens Redistricting Commission is
considering new boundaries for the five (5) County supervisorial districts; and
WHEREAS the California Citizens Redistricting Commission is considering new
boundaries for: (a) the 50+ U.S. House of Representative districts in California; (b)
the 40 California State Senate districts; (c) the 80 California State Assembly districts;
and (d) the four (4) California State Board of Equalization districts.
BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Westside Neighborhood Council hereby approves
the following motion in regard to these efforts:
1. THAT the highest priority request to be submitted by the Westside
Neighborhood Council to each of the aforementioned entities is that the
entirety of each and every residential neighborhood and business area within
the Westside Neighborhood Council should be assigned on an integrated basis
to the same, i.e., single, district, with no subdivision of any portion of the
Westside Neighborhood Council between two or more districts being
considered by the entity;

2. THAT an additional priority of the Westside Neighborhood Council be also to
request that each entity, in its deliberations regarding boundaries to be
established, consider the common interests of the area covered by the
Westside Neighborhood Council with other neighborhoods to the north,
including Westwood/North Westwood, Westwood Village, Bel-Air and Holmby
Hills, as well as the neighborhoods located to the west, including, but not
necessarily limited to, the Westside Village/Westdale/West Los Angeles,
Sawtelle, Brentwood and Pacific Palisades communities;
3. THAT each of the four redistricting entities listed above be asked, in its
deliberation regarding boundaries, to recognize the importance of
maintaining a cohesive and holistic approach for the common interests –
economic, commercial, cultural, educational -- of the aforementioned
communities, acknowledging that these communities have in large part been
influenced by the faculty, staff, students and alumni/ae of UCLA (and their
families) wishing to live in close proximity to the Westwood campus since its
opening in 1929; and
4. THAT the Chair of the Westside Neighborhood Council be authorized to: (a)
transmit this motion, together with a specific description of the residential
communities and business areas that comprise the Westside Neighborhood
Council, to each of the forementioned redistricting entities by formal
communication; and (b) provide additional public comment on behalf of the
Westside Neighborhood Council at any public outreach session or public
comment meeting conducted by any or all of such entities.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Westside Neighborhood Council
at its regular meeting of July 8, 2021.

ATTACHMENT # 2

Background re The Westside Neighborhood Council
The Westside Neighborhood Council is a City of Los Angeles Neighborhood Council
established pursuant to City of Los Angeles Charter Measure 1 that was approved in
the City election of June 1999. The most recent bylaws for the WNC were approved
on February 2, 2021.
The boundaries of the WNC are defined in Section 1 of the bylaws:
I. NORTH by Santa Monica Boulevard;
II. EAST by a border including the properties fronting on the eastern side Century
Park East from Santa Monica Boulevard to Pico Boulevard then westerly along
Pico Boulevard then southerly along Motor Avenue then along Monte Mar
Drive southeasterly then southerly along Anchor Avenue extending past
Anchor Avenue’s cul-de-sac to connect with Club Drive until Club Drive
connects with National Boulevard;
III. SOUTH by a border of National Boulevard extending from the San Diego
Freeway (405) to Overland Boulevard, then southerly along Overland
Boulevard to the Santa Monica Freeway (10), then easterly along the Santa
Monica Freeway (10) to the National Boulevard exit; and
IV. WEST by the San Diego Freeway (405).
The residential interests of households located within the WNC boundaries are
represented by WNC seats filled by representatives of the following seven (7)
homeowner associations, approximately shown on the first of the two attached City
of Los Angeles maps:
North of Pico Blvd:
1. Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. HOA (WNC seats 7, 18)
2. Overland Avenue Community HOA (WNC seats 7,18)
3. Century Glen HOA (WNC seat 10)
4. Century City Residential areas (WNC seat 11)
South of Pico Blvd.:
1. West of Westwood HOA (WNC seat 8)
2. Westwood Gardens Civic Association (WNC seat 9)
3. Cheviot Hills HOA (WNC seat 12)
4. California Country Club Homes Association HOA (WNC seat 13)

The interests of for-profit business entities located within the WNC boundaries are
represented by seven WNC seats filled by representatives from the areas shown on
the second of the two attached maps (WNC seats 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 19).
The interests of non-profit and other entities located within the WNC boundaries
are represented by four WNC seats filled by representatives appointed by local
religious institutions (WNC seat 14), schools (WNC seat 15), other non-profit
organizations (WNC seat 16) and at-large concerns (WNC seat 17).

ATTACHMENT # 3

CURRENT CITY COUNCIL MAP – WNC AREA OUTLINED IN RED

October 14, 2021
SENT VIA EMAIL ONLY
Email: redistricting.lacity@lacity.org and Executive Director | Frank Cardenas | Email:
frank.cardenas@lacity.org and Councilmember Blumenfield bob.blumenfield@lacity,org
LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
Council File: 20-668
RE: Woodland Hills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council Recommendation
On October 13, 2021 the board of the Woodland Hills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council
approved this letter to be sent to the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission to
oppose any redistricting plan or map which divides Woodland Hills in to two separate Council
districts which will greatly affect Neighborhood Council overall interaction and recommendation
with the City of Los Angeles on matters that affect Woodland Hills as a whole, as the
WHWCNC will have to advise and seek action from two different council offices on matters that
affect all stakeholders in Woodland Hills such as traffic, safety, homelessness, environmental
concerns, Ventura Blvd. upgrades and development projects.
The massive development of Warner Center, which sits in the center of Woodland Hills is an
issue that affects all residents of Woodland Hills and needs undivided Councilmember attention
and resources, as the development of Warner Center affects many things including the 101
Freeway off/on ramps, neighborhood streets and intersections, infrastructure concerns, the bases
of our local economy and environmental and safety issues. Multiple councilmembers who may
or may not agree on these issues or fully understand the Warner Center Specific Plan and the
affected neighbors/neighborhoods will be disastrous for Woodland Hills as a whole.
Ventura Blvd., the main street of Woodland Hills can’t be effectively divided in Woodland Hills.
Small businesses are the heart of Woodland Hills and won’t survive division between possible
opposing Council members with different agendas who may or not support the current low
density on Ventura Blvd and the protection of small business and mom and pop businesses.
Woodland Hills residents should not be divided. We have always been united in our love of
Woodland Hills and for all our neighborhoods and neighbors. Creating arbitrary borders, division
and separation among our residents pulls apart our neighbors and neighborhoods creating
invisible fences that divides and diminishes the strength of our united voice.
Woodland Hills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council
Joyce Fletcher, President j.fletcher@whcouncil.org
Vote of the Board: Yes 17 No 1 Abstain 0

October 12, 2021
Re: Request for Action (RFA) Amending Proposed Map K2.5
Dear Honorable Members of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission,
We, the Wilshire Center-Koreatown Neighborhood Council (WCKNC), strongly support revisions to the
city council districts that would truly unite Koreatown and ask that the proposed map K2.5 be
revised to include the northern portion of WCKNC up to Melrose Avenue. The northern part of our
district shares many of the same cultural, municipal resources (and lack thereof) such as police and fire,
cultural values, and concerns as the rest of WCKNC.
We commend the commission for uniting much of our southern and eastern regions, including Western
Ave, which was previously split across three council districts. We also agree with the inclusion of the
Shatto Recreation center and unifying Lafayette Park and recreation center under one council district.
Koreatown has been torn apart and disenfranchised for decades. We have the vast majority of new
development, yet we see little of the funds generated for infrastructure projects such as parks, street
widening, and trees. Additionally, being divided into four council districts has suppressed our voice to
demand accountability for funds promised and withheld for projects such as the park on Wilshire Blvd
funded through Community Redevelopment Agency funds (CRA) and Pio Pico Pocket Park, all stalled
projects that our residents have fought long and hard to obtain.
Examples of maps that would truly unite our community include maps that give the marginalized
communities of central, south, and east Los Angeles the voice they deserve:
Unite Wilshire Center Koreatown and East LA, ID: 56752
https://districtr.org/edit/56752?event=mapsofla
and
ID: 56786
https://districtr.org/edit/56786?event=mapsofla
We are also deeply troubled by the lack of outreach to Neighborhood Councils and other community
organizations representing marginalized communities such as Koreatown. Like Koreatown, where nearly
30% of our residents have limited internet access, thousands of residents across the city rely on radio,
area-specific newspapers, churches, and other non-profits and community organizations to inform them of
local events and share their concerns and struggles. WCKNC has no regularly assigned DONE or CD 10
representative to provide us with information on this process. Additionally, we have not even had direct
contact or in-person reports from our designated representatives from CD13, CD10, or CD1. Our lack of
consistent representation is just one more reason why your commission needs to unify Koreatown.
We thank the commission for all its hard work but call on it to reconsider its current map and provide
all the residents of Koreatown, the most densely populated area on the west coast, the voice they
deserve. We would also like to recommend that future commissions have a specific plan for
reaching out to Neighborhood Councils; it has been very concerning to hear our area be talked about
and see little to no outreach to us, our residents, or non-profits representing our community.
Sincerely,
/s/ Elizabeth Isralowitz

Wilshire Center-Koreatown Neighborhood Council
wcknc.info@gmail.com
CC: Councilmember Mark Ridgley Thomas,
Councilmember Gil Cedilla,
Councilmember Mitch O’Farrell,
Councilmember Nithya Raman,
Los Angeles City Council,
200 N. Spring Street Los Angeles, California 90012

WESTSIDE NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
P.O. Box 64370 Los Angeles CA 90064
www.wncla.org (310) 474-2326

October 6, 2021
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
200 N. Spring Street
Room 275
Los Angeles, CA 90012
ATTN:
ATTN:

Fred Ali, Chair
Frank Cardenas, Executive Director

I am writing on behalf of the Westside Neighborhood Council (WNC) representing
approximately 80,000 stakeholders in Cheviot Hills, Rancho Park, Century City. This
letter follows our previous letters of July 12 and September 29, expressing our concerns
and recommendations for our neighborhoods and business communities that are within
the following boundaries:
North of Pico Blvd:
1. Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd. HOA
2. Overland Avenue Community HOA
3. Century Glen HOA
4. Century City Residential areas
South of Pico Blvd.:
1. West of Westwood HOA
2. Westwood Gardens Civic Association
3. Cheviot Hills HOA
4. California Country Club Homes Association HOA
The proposed map K2.5 that the Commission voted on September 30 as the
recommended map for public comment in October has the support of the WNC because
it achieves the basic and fundamental objective requested by the WNC, i.e.,
maintaining the decisions of the 2001 and 2011 redistricting in having all of the
above areas within the WNC be assigned to one single Council district.

As previously stated, the actions taken in the 1991 redistricting process that led to our
seven HOAs being distributed in three (3) Council districts were unwise and led to
significant consternation within our communities. Candidly, the selfish decisions made
in 1991 were a major factor in the initiative later that decade to amend the City Charter
and establish the Neighborhood Council structure.
The WNC is pleased that the LACCRC’s action of September 30 in putting forward
Map K2.5 as the single map for public comment properly reflected – for the specific
area of community interest that is the major focus of the WNC – the LACCRC’s
adherence to its previously adopted criteria, particularly #3 (geographic contiguity), #4
(geographic integrity) and #5 (natural boundaries).
We recognize that the public comment process in October regarding Map K2.5 may
result in revisions, given the concerns that were expressed by those advocating Map L.
Should the LACCRC decide to modify Map K2.5 in response to such public input,
the WNC expects that the Commission will not, in any manner, alter the map that
would breach its criteria, at least with respect to the areas of the WNC.

Thank you for this opportunity to submit this letter.
Sincerely,

Terri M. Tippit
Chair, Westside Neighborhood Council
cc:

Board Members, Westside Neighborhood Council
Mr. Rocky Delgadillo

Appendix M:

Report on Expansion
of City Council

Statement from Vice Chair, Sonja F. M. Diaz on Expanding the
Number of City Council Districts
I.

Executive Summary

The current configuration of the Los Angeles City Council was established in the 1924 Charter
and has remained the same size for nearly 100 years. 1 The 2020 U.S. Census estimates the
population of Los Angeles at 3,898,725 residents. Between 1920 and 2020, the City’s population
increased by 576%. 2 When the Council structure was implemented, there was a ratio of one
councilmember to roughly 38,000 Angelenos; today the ratio is one councilmember to
approximately 260,000 residents. For almost one hundred years, the City Council remains an
unaltered body of 15 single member districts. This report analyzes the levels of
underrepresentation of residents in Los Angeles are receiving from such a small council
structure, using other major cities in Los Angeles County, the State of California, and the nation
at large as comparisons for more responsive council structures. Ultimately, the stagnant and
limited number of council districts in the nation’s second largest city restricts the contiguity,
compactness, and interests of a multi-racial, multi-ethnic, and multi-dimensional metropolis.
As a comparison, the City of Los Angeles has approximately 99 Neighborhood Councils and 114
neighborhoods. 3 Utilizing the principle of equal population, each of the City’s neighborhood
councils serve nearly 40,000 residents and each of the City’s neighborhoods is home to roughly
34,000 residents. Using neighborhood councils and neighborhoods as proxies for communities of
interest, the ratio of residents to city council districts is 650% larger than the ratio of residents to
neighborhood councils and 764% larger than the ratio of residents to neighborhoods. Since
redistricting can only occur within a framework of 15 council districts, the City’s communities of
interest are districted based on a constrictive structure that complicates the creation of compact,
contiguous, and responsive districts.
The City’s diverse geographic, demographic, and social landscapes are poorly served by the
current size of the City Council. Here, the redistricting process must navigate natural boundaries
like the Pacific Ocean, islands of unincorporated Los Angeles County neighborhoods and whole
cities like Beverly Hills and West Hollywood, and land-locked neighborhoods in complying with
Reynolds v. Sims’ one person-one vote principle. Though some communities of interest articulate
clearly that they are most aligned with other communities of interest to the north, south, east, or
west, the constrictive nature of a body of 15 districts with the complex topography of Los
Angeles almost guarantees inaction in the redistricting process. Compounding the geographic
and topographic complexities of Los Angeles is the persistence of grave racial/ethnic
discrimination in the areas of education, employment and health, which impede effective
1

Voters have consistently refused to expand the number of council districts through the initiative process.
See U.S. Census, State Compendium: California, Washington, DC: 1924, available here:
https://www2.census.gov/prod2/decennial/documents/06229686v1-7ch04.pdf, noting Los Angeles’ population in
1920 was 576,673.
3
See City of Los Angeles, Neighborhood Councils, General Information, available at:
https://www.lacity.org/government/popular-information/neighborhoodcouncils#:~:text=There%20are%20currently%2099%20Neighborhood,each%20serving%20about%2040%2C000%20p
eople. . See also, The Los Angeles Times, Mapping L.A. Neighborhoods, available at:
http://maps.latimes.com/neighborhoods/.
2
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participation in the political process. Ultimately, the limited structure of the council impedes full
political representation of Angelenos, and remains an outlier in its disproportionately high ratio
between councilmember and residents compared to other major cities across the County, State,
and U.S.
The 2021 Los Angeles City Redistricting Commission was tasked with creating the contours of
each district’s boundary and population size in the middle of a global pandemic and with an
unacceptably flawed 2020 U.S. Census administered by the Trump Administration. The
Commission conducted a transparent and inclusive public process that secured the civic
participation of nearly 14,000 residents who submitted public testimony through an online portal,
electronic communications, or through telephonic and digital means across 29 public hearings
and special Commission meetings. The Commission received 200 map submissions from civil
society, residents, civil rights advocates and other stakeholders to inform the Commission’s line
drawing. This work was informed by the 2020 U.S. Census data, the Voting Rights Act of 1965,
state law, and robust public testimony that resulted in a fair, equitable, and lawful mapping
scheme, supported by two-thirds of the Commission. Despite this timely and robust submission,
the redistricting process will not achieve full representation for the nearly 4 million residents
who call Los Angeles home without expanding the number of council districts for the first time
in a century.
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II.

Analysis

The Los Angeles City Council structure creates districts that are too large and configured in a
manner that is wholly inconsistent with existing communities. This constrictive structure
complicates government trust, accessibility, and responsiveness in the 21st Century. Over the
course of 29 public hearings and special meetings, the Commission heard about how some
communities remain invisible and ignored by city government while their district peers
expressed government responsiveness on the part of a council office. Conventional literature on
urban political systems suggests that small districts may increase the responsiveness of
government services and lead to substantive policy recommendations and implementation. The
ratio of residents to council district will depend on whether the City Council and residents seek a
minimal, moderate or significant increase.
To guide the magnitude of the council district expansion are a series of analysis of” 1) how Los
Angeles compares to other large, medium, and small cities in the County of Los Angles, 2) how
Los Angeles compares to the five largest cities in California, and 3) how Los Angeles compares
to the five largest cities in the U.S. This analysis considers a city’s population, number of council
districts, and geographic footprint.
a. Comparison of City of Los Angeles District Scheme to Other Cities in Los
Angeles County
In reviewing large, mid-size, and small cities in the County of Los Angeles, the ratio between
council districts and residents is as low as 1:13,297 (Santa Monica) and as high as 1:259,916
(Los Angeles). Unsurprisingly, the City of Los Angeles has the largest ratio between council
members and residents of any city analyzed.
Table I. Comparison of Major Los Angeles County Cities’ Council District Size, 2020 U.S.
Census Population Data
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City

Number of
Council
Districts

Total Population
(2020)

Residents Per District

Santa Monica

7

93,076

13,297

Pasadena

7

138,699

19,814

Burbank

5

107,337

21,467

Pomona

6

151,713

25,286

Glendale

5

196,543

39,309

Santa Clarita

5

228,673

45,735

Long Beach

9

466,742

51,860

Los Angeles

15

3,898,747

259,916

Here, Los Angeles residents are less represented than their County peers at the local level. This is
especially troublesome given that the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors has the highest
ratio of residents to elected representative in the U.S. (1 supervisor: 2,000,000 residents). Where
other residents of the County may experience better local level representation to their policy and
quality of life needs, residents of Los Angeles are at a further disadvantaged by suffering
districting schemes that leave them with such high resident to elected official ratios.
Put another way, the difference between a non-Los Angeles city’s ratio can be analyzed using the
following equation:
(City Population – City of Los Angeles Population)
100
City of Los Angeles Population

= % Difference in
Resident: Elected
Representative Ratio

According to an analysis of the ratio between council members and residents in Los Angeles to
other cities, Los Angeles residents have 95% less representation than Santa Monica residents,
96% less representation than residents of Pasadena, 94% less than residents of Santa Clarita, and
88% less than residents of Long Beach.
When comparing the geographical context of Los Angeles’ districting structure compared to
other cities in the County, other jurisdictions experience better representation than California’s
largest city. Table II assesses the same jurisdictions as Table I. and finds that Santa Monica’s
council district size reflects a ratio of 1 council district to 1 square mile; Pasadena and Burbank
both have a ratio of 1 district: 3 square miles, followed by Pomona, Glendale, and Long Beach.
Santa Clarita has a ratio of 1 council district to 12 square miles, followed by Los Angeles at 1
district: 34 square miles.
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Table II. Comparison of Major Los Angeles County Cities’ Council District Size to City Area
(Square miles)
City

Number of
Council
Districts

City Area

Residents per
Square Mile

Santa Monica
Pasadena
Burbank
Pomona
Glendale
Long Beach
Santa Clarita
Los Angeles

7
7
5
6
5
9
5
15

8.3 square miles
23.1 square miles
17 square miles
22.99 square miles
30.6 square miles
80 square miles
62.16 square miles
503 square miles

1
3
3
4
6
9
12
34

Not only does Los Angeles have the largest ratio between residents and city council districts, but
its large geographical footprint also operates to create districts that are larger than whole cities.
b. Comparison of City of Los Angeles District Scheme to the 5 Largest Cities in
California
Expanding the analysis from the County of Los Angeles to the State of California’s five most
populous cities, Los Angeles’ council structure limits the representation of city residents
compared to the representation experienced by residents of San Diego, San Jose, San Francisco,
and Fresno. Table III analyzes the ratio between districts and residents across five cities in order
of population. Here, Fresno has the narrowest ratio with 1 district to 77,444 residents followed
by San Francisco (1:79,451), San Jose (1:101,324), and San Diego (1:154,104). Los Angeles has
335% more residents per council district than Fresno.
Table III. Comparison of the ratio between council districts and population in California’s 5
Largest Cities, 2020 U.S. Census Population Data
City

Number of
Council Districts

Total Population
(2020)

Residents Per District

Los Angeles
San Diego
San Jose
San Francisco
Fresno

15
9
10
11
7

3,898,747
1,386,932
1,013,240
873,965
542,107

259,916
154,104
101,324
79,451
77,444

c. Comparison of City of Los Angeles District Scheme to the 5 Largest Cities in the
United States
Diaz
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Rounding out the analysis is a comparison of the ratio between the number of districts and total
population of the five largest cities in the U.S. Similarly, Los Angeles trails other large cities in
this respect. Table IV. analyzes the ratio between districts and residents across five cities in order
of population. Here, Chicago has the narrowest ratio with 1 alderman per 54,928 residents,
followed by Houston (1: 146,194), New York (1:172,631), and Phoenix (1:200,475).
Table IV. Comparison of the ratio between council districts and population in the Nation’s 5
Largest Cities, 2020 U.S. Census Population Data
City

Number of
Total Population
Council Districts (2020)

Residents Per District

Chicago
Houston
New York
Phoenix
Los Angeles

50
11
51
8
15

54,928
146,194
172,631
200,475
259,916

2,746,388
1,608,139
8,804,190
1,603,797
3,898,747

Notably in this comparison group is the variance in the structure of the council, with New York
having 51 districts and Chicago 50 districts. Here, the council district structures of Chicago and
New York City are over 330% bigger than that of Los Angeles.
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III.

Proposal to Increase the Number of Council Districts in the City of Los Angeles

Based on this analysis, the City of Los Angeles has room to expand its council to better align the
representation of city residents to a district representative with peer jurisdictions in Los Angeles
County, the State of California, and the U.S. Here, Los Angeles has the largest ratio not because
it has the largest population, but because it has such a small number of council districts in light
of this population. From this perspective, the nation’s first and third largest cities have 50 and 51
districts, respectively. The council structures of both New York and Chicago represent a 330%
increase over Los Angeles’ 15 districts.
Though Los Angeles’ population is most closely aligned with the nation’s largest urban cities,
expanding the council to better reflect this peer group is politically unfeasible. As such, Los
Angeles should focus on a structure that best positions a representative government in light of
complex and unique factors, including protected racial/language groups under the Voting Rights
Act, natural boundaries like the Pacific Ocean, political boundaries like unincorporated County
neighborhoods and whole cities, and community of interest testimony that has been recurring
under the LACCR’s redistricting processes in 2001, 2011, and 2021.
To illuminate these factors, the structure of an expanded council must be unique to Los Angeles
but also robust enough to not position the City as such an outlier among peer cities in the County
and State of California in its ratio between councilmembers and residents. For example, careful
consideration should be made to current council districts that are landlocked based on proximity
to natural boundaries CD 15 (San Pedro) and CD 11 (Beach Cities). Similarly, the political
boundaries of unincorporated County neighborhoods constrict CD’s 8, 10, and 11, and the cities
of Beverly Hills and West Hollywood impact CD’s 5 and 4. Structural expansion should pay
close attention to the equal population requirement that will better achieve compactness,
contiguity, and the preservation of communities of interest while adhering to the Voting Rights
Act.
a. Three Scenarios for Expanding the Number of Council Districts in the City of Los
Angeles
There are three types of council configurations for Los Angeles that depend on political
feasibility, costs, and administrative functions. Below are three types of reconfigurations:
● Minimal Increase in Number of Council Districts: 17 to 21 Members
● Moderate Increase in Number of Council Districts: 22 to 26 Members
● Significant Increase in Number of Council Districts: 27 to 31 Members
Each of these reconfigurations will impact the form and function of Los Angeles government. At
minimum, each alternative will improve racial/ethnic community representation that better aligns
with the City’s growing Asian American Pacific Islander and Latino communities. Each
alternative will also create new district boundaries that improve the cohesion of communities of
interest by closing in on the ratio between residents and City Council member and addressing the
current issue of too large in population, council districts. Further, the increase in the number of
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council members will impact power relations with the Mayor’s Office and Council, reduce the
citywide political influence inherent with the current council to better respond to hyper-local
needs and forge new voting blocks for city policy, and create the opportunity for a more agile
leadership as the City mitigates the intersecting crises of housing, climate, policing, and racial
inequality.
Based on the unique contours of Los Angeles, the decision as to whether to pursue a minimal,
moderate, or significant increase should also include deference to reducing the ratio between
councilmembers and residents. Table V analyzes the number of residents per district under each
reconfiguration category.
Table V. Comparison of Council District Expansion Scenarios Under 2020 City of Los Angeles
Population (n=3,898,725 residents)
Reconfiguration Category

Number of Council
Districts

Residents Per District

Current Configuration
Minimal Increase
Minimal Increase
Minimal Increase
Minimal Increase
Minimal Increase
Moderate Increase
Moderate Increase
Moderate Increase
Moderate Increase
Moderate Increase
Significant Increase
Significant Increase
Significant Increase
Significant Increase
Significant Increase

15
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

259,915
229,337
216,596
205,196
194,936
185,654
177,215
169,510
162,447
155,949
149,951
144,397
139,240
134,439
129,958
125,765

b. Los Angeles’ Ratio Under Reconfiguration Scenarios Compared to 5 Major U.S. Cities
All three scenarios put Los Angeles on par with three of the five largest cities in the U.S. The
minimal increase scenario can position Los Angeles in alignment with Phoenix. Notably,
Phoenix is the least populated of the nation’s five largest cities, and has nearly 2.3 million less
residents than Los Angeles. The moderate and significant reconfiguration scenarios provide
opportunities for an expanded Los Angeles City Council to be within range of the district:
resident ratio experienced by residents of New York City (moderate increase) and Houston
(significant increase). Finally, none of the three scenarios come close to achieving Chicago’s
ratio of councilmembers to residents. This analysis supports the adoption of a reconfiguration of
at least the moderate increase band, so that Los Angeles is at least better commensurate with
New York City, the nation’s largest city.
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c. Los Angeles’ Ratio Under Reconfiguration Scenarios Compared to California’s 5 Most
Populous Cities
Of these three reconfiguration scenarios, only the moderate increase scenario puts Los Angeles
on par with the ratio currently employed by San Diego’s city council district structure. None of
the three reconfiguration scenarios achieve the ratio between council member and residents
currently exhibited by three of the five most populous cities in California (Fresno, San Francisco,
and San Jose). This suggests that at minimum, Los Angeles should pursue a moderate increase
scenario to expand the number of council districts.
d. The Opportunity for Bold Leadership
In addition to the above analyses, it is also important to consider the magnitude of reconfiguring
the number of council districts in light of the current structure, employed for nearly a century.
Table VI analyzes the percent change of each of the three reconfiguration scenarios as compared
to the current structure of 15 districts.
Table VI. Percent Change Under Council District Expansion Scenarios over Current
Configuration (n=15 Council Districts)
Reconfiguration Category

Number of Council
Districts

Residents Per
District

Current Configuration
Minimal Increase
Minimal Increase
Minimal Increase
Minimal Increase
Minimal Increase
Moderate Increase
Moderate Increase
Moderate Increase
Moderate Increase
Moderate Increase
Significant Increase
Significant Increase
Significant Increase
Significant Increase
Significant Increase

15
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

259,915
229,337
216,596
205,196
194,936
185,654
177,215
169,510
162,447
155,949
149,951
144,397
139,240
134,439
129,958
125,765

% Change Over
Current
Configuration
-11.8%
-16.7%
-21.1%
-25.0%
-28.6%
-31.8%
-34.8%
-37.5%
-40.0%
-42.3%
-44.4%
-46.4%
-48.3%
-50.0%
-51.6%

Table VI suggests that residents of Los Angeles would experience a 11.8% to 28.6% difference
under the minimal increase scenario, followed by a 31.8% to 42.3% difference under the
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moderate increase scenario, and then a 44.4% to 51.6% difference under the significant increase
scenario. It is notable than none of the three reconfiguration scenarios represent a 52% difference
between the current council structure.

IV.

Conclusion

The Los Angeles City Council’s structure, in tandem with unique geographic, demographic, and
sociopolitical landscapes, impedes the descriptive and substantive representation for all
Angelenos. Expanding the number of council districts is necessary to better create council
boundaries that speak to the City’s 99 neighborhood councils and 114 neighborhoods.
Ultimately, Los Angeles lags behind other large cities in the County, State, and U.S. with respect
to the ratio between councilmember and residents. As we approach the third decade of the new
century, it is recommended that the City expand the number of council districts to meet the needs
of a complex and changing society. This analysis suggests that the City should pursue, at
minimum, a moderate increase to the number of districts, representing an increase of at least 7
council districts.
Over the last twelve months, it is clear that the current Council structure does not achieve the
type of government representation possible in the nation’s second largest city nor does it equip
emerging and historical communities of interest from substantive representation. By expanding
the number of council districts, communities, whether ethno-racial like Black Americans, Asian
Americans, Pacific Islanders or Latinos can increase their opportunities to elect a candidate of
choice; communities of interest like Jewish Americans or Armenian Americans can form
coalition districts to increase their capacity for descriptive representation; neighborhoods like
Watts can move into a district that better reflects their socio-cultural dynamics; and growing
neighborhoods like Playa Vista, Downtown Los Angeles, and parts of the West San Fernando
Valley can be clustered into more compact districts.
Expanding the number of council districts is a necessary intervention to shift the City in
alignment with the representation accessed by residents of other major cities in California and
the U.S. It is also increasingly important as the County of Los Angeles retains an outdated and
insufficient supervisorial structure that leaves Angelenos further behind in achieving a
responsive government.
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Appendix N:
Undercount
Analysis

Indicators of
Under/Overcount: A
Report to the LA City
Council Redistricting
Commission

INDICATORS OF UNDER/OVERCOUNT: A REPORT TO THE LA CITY COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION

Introduction
Every US Census has some amount of undercount and overcount. An overcount happens when a person
is counted more than once, for instance, when a student is counted at their college and in their family
home. Undercount occurs when a person is not counted at all, for example, when a person moves
residences during the Census period.
This matters because under/overcounts impact redistricting outcomes and per capita-based federal
spending. When district lines are redrawn, the principle of equal representation is threatened if an overor undercount leads to some residents having relatively more or less political voice and resources.
Unfortunately, certain populations are consistently undercounted across Censuses while others are
consistently overcounted. Undercounted populations, often referred to as hard-to-count populations,
include young children, mobile populations, racial and ethnic minorities, non-English speakers, those
experiencing homelessness, low-income persons, and those living in multifamily housing. Overcounted
populations include White, more affluent populations that might own or live in one or more homes. 1
The LA City Council Redistricting Commission must adjust district populations for Census
under/overcount so that every resident has the same access to federal dollars and political voice.
Without these adjustments, traditionally marginalized populations in the City of LA risk further
marginalization.
This report identifies indicators associated with 2020 Census under/overcount 2 and their geographic
distribution within the City of Los Angeles for such adjustments. Top indicators associated with 2020
Census under/overcount are COVID-19 cases, homelessness, foreign-born populations, limited English
proficiency, broadband internet access, poverty, racial/ethnic composition, and renter households.
When these indicators are measured across the city, current Council Districts 1, 8, 9, and 13 are the
districts most likely to be undercounted. These districts include South LA, downtown and the Westlake
area, and parts just north and northeast of downtown. Current districts 4, 5, and 11 are most likely to be
overcounted. Proposed districts 1, 8, and 9 are most likely to be undercounted and proposed districts 3,
5, and 11 are the most likely to be overcounted.

Identifying Under/Overcount
Indicators associated with under/overcount fall into four broad categories: (1) traditional socioeconomic
status (SES) indicators used by federal, state, and local governments to estimate Census response rates
or hard-to-count populations, (2) indicators used in local, state, and national pre- and post-enumeration
surveys, (3) indicators specific to the 2020 Census context, and (4) indicators identified by Census
outreach or enumeration (count) workers in the field. A fifth category, indicators collected by the
City, will be analyzed by the City Redistricting Commission and are not included in this report.

1

Neighborhood House, “The 2020 Census: The problem with undercounts,” http://neighb.org/the-2020-census-theproblem-with-undercounts/.
2
There are slight differences in indicators associated undercount and those associated with Census response or
participation. Because a lower response rate is likely to signal an undercount, we treat indicators of low response and
undercount as one here.
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Each category of indicators has some overlap with the others, but each brings a distinct value as well.
• SES indicators. SES indicators (and their indexes) represent the best thinking of Census experts
to date to determine anticipated locations of low self-response or hard-to-count populations.
These indicators point to where the Census might need to increase or vary outreach for a
more accurate count.
• Pre- and post-enumeration surveys. Pre-enumeration surveys help planners determine who
might or might not be inclined to respond to the Census. The results point to how the Census
might need increased outreach for a more accurate count. Post-enumeration surveys directly
tell planners who was under/overcounted.
• Indicators specific to 2020. Several important variables impacting the count of this census, e.g.,
COVID-19, were not foreseen by Census experts and were not included in SES indicators and
pre-enumeration surveys. Post-enumeration surveys are only beginning to incorporate 2020specific indicators.
• Field-identified indicators. Outreach and enumeration workers arguably have the most
important role to play in conveying what actual residents said about filling out the Census in
count and outreach operations, including why they chose to fill out the Census or not.
• City-sourced indicators. Certain Census indicators, such as the number of housing units and
people of a certain age, are also collected by the city. Comparing these Census indicators to
their city counterparts can indicate an under/overcount.

SES Indicators
Traditionally, Census planners have used indicators of SES to estimate under/overcount across censuses.
The Hard-to-Count Score, 3 prior to the 2010 Census, 4 and Low-Response-Score, 5 prior to the 2020
Census, used SES to influence planning on a national level. At the state level, the California Department
of Finance adopted a state-specific Hard-to-Count Index 6 for this last Census. Finally, local experts
researched SES indicators to successfully account for under/overcount in past and current Censuses. 7,8
Key SES indicators across these efforts include indicators of income, (dis)connection based on citizenship
or language, housing mobility or (in)stability, race, and household composition. We selected key
domains and the indicators found most frequently across SES efforts or other indicator categories (see
Table 1).

3

Hard-to-Count scores provide a high-level summary of how difficult enumeration is for a specific geography. A range of SES
indicators are used in creating hard-to-count scores.

4

Antonio Bruce and J. Gregory Robinson, “Tract Level Planning Database with Census 2000 Data,” (Washington, DC: US
Department of Commerce, US Census Bureau, 2003).
5
Chandra Erdman and Nancy Bates, “The US Census Bureau Mail Return Rate Challenge: Crowdsourcing to Develop a
Hard-to-Count Score,” (Washington, DC: Center for Statistical Research & Methodology, Research and Methodology
Directorate, US Census Bureau, 2014).
6
The California Department of Finance Demographic Research Unit, “Identifying California’s Hard-to-Count in Census
2020,” https://census.ca.gov/california-htc/.
7
Daniel Kikuo Ichinose, Leo F. Estrada, and J. Eugene Grigsby, “Estimating the Geographic Distribution of Undercounted
Populations and Their Impact on the 2002 Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Process,” (Los Angeles, CA: 2001).
8
Paul Ong and Jonathan Ong, “Potential Differential Undercount in 2020 Census Redistricting Data: Los Angeles County
California,” (2021).
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Table 1. Selected Domains and Socioeconomic Status Indicators of Census Under/Overcount
Domain
Indicators Used
(Dis)connection based on citizenship
Foreign-born population (%),a,d,e
or language
Non-citizen population (%),a
Limited-English households (%) a,b,c,e
Income/Earnings
Low-income or income below poverty (%),a,b,c,d,e
Adults who are/are not high school graduates (%),a,b,c
Unemployed (%),a,b,c
Households receiving public assistance income (%) a,b,c
Household composition
Not husband-wife households (%),a,b,e
Crowded households or multifamily households (%) a,b,c,e
Households with young children (%)a,c
Housing mobility or (in)stability
Persons who moved in the past year (%),a,c
Renter-occupied housing units (%),a,b,c,d
Homeless population (%)a
Race or Ethnicity
White/non-White population (%),c,e
Asian and Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander (NHPI) populations
(%),a,b,e
African American population (%),a,b,c,e
Latinx population (%),a,b,c,e
American Indian/Alaska Native population (%),a,b,e
a = California Department of Finance Hard-to-Count indicator, 2020
b = US Census Bureau Hard-to-Count indicator, 2003
c = US Census Low-Response-Score, 2014
d = Paul Ong and Jonathan Ong, 2021
e = Ichinose, Estrada, and Grigsby, 2002

Pre- and Post-enumeration Survey Indicators
While some research has helped planners identify hard-to-count places before the Census, pre- and
post-enumeration surveys, or surveys before and after Censuses, have identified expected sources of
undercount and sources of undercount directly.
The 2020 Census Barriers, Attitudes, and Motivators Study Survey Report, 9 the Census Bureau’s largest
pre-enumeration survey, identified populations that were more or less likely to know about or
understand the Census as well as participate. Some key findings included:
• More educated householders were more familiar with the Census than less educated
households;
• Older households were more familiar with the Census than younger households;
• Among racial groups, non-Hispanic Asians are least familiar with the Census;
• Among racial groups with familiarity, non-Hispanic Black/African Americans had the lowest
levels of knowledge about the Census;

US Census Bureau, 2020 Census Barriers, Attitudes, and Motivators Study Survey Report: A New Design for the
21st Century, (January 24, 2019).

9
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•
•
•

Non-White groups were more concerned about Census confidentiality, data sharing with other
government agencies, and the possibility that their answers would be used against them than
non-Hispanic Whites;
Non-citizens and limited-English proficient residents were also worried about how their data
would be used; and
Respondents who are not internet proficient had lower levels of knowledge about the Census
than respondents who are internet proficient.

According to post enumeration surveys, California has been undercounted in at least the last three
Censuses, though with decreasing undercount over time. Results of 2020 post-enumeration surveys will
not be available until after the redistricting process, but in past Censuses, the following indicators were
found to be sources of under/overcount in California 10:
• Non-Hispanic Black residents were undercounted by 2.07 percent;
• American Indians living on reservations were undercounted by 4.88 percent;
• Renters were undercounted by 1.09 percent; and
• Children ages 0–4 were undercounted by 0.72 percent and children ages 10–17 were
overcounted by 0.97 percent.

Census 2020-specific Indicators
The 2020 Census was a census like no other, with a first-ever shift to internet self-response amidst
a global pandemic and economic crisis. At the same time, anti-Asian hate, stoked during the pandemic,
and anti-Black police violence gripped the country. Anti-immigrant policies proposed by the federal
administration 11 had a chilling effect on undocumented immigrants and Middle Eastern/North
Africans. The administration also kept changing deadlines to meet political ends, leaving many to think
the Census had ended when it hadn’t, or believing there was more time to fill out their form when there
was not. These changes also impacted the ability of outreach organizations (and enumerators) to plan
for and outreach to hard-to-count populations. California’s housing crisis uniquely affected the count as
well. Federal cutbacks further compounded the challenge of planning for the 2020 Census as the three,
2018 end-to-end testing sites were reduced to a single site due to underfunding. Providence, Rhode
Island, became the only example for the rest of the nation, while sites selected to test rural districts,
areas with Native American communities, and a major military base were cut. A unique set of SES
indicators should be considered because of the exceptional circumstances surrounding this Census (see
Table 2).
Table 2. Selected Indicators of Under/Overcount Unique to the 2020 Census
Indicator
Unique Impact on the 2020 Census
COVID-19 case rates
The 2020 Census was the first in memory to take place during a
pandemic. COVID-19 caused sickness and death and widespread
economic pain. Public health measures prevented organizers from
reaching out to residents in person. Research has found
10

Mac Taylor, Legislative Analyst, ”The 2020 Census: Potential Impacts on California,” (LAO, December 13, 2018).

Hansi Lo Wang, ”Immigration Hard-Liner Files Reveal 40-Year Bid Behind Trump's Census Obsession,”
https://www.npr.org/2021/02/15/967783477/immigration-hard-liner-files-reveal-40-year-bid-behindtrumps-census-obsession/.
11
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Households without broadband
subscription

Housing instability

Non-citizens and mixed-status
households

relationships between high COVID-19 rates and hard-to-count
population 12 and low Census self-response rates. 13
The 2020 Census was the first where the primary method of selfresponse was over the internet. Households without internet
access, or residents who are not internet proficient, could be at a
distinct disadvantage in learning about and filling out the survey.
The state’s digital divide was thought to be a potential impediment
to an accurate count and LA County response rates were lowest in
census tracts where the top hard-to-count characteristic was lack of
broadband internet subscription. 14
Housing conditions were thought to be a key challenge to a
complete count because of wildfire displacement and increases in
homelessness. Rental and mobile homes are less likely to appear on
official census lists, as are households living in overcrowded or
multifamily homes. 15
The uncertainty of whether a citizenship question would be on the
Census and whether it would be used to deport undocumented
immigrants was thought to depress participation among non-citizens
and mixed status families. Census evaluations showed that immigrant
populations did not participate in the Census because of mistrust of
government and uncertainty of immigration rules. 16

Field-identified Indicators
In addition to socioeconomic status indicators and pre- and post-enumeration surveys, interviews of
outreach workers and evaluations of outreach programs can tell us about barriers to enumeration.
Three sources of interviews and evaluations come from the People’s Bloc, the We Count LA table, and
the California Complete Count Census Campaign.
The People’s Bloc is a multiracial coalition dedicated to the inclusion of everyday residents, conducting
public education, and proposing solutions to the redistricting process that promote the political voice,
representation, and access to resources for historically underrepresented groups. 17 People’s Bloc
members conducted Census outreach in LA County for months before and after the release of the
Census questionnaire. Indicators of undercount were identified in interviews with outreach
workers from the following organizations: Asian Pacific Policy and Planning Council (A3PCON, Asian
Americans Advancing Justice —Asian Law Caucus), Black Women for Wellness, Community
Paul Ong and Jonathan Ong, ”Persistent Shortfalls and Racial/Class Disparities: 2020 Census Self Response
Rates,” (August 18, 2020),
http://www.aasc.ucla.edu/resources/policyreports/COVID19_CensusUpdate_CNK_AASC.pdf.
13
Laura Daly, ”Mapping the Hardest to Count Census Tracts,” https://www.advancementprojectca.org/tools-weuse/maps-and-data/census-2020.
14
Alejandra Ramirez-Zarate and Laura Daly, Los Angeles Countywide Response Rate Report.
15
Sarah Bohn et al., Counting California: Challenges for the 2020 Census. (Public Policy Institute of California,
March 2020).
16
SocialQuest, Inc., ”Census 2020 Campaign: Final Measurement Report: California‘s 15 Hardest-to-Count
Populations,” Prepared for the California Complete Count Office, (December 2020).
17
The People’s Bloc, https://www.thepeoplesbloc.org/.
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Coalition, InnerCity Struggle, Latino Equality Alliance, Long Beach Forward, and The Community Action
League.
The We Count LA table was an organizing body of the People’s Bloc and other outreach organizations in
LA County. The California Community Foundation, Engage R+D, and the USC Equity Research Institute
evaluated Census 2020 outreach to support future Census efforts. 18
The California Complete Count Census Campaign was the State’s effort to educate, motivate, and
activate Californians to respond to the Census, relying heavily on grassroots messaging and outreach to
those least likely to fill out their Census form. LPC Consulting Associates, Inc. evaluated the effort,
including important questions on who did or did not participate in the Census and why. 19
The People’s Bloc, the We Count LA table, and the California Complete Count Census Campaign uplifted
several indicators related to Census under/overcount (see Table 3). Specifically, they called out Asian
American/Pacific Islander (AAPI) communities and unemployed and renter households affected by
COVID-19; foreign-born and non-citizen populations including Middle Eastern/North African populations
affected by federal policies; and limited-English and households without broadband internet affected by
weakness in outreach.
Table 3. Selected Indicators of Undercount Reported by Census Outreach Workers
COVID-19 cases, AAPI
AAPI communities were disproportionately impacted by COVIDcommunities (%)
19, and outreach is hard to do for these communities since many are
spread geographically.a,b
Foreign-born and non-citizens (%) Multiple organizations working in different parts of LA reported
hesitancy of non-citizens to fill out the Census for fear of deportation.
Additionally, many text-banking platforms used for outreach are
based on registered voters, excluding non-citizens.a,b
Homeless population (%)
Outreach workers found this population difficult to find. There were
reports of homeless individuals avoiding shelters for fear of COVID19. This population could not easily be reached via digital marketing.
a,c

Households without broadband
internet (%)

Households who were not used to using a web-interface had trouble
filling out the Census. Field workers reported that the Census helpline
discouraged some of those folks from filling out the form.a,c
Limited-English households (%) The Census online form was only available in twelve, non-English
languages, and a paper questionnaire in only English and Spanish.
Many text banking platforms used for outreach have limited language
options (e.g., no Khmer).a,b
Middle Eastern/North African (%) People of Middle Eastern/North African descent were less likely to
participate because of the federal administration’s anti-Muslim
policies and travel ban.a,b
Renter Households (%)
Outreach workers reported difficulties accessing apartment buildings
California Community Foundation, Engage R+D, USC Equity Research Institute, ”When it Counts: An Evaluation of
the 2020,“ (We Count LA Campaign, August 2021).
19
LPC Consulting Associates Inc., Evaluating the California Complete Count Census 2020: Campaign: A Narrative
Report, (April 14, 2021), https://census.ca.gov/wpcontent/uploads/sites/4/2021/04/EvaluatingTheCACompleteCountCensus2020Campaign_ANarrativeReport.pdf.
18
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in dense, low-income neighborhoods where COVID-19 was a concern.
a,c

Unemployed (%)

Outreach workers found households without employment were
focused on financial matters and did not have the time to fill out the
Census.a

Source: a = People’s Bloc, b = We Count LA, c = California Complete Count

Recommended Indicators
There are numerous indicators related to Census 2020 undercount from previous studies, pre- and postenumeration surveys, and outreach interviews and evaluations. However, we can identify indicators
found across these categories and recommend indicators to use in adjusting for under/overcount (see
Table 4).
Table 4. Recommended Indicators by Category
Indicator
SES Studies Pre- and PostEnumeration
Broadband Internet
X
X
COVID-19 cases
Foreign-born
X
X
Homelessness
X
Limited-English
X
X
Poverty
X
Race/Ethnicity
X
X
Renter Households
X
X
•

•

•

Specific to the 2020
Census
X
X
X
X

X

Field Evidence
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X

COVID-19 cases. The single biggest influence on life during the Census, COVID-19 is responsible
for previously unimaginable loss of life and economic devastation. Traditional Census and
outreach strategies for hard-to-count populations were closed. Paul Ong and Jonathan Ong, and
Laura Daly found linkages between higher COVID-19 case rates and lower self-response, and
Census outreach individuals repeatedly reported individuals more concerned with COVID-19
than filling out the Census. While COVID-19 cases themselves are not in previous SES or pre- and
post-enumeration studies, pandemic-driven unemployment and household mobility are
consistently in them.
Homelessness. Homeless populations, a traditionally hard-to-count indicator in SES studies,
were particularly hard to track in the 2020 Census. Homeless individuals were already at a
disadvantage compared to residents with broadband internet access, but the pandemic kept
many away from shelters where they could be counted in a homeless count. Partners reported
not being able to coordinate with the Census or get information on whether homeless or group
quarters counts had taken place. A surge in homelessness due to the housing crisis may have
also increased the chances of being uncounted.
Foreign-born population. This indicator is meant to capture the non-citizen population that was
undercounted because of mistrust of government and fear of deportation and the larger
foreign-born population that was likely undercounted due to insufficient outreach. Another
traditionally hard-to-count indicator, multiple organizations working in different parts of LA
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•

•

•

•

•

reported hesitancy of non-citizens to fill out the Census for fear of deportation. Many textbanking platforms used for outreach are based on registered voters, excluding non-citizens.
Limited-English population. This hard-to-count population overlaps with the foreign-born
population but has additional limitations in this Census. The Census online form was only
available in twelve, non-English languages, and a paper questionnaire in only English and
Spanish. Many text banking platforms used for outreach also have limited language options
(e.g., no Khmer).
Broadband internet. This hard-to-count population indicator is meant to cover both households
without internet access as well as households with limited internet proficiency that are less
likely to have heard of the Census or may have struggled to fill out the form. Outreach workers
reported that households without internet access were at a distinct disadvantage in learning
about and filling out the first digital Census.
Poverty. This traditional, hard-to-count indicator includes people who overlap with many other
hard-to-count indicators, such as renter population, overcrowded households, and limitedEnglish households. Outreach workers reported difficulties accessing apartment buildings in
dense, low-income neighborhoods where COVID-19 was a concern.
Race. Overlapping with multiple other indicators, partners reported that Latinx residents
were more hesitant to participate in the Census for fear of deportation. Partners reported that
Asian experiences of anti-Asian sentiment might dampen Census participation. They also
reported lower Pacific Islander participation because of the disproportionate impact of the
pandemic on this population. Census evaluators reported barriers to American Indian or Alaska
Native (AIAN) outreach due to pandemic-related closures of tribal lands.
Renter population. This traditional hard-to-count indicator serves as a proxy for many aspects of
housing instability, including non-husband-wife and crowded units. Partners reported that
multi-unit housing, which are more commonly rented, at times barred Census enumerators or
outreach workers from their properties.

Geographic Impact of Under/Overcount - Current City Council Districts
We analyzed each of these recommended indicators and found each indicator varies geographically
across the City of Los Angeles. We identified the three districts with the highest likelihood of undercount
for each indicator, except for White, which is associated with overcount (see Map 1 and Table 5).
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Map 1. Current City Council District Map

Table 5. Current City Council Districts with Highest Likelihood of Undercount by Indicator
Indicator
Top Quintile City Council Districts
Broadband Internet
1, 8, 9
COVID cases
8, 9, 14
Foreign-born
1, 6, 13
Homelessness
8, 13, 14
Limited-English
1, 6, 9
Poverty
1, 8, 9
Race - AIAN
1, 14, 15
Race - Black
8, 9, 10
Race - Asian
1, 12, 13
Ethnicity - Latinx
6, 7, 9
Race - NHPI
4, 13, 15
Race – White*
4, 5, 11
Renter
1, 10, 13
*White is highest likelihood of overcount
By sheer number of indicators, current City Council Districts 1 (seven indicators), 9 (six indicators), 13
(five indicators), and 8 (five indicators) are the districts most likely to be undercounted. These districts
include South LA, downtown and the Westlake area, and parts just north and northeast of downtown.
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Current districts 4, 5, and 11 are most likely to be overcounted based on their percentage of their White
population.

A map of the poverty indicator illustrates this general pattern (see Map 2). 20 The three districts with the
highest (top quintile) poverty rates are districts 1, 8, and 9. A chart of the limited-English proficiency
indicator (see Chart 1) shows just how different rates are across council districts. In this case, current
districts 1, 6, 9, and 13 have limited-English proficiency rates at least twice as high as districts 4, 5, 11,
and 12. The former were much more likely to be undercounted based on outreach issues reported by
the Census and outreach partners.

20

Note: raw data, maps, and charts of all recommended indicators are in companion files to this brief.
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Geographic Impact of Under/Overcount—Proposed City Council Districts
The City Redistricting Commission proposed new boundaries (see Map 3). We conducted the same
geographic analysis for the proposed boundaries as the current boundaries. The results are in Table 6.
Map 3. Proposed City Council District Map

Table 6. Proposed City Council Districts with Highest Likelihood of Undercount by Indicator
Indicator
Top Quintile City Council Districts
Broadband Internet
1,8,9
COVID cases
8,9,14
Foreign-born
1, 4-or-2, 6
Homelessness
8,13,14
Limited-English
1,6,9
Poverty
1,8,9
Race - AIAN
1,14,15
Race - Black
8,9,10
Race - Asian
5,10,12
Race - Latinx
6,7,9
Race - NHPI
5,13,15
Race – White*
3,5,11
Renter
1,10,13
*White is highest likelihood of overcount
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By sheer number of indicators, proposed City Council Districts 1 (six indicators), 9 (six indicators), and 8
(five indicators) are the districts most likely to be undercounted. These districts include parts of South
LA, downtown, and areas west and northeast of downtown. Current districts 3, 5, and 11 are most likely
to be overcounted based on their percentage of the White population.

Conclusion
Every US Census has some amount of under/overcount that impacts redistricting outcomes. Because
certain populations are consistently undercounted across Censuses, it is imperative that the LA City
Council Redistricting Commission adjust district populations for Census under/overcount so that every
resident has the same access to federal dollars and political voice.
This brief identifies four categories of undercount indicators and recommends the following indicators
to adjust for under/overcount: COVID-19 cases, homelessness, foreign-born populations, limited English
proficiency, broadband internet access, poverty, racial/ethnic composition, and renter households.
These indicators are most likely to represent undercount in current Council Districts 1, 8, 9, and 13.
These districts include South LA, downtown and the Westlake area, and parts just north and northeast
of downtown. Current districts 4, 5, and 11 are most likely to be overcounted. Proposed districts 1, 8,
and 9 are most likely to be undercounted and proposed districts 3, 5, and 11 are the most likely to be
overcounted.
We are grateful to be able to give these recommendations to the City Redistricting Commission and look
forward to seeing the results of the Commission’s work.

Contact information

For all inquiries, please contact Chris Ringewald, Senior Director, Research & Data Analysis at
cringewald@advanceproj.org or info@advanceproj.org.
Visit our website AdvancementProjectCA.org and follow us on Facebook, Twitter, Instagram, and
Linkedin for more information and updates about our work.
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Appendix O:

Identification of
Census Blocks to
comply with
Recommended
Boundaries

O. Identification of Census Blocks Required to be Split to Comply with Recommended
Boundaries

1. Boundary between Council Districts 5 and 10 - Manhattan Place
The eastern boundary of the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council is the middle of the
alleyway between Manhattan Place and Western Avenue, or where no alleyway exists, the rear
property line of properties along the western side of Western Avenue. The effect is that
properties along both sides of Manhattan Place are in the GWNC, and properties along both sides
of Western Avenue are in the Wilshire Center Koreatown Neighborhood Council.
Here is the boundary description of the GWNC eastern boundary, as taken from the Cityapproved GWNC Bylaws, in accordance with City Council approved action of 09-0606:
ARTICLE III BOUNDARIES, Section 1: (eastern boundary text only)
…Go east on Melrose Avenue until the western property line of the properties on
the west side of Western Avenue. Go south along the western property lines of the
properties on the west side of Western Avenue until 6th Street. Go west on 6th
Street until Wilton Place. Go south on Wilton Place to 7th Street. Go east on 7th
Street until the western property line of the properties on the west side of Western
Avenue. Go south along the western property lines of the properties on the west
side of Western Avenue until Olympic Boulevard…
2. Little Ethiopia
The Recommended Plan’s intended boundary for Little Ethiopia is the alley bounded by
Olympic Blvd. on the north, Pico Blvd. on the south, Hayworth Ave. on the west and Fairfax
Ave. on the west, as depicted in the graphic below.

3. The Pierce College Boundary between Council District’s 4-or-2 and 3
Recommended Plan’s Map for CD 4-or-2 has an error along the western and southern boundary
of Pierce College, that must be corrected as follows: the northern side of Exhibit Place and Aetna
Place and the Bella Vista Apartments to the west of Pierce College and the east of De Soto Ave.
should be moved from CD 4-or-2 to CD 3.

4. Silverlake Reservoir
The existing boundary at the Silverlake Reservoir is to be retained such that the Reservoir is
placed in both Council Districts 13 and 1.

